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HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TnunsnAY, 25th February, 1886.

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

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at fifteen minutes before
Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

A Message was delivered by René Elouard Kimber,
Esquire, Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod:

"Mr. SPEAKER,-

"His Excellency the GovERNoR GENERAL desires the imnmed'ate
attendance of this h inorable louse in the denate Chamber."

Accordingly the House went up to the Senate Chamber.

And the House being returned,

VACANCIES.

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

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

Of THomAs WHITE, Esq., Member for the Electoral District of the
County of Cardwell, by the acceptance of an office of emolument under
the Cown;

0f ANGUs McTsAAa, Esq., Member for the Electoral District of Anti-
gonish, by the acceptance of an office of emolument under the Crown;

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

0f GEORGE E. FosTER, Esq, Member for the Electoral District cf
King's, New Brunswick, by t e acceptance of an office of emolument
under the Crown.

NE W MEMBERS.

Mr. SPEAK ER also informed the House that, during the
Recoe the Clerk of The House had received from the Clerk

MEMBERS INTRODUCED.

The following Members, having previously taken the
Oath according to law, and subscribed the roll containing
the same, took their seats in the Hâouse:-

Hon. TRomAs WRITE, Member for the Electoral District of Cardwell,
lntroduced by Sir John A. Macdonald and Sir Hector Langevin;

Hon. JoHN 8. D. TnompsoN, Member for the Electoral District of
Antigonish, introduced by Sir John A. Macdonald and Bon. A. W.
McLelan.

Hon. GuoRE E. FOSTER, Member for the Electoral District of King'r,
N.B., introduced by Sir John A. Macdonald and Hon. John Costigan.

CRARLES EVERETT, Esq., Member for the Electoral District of the
City and County of St. John, N.B., introduced by Sir John A. Mac-
donald and Hon. John Costigan.

FREDERIcK E. BARKER, Esq., Member for the Electoral District of
the City of St. John, N.B., introduced by Hon. Mr. Bowell and Mr.
Wood (Westmoreland).

HENRY ALFRED WARD, Eeq., Member for the Electoral District of
the East Riding of Durham, introduced by Sir John A. Macdonald and
Mr. Mackintosh.

ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS OF OFFICE.

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

Bill read the first time.

SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

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

Honorable Gentlemen Of tAe Senate:

Gentlemen q/ the House of Commons;
On meeting you again I have the pleasing duty to perform of congra-

tulating you on the sufficient harvest of last year and on the prosperity
and substantial progress of the country.

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

ýbVW33'UIV',lLM I L IV LVDUIau .UV yv I IM*LC -I JLefficient protection-aglainut ail disturbance.of the Crown in Chancery, certificates of election and
return of the following Members, viz.:- I warmly congratulate you on the practical completion of the Cana-

l dian Pacific Railway, and on the announcement that it will be open
(f HENRY AL]FED WARD, Esq., for the Electoral District of the East for the daily carriage of passengers and freight from Ocean to Ocean,Riding of the County of Durham; in the month of June next. This great work, so important alike to the

Of the Hon. THoxAs WHITE, for the Electoral District of the County Empire and the Dominion, cannot fail to increase the trade betweencf Cardwell ; British Columbia and the other Provinces, to ensure the early develop-

An0 tgnsh on. JON D. THOMPsoN, for the Electoral District f mentand settlement of Manitoba and the North-West, and greatly to

0f CHARLES A. EVERETT, Esq, for the Electoral District of the City add te the commercial prosperity of the whole country.
and Oouuty of St. John, New runswick; Should the negotiations between Her Majesty's Government and that

Of FRUDERIOK E. BARxER, Esq , for the Electoral District of the City of of the United States for the appointment of a Joint Commission to
8t. John, New Brunswick; and adjust what is known as "The Fishery Question " and to consider the

Of the Hon. G»oRGE E. FosTs, for the Electoral District of King's, best means of developing our International Commerce, fail to secure
New Brunswick. any satisfactory result, you will be asked to make provision for the

1 1
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protection of our Inshore Fisheries by the extension of our present
system of Marine Police.

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

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

Your attention will be invited to the propriety of amending the law
relating to the business of the office ot Queen's Printez and of providing
for the more satisfactory working of the present system of Government
and Parliamentary printing.

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

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

Gentlemen qfthe House of Commons

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

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

Honorable Gentlemen oj the Senate,

Gentlemen of the House of Commons

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

On motion of Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, His Excellency's
Speech was ordered to be taken into consideration to.
morrow.

SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:

That Select Standing Committees of this House, for the present Ses-
sion, be appointed for the following purposes :-1. On Privileges and
Elections. 2. On Expiring Laws. 3. on Railways, Canals and Telegraph
Lines. 4. On Miscellaneous Private Bills. 5. On Standing Orders. 6.
On Printing. 7. On Public Accounts. 8. On Banking and Commerce.
9. On Immigration and Colonization; which said Committees shall
severally be empowered to examine and inquire into all such matters
and thinga as may be referred to them by the flouse; and to report from
time to time their observations and opinions thereon ; with power to
send for persons, papers acd records.

Motion agreed to.

REPORT PRESENTED.

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

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

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 4,45 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDAY, 26th February, 1886.

The Sr.E.KzR took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAzYEaS.

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS EXCELLENCY'3
SPEECH.

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

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Speaker: I have had the honor of
being selected from among the new members of this fHouse,
to move the Address in reply to the Speech from the
Throne. Before entering upon such remarks as I may be
enabled to make briefly upon some of the points referred to
in the Speech, I desire to crave from Your House the
indulgence which has usually been granted to those gentle-
men who, in years past, have occupied the position which
I am called upon to occupy to-day. The first paragraph
of Ris Excellency's Speech, refers to the excellent
harvest of last year, and to the substantial progress
and prosperity of the country. While I heartily agree
with the language expressed by His Excellency, I do not
for a moment deny that all over the country, all over the
civilised world to-day, all over the civilised world for a
number of years past, commercial depression bas to a
greater or less extent existed. In the Mother Country,
Great Britain, with its vast resources, with its great wealth,
with the large amount of capital it has invested in varions
manufactories, we find, to-day, Sir, that there is great dis.
tress existing among its people and among the laboring
class particularly. That is the condition of things which
exists and has continued to exist in that great country,
although it has to-day the same trade policy which it bas
had for years past, that which is known as a free trad e
policy. In the United States of America, which borders on
the Dominion-in that great republic, with a policy some-
what similar to our own, the same state of affairs las
existed and continues to exist to-day, to a greater or less
extent, in the same way as it has existed in other civilised
countries of the world. It would be strange indeed, Sir, if
we in this new country should be free from all these great
commercial depressions. They have existed among us to
some extent; and yet, Sir, I feel that it is true, as stated in
the first paragraph of the Speech, that we are to-day
having prosperity and substantial progress in this country.
I know, Sir, that those who take exception to the National
Policy, which is the policy of the Dominion to-day, point
with their fingers to the closed factories which are to be
found in various portions of the Dominion, and claim that
those factories are closed in consequence of the trade policy
which prevails in this country. I contend, Sir, that while
the general commercial depression may, to a certain extent,
account for the closing of those factories, yet that, as a ruie,
they have been closed because those who entered into those
varions enterprises entered into them without sufficient
capital to carry on their work successfully. In the city of
St. John, a portion of the constituency which has sent me
to represent them in this Parliament, we have a large
establishment for the manufacture of cotton goods. It was
built some two, three or four years ago, and we looked for
great things from its erection. It, Sir, has been closed, and
the silence within its walls and the absence of the men who
were employed in it are pointed to as evidences that the
policy which has been adopted by the Dominion bas
failed entirely. The truth, Sir, is that the proprietors
of that factory commenced business on entirely too
small capital. All the money whieh was raised for the
purpose of constructing that building and carrying on
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operations was insufficient for the purpose, and a large
amount of debt was contracted to enable them to pay for
the machinery, and for the building itself, leaving them
nothing with which to carry on their operations. That is
the cause of the failure of that institution; and whenever
the time comes when that mill will fall into the hands of
other people-when the time comes, as I trust it may
before long, when men of capital will take hold of it, then
we shall find a different state of affairs, a state of affairs I
trust similiar to that which existed in the town of St.
Mary's, opposite to Fredericton, another portion of New
Brunswick, where a gentleman who has been well-known
as a manufacturer, and who has accumulated a large
amount of means, has invested a portion of his means in
the manufacture of cotton goods, has erected a splendid
establishment in that quarter, and is carrying on his opera.
tions successfully. I believe the goods manufactured in
St. Mary's are being distributed over the length and breadth
of the Dominion, and that in New Brunswick, Nova
Scotia, and in the Provinces of Quebec and Ontario as well,
this gentleman finds a remunerative market for the goods he
is turning out in that manufactory. The same thing may
ho said with reference to all the establishments going on in
New Brunswick; and I take it that what is true with
reference to that province, is true with reference to the
other provinces in the Dominion. In the city bf Moncton,
in the county of Westmoreland, a number of establishments
bave been placed in operation, and among thom some few
bave failed to carry on their business successfully. It bas
been my fortune, or my misfortune, if you choose to call it
so, to assist in the winding-up of some of those establish-
ments, and I found invariably that it was the
want of capital which caused their lack of success.
There was not a single instance in which they could not
have carried on their business successfully had they beeni
provided with sufficient capital to do their work. Hon.i
gentlemen may laugh, but I ask them to point to anyi
manufactory in the Dominion of Canada, in which thei
capital invested bas been sufficient to enable it to carry oni
its operations, which las not been successful. It is true,1
circumstances have arisen, as they will arise at all times,
in which the products of certain establishments have not
realised a profit; this bas been the case in reference tot
sugar, I believe, and in reference to some other articles;c
but wherever capital has been properly invested in the1
Dominion of Canada, as in other countries, it bas producedi
results beneficial to those who have invested in these enter- t
prises. In former years, Sir, before the introduction of the t
National Policy into the Dominion of Canada, very many
of our workingmen left their homes and sought labor in i
the United States, which they failed to obtain iD their own i
country ; but under the operation of the National i
Policy, workshops of all descriptions have been erected t
throughout the country; and what is true of the 1
Lower Provinces is equally true, I suppose, of the Upper r
Provinces, that those factories have given employment to
thousands of our workingmen, who, instead of leaving the
country, have been retained to engage in varions works of
production. If it had not been for the establishment of
these very manufactories and the employment they have t
given to our workingmen, Canada would to-day be in the o
same position as the Mother Country, where the working- F
men, in the city of London, are clamoring for work or for e
food. It is only to a very limited extent the fact, that c
severe sufforing has taken place in the Dominion of Canada, t
in consequence of depression in trade. It is true, in one -m
section of the Province of New Brunswick, last year, owing s
to the failure of a certain kind of labor on which the popu- t
lation of that section depended, there were a few people t
who asked to be supplied with the necessaries of lifo; it is '%
true, also, that in the Province of Quebec, owing to the i
failiro of some fishory firms, somo little difficultios have ri

occurred ; but taking the whole length and breadth of this
country, the fact remains that our people have been fairly
employed and have received fair remuneration for their labor,
and have been able to save something out of their earnings.
Those who choose to examine the books of the savinigs
banks of the Dominion, will find that on the let of January,
1886, there was deposited in those banks a sum of money
exceeding by $2,000,000 the amount that was deposited in
them on the lst of January, 1885. These deposits I elaim
to be the savings of the people. I know that in the city in
which I live, the depositors in the Post Office Savings Bank
are the people who are engaged in daily labor. I have
watched from month to month and from year to year the
operation of those banks, and I know that the money
deposited in them is not the money of the rich man or the
capitalist, but the money of the poor laborer who lays aside
from his earnings something for a rainy day, for a day of
sickness or distress, or for his old age, and who has placed
it in the savings banks under the protection of the Govern-
ment that lie may be sure to find it when the day cornes
when ho shall require it for the use of himself or his family.
There are some classes of business in our country, as there
are in other countries, which have met with some depres-
sion. In the Maritime Provinces our people are largely
engaged in shipping. The oceans to-day are covered with the
ships of the world, and among them are to be found in great
abundance the property of residents of the Maritime Pro-
vinces. I regret to say that the carrying business of the
world during the last year or two bas not been remunera-
tive; but our people are in the same boat as all others
engaged in the same business, no matter under what national-
ity or government they live. A large amount of the capital
of the people of Great Britain has been invested in shipping
-too great an amount-and the result is that it l not
returning to the owners the profits which they might
naturally expect. But there is this fact, that to-day we are
rapidly moving away from these bad times. If you step
into the workshops in any part of the country you will find
renewed activity; if you enquire of the mon engaged in
trade and commerce, they will tell you that last year's
operations have been more profitable than the previous
year's; therefore I believe that we have passed the lino,
that we are on the up-grade, and that the time is not far
distant when our people will experience another wave of
prosperity. The next subject to which His Excellency has
referred in the Speech, has reforence to the North-West and
to the insurrection which unfortunately broke out in
that section of the country during the last Session
of this Parliament. It was much to be regretteda;
it fell like a clap of thunder upon all our people. Know-
ing the condition of that country, knowing what a emall
number of people were scattered over a large area, and that
the number of troops in the Mounted Police was not very
large, we felt a great deal of apprehension as to the
results of that insurrection. We knew that the Indians
who occupied that territory were not so civilised as the In-
dians to ho found in the eastern section of the Dominion;
and we knew that the white subjects of the Queen through-
out that territory were very much scattered and in very
imited numbers, and therefore, we feared that circum-
stances might arise which would endanger their lives and
perbaps sweep them out of existence. But if there was
ever a time when I felt proud of the Government of the
ountry, it was thon. When I found them putting forward
heir utmost energy and moving straight to the front,
when I found them declaring that such a state of affaire
hould exist no longer than was possible, when I found
hem placing in the hands of the Minister of Militia and
hose under him the power to move with speed, I felt that
we had a Government which was able to put down the
nsurrection at the shortest possible moment; and, Sir, the
esult proved that I was correct. I feel that, if I had the
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right to do so, I should thank the Minister of Militia
and those engaged under him in various capacities
for the manner in which they conducted that campaign.
I feel that the shortness of time which intervened between
the breaking out of the insurrection and its being quelled,
I feel that the readiness and swiftness with which the orner-
gency was met and mastered, entitle those mon to a vote of
thanks for the course they pursued and their conduct in
bringing this war so readily and successfuily to a close.
There is something else I feel proud of in this connection.
A few years ago the Provinces which form this great
Dominion were isolated politically from each other; each
had its own Provincial Legislature, each Province adopted
its own tariff and carried on its own business, without con-
sideration for the other Provinces. Indeed, I think I am
nearly correct when I say that the people of the difforent
Provinces had very slight intercourse with each other, and
consequently knew very little of oach other. But the Act
of Confederation changed all that; it brought together in one
Parliament men whose energies had been hithorto confined
to their separate Provinces, and enabled them bytheir united
wisdom to adopt measures for the benefit of the whole Domi-
nion. They swept away the hostile tariffs which prevented
our people trading one with the other, and enabled them,
in whatever grade or occupation they were engaged, to
transact business freely with each other; and, instead of
being a separate people with but one tie in common, that
which bound us to the Crown, we became one people united
by innumerable ties. We flt that we had one common
country, and that instead of belonging to some almost
unknown Provinces, we composed a nationality of which
we are proud. I may say that, unknown as we were before
Confederation, there is scarcely a civilised nation in the
world to-day which does not know that to be a Canadian is
to belong to a nation of which any one may be proud.
When this war broke out in the North-West, we had but a
limited number ofsoldiers; we were not in the position of
a country which keeps up a standing army; we were depen-
dent upon the citizen soldiery of the various portions of
the Dominion. Our volunteers down by the sea were as
prepared to enter into the field as were those who lived in
Ontario and along the borders of Manitoba; our volunteers
down by the sea felt this was thoir country; they felt
that they wore united with the people in the North-West
and that it was necessary for th em to join hands with1
their fellow-citizens to protect us against a common foe.(
They sprang to arms at once and proffored their services.i
It is true that our soldiers from the city of St. John hadj
no opportunity to go to the front; that New Brunswickers1
were not required in the field, because the Government hadi
all the men they wanted, but they felt that they would like
to be in the field so.that they might earn some of the honors1
won by their fellow-citizens; and I trust, if the time ever1
comes-and I hope il will never come-when we will be
called upon again to defend any portion of this Dominion1
against the attack of an enemy, either from without or within,1
the soldiers of New Brunswick will be called early to the
front and given an opportunity to show thoir patriotism. I
said, a few moments ago, that the Minister of Militia and the
officials under him deserve our thanks for the rapidity withi
which they succeeded in transporting ammunition and sup-
plies to the front, and for the activity they displayed in bring-(
ing about the suppression of the rebellion. But I have a word1
more to say. I think we should thank the gentlemen who(
hold positions of trust in the Government, and those whot
brought into existencethe CanadianuPacificRailway, becausei
it was mainly through this agency that we were enabled%
to forward our troops and supplies so rapidly to the seat ofi
war. I think, if there be anything which particularly justi-c
fies the building of that road more than another, it is the
fact that over it we were enabled to convey our troops andv
facilitate' all the.tmeasures necessary to suppress the
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rebellion. I agree, therefore, with His Excellency that
it will be the duty of His Excellency's Goverument to
make such precautionary arrangements as will assure
the present inhabitants, as well as intending settlers, of
efficient protection against all disturbance. It is necessary,
if we are going to have a large population in the North-
West, that we should assure them of the fullest protection
the law of the country can provide. We have there an
enormous quantity of land fit for cultivation, on which we
desire to see settled a large portion of our own people-
people from our fatherland; we hope to see those people
grow up in wealth and prosperity; we expect from them
valuable assistance in paying the taxation of the country;
we look forward to receiving great benefits from the open-
ing up of the North-West, and we must, in order to reap
these hopes, show the people who are going to reside there
that we are prepared to protect them against any evil that
might arise either in consequence of rebellion or any
other discord. The next paragraph in His Excel-
lency's Speech refers to the Canadian Pacific Railway,
and congratulates Parliament on its successful completion.
When I was a boy going to school I was in the habit of
attending lectures, and amongst those to which I listened
with a great deal of pleasure were lectures on the subject of
building a railway from Halifax to the Pacific Ocean. That
was one of the dreams of enthusiasts thirty or foity years
ago, and it thon seemed nothing more thanu a dream. Still1
all over the country thera were far-seeing, intelligent mon
who believed the time would come when the railway con-
necting the east with the west would be fully built. For
mysolf I did not expect to live long enough to see that day.
I was desirous to see the work done, but could not see
clearly how it was to be accomplished. The first stop
taken in the construction of this great Canadian Pacific
Railway was the formation of the Confederacy under which
we live. Under the separate provincial system there did
not soom to be any possibility that the project would
be carried out. But the united people in their wis-
dom, and by the advice and with the assistance of
the Imperial Government, formed a Confederation. That,
Sir, was the first stop towards the building of this
great Canadian Pacific Railway. There are mon in this
country who, within a few years, have feit that the building
of this railway could not be accomplished, not merely
because of the financial difficulties, but also of the physical
difficulties which lay in the way. It was thought to be
impossible to cross the Rocky Mountains-impossible to
build a railway which would connect the eastern with
the western coast of America. We are pleased to read
in the Speech of His Excellency that the time has
come when the railway is accomplished; we feel glad
to know that it hs been accomplished in a much less
time than was set down in the contract which was
entered into with the company who have done this work.
Five years of time have been spared to us. We are now
enabled to enjoy all the privileges of that railway. In
June next we may be able to take the cars at Halifax, pass
over the Intercolonial Railway, take the Canadian Pacific
Railway at Quebec, and pass along that whole line to the
western country five years before it was thought possible for
any one to do so. We have to thank the company for the
enterprise they have shown and for the manner in which they
have done their work. I believe there is no railway on this
continent of America that las been more thoroughly built
than the Canadian Pacific Railway. It is creditable to the
men who have built it, and all honor is due to those
who have not only built it, but have built it so much
in advance of the time set down in the terms of the
contract. Perhaps nothing has occurred in this Domi-
nion of Canada, which has called the attention of the
world more directly to it than the building of this
Çanadian Pacific Railway. The people of the Mother
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Country havg watched the operation with a great deal of
interest, and, as from time to time facilities have been
afforded, we have had delegations from the other side of the
water coming across the Atlantic, passing over our lines of
railway-though the Canadian Pacifie Railway was not
quiie finished-going up to Winnipeg, and so west, in
order to see what our prairies were like, and what the pros-
pects were for the people of Great Britain who might seek
homes in that distant country. We have had their reports
spread abroad through the world, published in the news-
papers of England and on the platform, and in a thousand
ways, showing that by the building of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway the prairies of the west have become known to
those people, and from that we have already received a
large increase of population, as in the future we shall receive
a much larger one when it is fully established that that
country is under the protection of a Government which is
able to save the people from danger should trouble or
warfare arise. This railway bas made it possible for the
prairies to be occupied by our people; it las made it
possible for them to raise their grain, to raise that which the
soil will produce, and to find an easy mode of conveying it
to the markets of the world. Large quantities of grain
have already, I believe, been brought to this section of
Canada from the North-West. I am not quite sure, but I
think that cargoes of grain have been shipped to the other
side of the Atlantic-grain which has been grown upon the
soil of our country. The construction of this railway and
the peopling of this country will enable immense quantities
of grain to be raised there, and the time is not far distant
when we will be known on the other side of the Atlantic
as the granary, or at least as one of the granaries of the
world. That which is true in reference to Confederation
having accomplished a union of the people of the different
old Provinces, will be equally true in reference to the
western country. The manufacturers of the upper Pro-
vinces have been enabled to find customers for their pro-
ducts in the lower Provinces, and the people in the lower
Provinces have been enabled to find customers for the pro-
duct of their mines, their fisheries and their other establish-
ments in the western -country. There has been an inter-
change of commodities between the two sections of the
country, and I believe, that when we bave this Ulne fully
established, when we have the people ont there increasing in
numbers and in wealth, we shall have a country where the
products of our eastern districts may find a market, and
thus give employment and add to the wealth of those
who are engaged in industries in the eastern section of our
country. This line of railway which bas been constructed in
the interests of the people of this Dominion seems to be more
important than merely alocal railway, that is, local as far as
the Dominion itself is concerned. I believe I am coi rect when
I say thatthe late Government of Great Britain recognised its
importance by making a publie declaration of its doter-
mination to make this railway an Imperial route to the
East. This, Sir, is more important than may appear upon
the reading of a paragraph of that kind. It is important
because, if the Imperial authorities are going to use that
route, the people in Great Britain will learn to use it also,
and I believe that the time is not distant when we will find
the products of Asia moving across the Pacifie Ocean to
British Columbia, thence over our great Canadian railway,
finding vessels on the Atlantic coast to carry the products
of the far East to its final destination in the Mother
Country. The Queen herself las seen the importance of this
railway. She bas sent us ber congratulations on its comple-
tion. Her Majesty has seen the importance of the rail-
way, and to such an extent that she bas done honor
to the president of the railway company by conferring upon
him an honor which is only conferred upon gentlemen or
great services. The original charter for the building of the
great Canadian Pacifie Railway, if I am correctly informed,

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

1886.
1



COMMONS DEBATES. FEBRUARY 26y

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

That an humble Address be presented to Ris Excellency the Governor
General to thank Ris Excellency for bis gracious Speech at the opening
of the present Session, and further to assure His Excellency:

Mr. EVERETT.

Tht we receive with much pleasure H s Excellency's egngratulations
on the sufficient harvest if last year and on the prosperity and substan-
tial progress of the country.

That we feel great satisfaction in knowing that since the suppression
of the insurrection in the North-West Territories peace and order have
been restored and now prevail; and that we are aware that after so
serions an outbreak some disquiet and apprehension of the recurrence of
those disorders may naturally be expected to linger, and that it will be
the duty of is Excellency'a Government to make such precautionary
arrangements as will assure the present inhabitants, as well as intend-
ing settlers of efficient protection against all disturbance.

That we are glad that Bis Excellency has occasion to warmly congra-
tulate us on the practical completion of the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
and on the announcement that it will be open for the daily carriage of
passengers and freight from Ocean to Ocean, in the month of June next.
' bat we feel with His Excellency that this great work, so important
alike to the Empire and the Dominion, cannot fail to increase the trade
between Baitish Columbia and the other Provinces, to ensure the early
development and settlement of Manitoba and the North-West, and
greatly to add to the commercial prosperity of the whole country.

That should the negotiations between Rer Majesty's Government and
that of the United States for the appointn:ent of a Joint Commission to
adjust what is known as "The Fishery Question " and to consider the
best means ofdeveloping our Internatioaal Commerce, fail to secure
any satisfactory resuIt, we sha,1 be ready to make sucb provision for the
protection of our Inshore Fisheries by the extension of our present
system of Marine Police as may be necessary for that purpose.

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

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

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

That we are pleased 1o learn that a numerical census of the North-
West Territories bas been taken and that a measure based thereon for
the representation of the people in Parliament will be laid before us.

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

That we thank His E lcellency for ii.forming us that the accounts for
the past year will be laid before us Ttat we learn with plesure that
the estimate of receipts bas been fully realisei, though we regret that
the outbreak in the North-West bas added largely to the expenditure of
the country.

That we shall respectfully consider the Estimates for the ensuing year
to be submitted to us, and that we thank Ris Excellency for assuring
us they have been prepared with due regard to economy and the require-
ments of the Public Se vice.

That Bis Excellency my rest assured that the several subjects he has
mentioned, and any others which may engage our attentien, shall
receive our best consideration, and that we earnestly trust, with His
Excellency, that the resuit of our deiberations may, under the Divine
Blessing, conduce to the advancement and pro3perity of Canada.

Mr. WARD. Mr. Speaker : I have listened attentively
and with nuch pleasure to the remarks that have fallen
from the hon. member representing the city and county of
St. John (Mr. Ererett). The hon. gentleman has dealt in
a very exhaustive manner with the matters referred to in
the Speech from the Throne, and I feel I need not detain
the House at any great length in further discussing them;
but I wou'd ask hon. gentlemen to extend to me that cour-
teous forbearance which is usually extended to those who
occupy my position. The first, and I think the most
important thing to notice in the Speech from the Throne,
is its reference to the agricultural prosperity of the Domin-
ion. Agriculture, is altogether the most useful of all the
arts, and upon the culture of the soil the well-being of the
country, to a larger extent than upon any other single
industry, depends. Although the price of agricultural pro-
ducts which are, in the main, governed by the English
markets, bas not lately, either in the United States or in
Canada, been very bigh, yet the purchasing power of the
produce of the farma is as great now as at any other period
in our history. The farmer, by taking his cereals into the
market, can procure in exchange therefor as many of the
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necessaries of life as at any other time owing to the cor-
responding lowness of the price of those necessaries. These
considerations are the more important to Canada because
she is destined to become one of the great grain-producing
areas of the world. It is desirable to note these facts, that
it may be seen that the relation between the products of
the farm and the necessaries which must be obtained in
exchange for them is now and is likely to continue
to be very favorable to the agricultural interest. In refer.
ing, as we may, with great satisfaction to the restoration of
peace and order in the North-West Territories, I am sure
the House will pardon me if I make a passing allusion to
the mournful event through which I have been called upon
to occupy a seat in thisOChamber. The town in which I live,
the riding I have the honor to represent, and the Dominion
at large, have not ceased to mourn many noble lives which
have been offered up on the altar of patriotism; but that
loss has fallen with peculiar severity upon East Durham,
and it would perhaps be improper for me, as the successor
of the lamented Colonel Williams, to speak f urther of one
who held, and very deservedly held, the respect,
esteem and affection of hon. members on both
sides of this House. The Government, by prompt and
effectua' measures succeeded in suppressing a rebellion
which might have resulted in most disastrous consequences
to that part of the country in which the Indians live, and
they should receive, and doubtless will receive, the practical
endorsation of all those who desire to see the settler pro-
tected and our country prosperous and respected. We have,
I think, every reason to feel proud of the achievements of
our militia force-the volunteers-in the suppression of that
rebellion, and J am sure the manner in which they encount-
ered the hardships they were called upon to endure and the
bravery they displayed in the field will meet with the
hearty gratitude of the country. The prompt and ener
getic measures foreshadowed in the Speech, which are
designed to maintain the supremacy of law in those distant
regions, the settlers in which have a special claim upon the
Parliament of Canada, will, I am sure, meet with the
approval of the lHouse. In this, as in all similar cases, the
Government is called upon to assume certain responsibilities,
and I am confident the people will sanction any steps
that are taken to vindicate the majesty of the law and
preserve the integrity of the Dominion. The energy now
manifested by the Government is quite in keeping with
the line adopted by them in suppressing the disturbance
of last year, and this course, I may say, was urged and
insisted upon by hon. members on both sides of the House
and fully supported by them. By that action the
Government showed the country, and proved to the
world at large, that the resources of Canada, without being
seriously strained, were quite adequate to meet the neces-
sities of the occasion, and we may safely infer that neither
men nor money would be wanting if new exigencies in the
future should arise, and it should become necessary to call
upon Parliament and the people for their assistance. The
Government may point with great pride and satisfaction to
the completion of our great national highway, the Canadiano
Pacifie Railway. It is essential to the preservation of Con-1
federation of the Provinces as a Dominion, and is also neces-1
sary for the development of the great resources of the(
North-West. Its position in relation to the other trans-f
continental lines gives it pre-eminence and an amounti
of power which it is impossible to overestimate. Iti
must be borne in mind, that it is the only railway that 1
connecta absolutely by one line under one management1
and control the two great oceans that form the eastern andc
western boundaries of North America. This position, I 
think, fully justifies the remark made by the right hon. thei
Premier, that Liverpool and Hong Kong were really the ter-
mini of this road. Although not yet open for through traffic,c
the business which the railway ias so far developed has

exceeded the most sanguine expectations, and it is a vindica-
tion of the far-seeing policy of the Government in supporting
this road and in sustaining those engaged in its construction
against very heavy obstacles, the magnitude of which it
would be impossible to overstate. It is now demonstratod
beyond doubt that the assistance given by the Government to
the road at a critical moment of its history, prevented a great
national disaster; and I think we may safely assume that the
repayment of every dollar advanced by the Government to
that railway, is now secured beyond peradventure. From
a colonisation point of view it must not be forgotten that it
will be necessary for the Canadian Pacifie Railway Com-
pany to adopt an extensive system of branch lines, to con-
nect with roads already projected and in course of con-
struction; and that the road will thus become a most
important factor in the development and settlement of the
North-West. It will bo remembered that in former debates
in this House, some hon. gentlemen have expressed opinions
-which, no doubt, arose from honest conviction-that
the railway was being proceeded with too rapidly,
that the bargain was an improvident one ou the part
of the Government, and, as they said, likely to be
all on one side, so far as the advantages to be derived
therefrom were concerned. I think we may safely
assume that the early completion of the road is desir-
able in every way. It enables us to keep faith-nay, I
think more than keep faith-with the Province of British
Columbia, and the consequent development of the vast
mineral resources of that Province must be of the greatest
possible importance to the Dominion at large. Further, I
think we will also have cause for congratulation if the con-
tract should turn out a lucrative one for the gentlemen
engaged in the work, for their success must mean a conse-
queut advantage to the country; and every true Cana-
dian will be rejoiced to know that the bargain is a satis-
factory one to them, and that it will have the effect of
quieting the forebodings of those who predicted that the
country would have to assume the possession of the road
and work it at a loss. It is also satisfactory to know that
the burden which the country is called upon to assume for
the completion of that work, is not likely to be a very
heavy one. I notice by the Budget Speech of Sir Leonard
Tilley, delivered in this House last Session, that he did not
calculate that more than an addition of ore and three quar-
ters cents per head of taxation, for interest on the public
debt, would be caused by the completion of that railwiay,
and I think, under the circumstances, the people of the
country need not have any cause to feel uneasy. Alto-
gether, I think we may congratulate ourselves upon
an enterprise which has been grandly conceived,
fearlessly and courageously undertaken and gloriously
accomplished. The House will be glad to notice that the
Government have taken a firm attitude on the fisheries
question, and it is well known also that they are quite ready
to adopt conciliatory measures in dealing with that ques-
tion, as is evidenced by the standing resolution of the House,
passed at the time the present tariff was brought in, empow.
ering the Governor in Council to nodify the tarif& relating
to important items of international commerce so as to
adjust our trade relations in conformity with the action
of Congreas. The time having arrived when the Gov-
ernment evidently feels justified in considering the
representation of the North-West Territories in Parlia-
ment, it will be learned with great satisfaction that
a census having been completed, measures will be
adopted to provide for such representation. It will be con-
ceded that the condition of that country, its sparse and
scattered settlements, the lack of perfect municipal organ-
isation, and the impossibility, under such circumstances, of
providing adequate machinery for ascertaining the wishes
of the people, have prevented an earlier movement in this
direction, and that the Government are in no way to blame
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for a delay which could not well be avoided. Another mat-
ter which I notice in the Speech, with reference
to the North-West, is the establishment of an
experimental farm. In a country where so many go with-
out the necessary skill in husbandry, this must be a most
important means of enabling them to perfect themselves
in that industry. While the system for issuing the patents
for lands in the North-West has been sufficiently thorough
for the ordinary demands upon the department, up to the
present time, the expected immigration and settlement in
that country renders it necessary that increased facilities
should be granted. We are not probably in as bad a posi-
tion as the United States, so far as that matter is concerned,
for I saw by a late report of the commissioner of public
lands of that country, that notwithstanding the large staff
of his department, and notwithstanding his efforts to keep
pace with bis work, he is now seven yeara in arrear, and
has been compelled to come down to Congress and ask for
authority to employ 100 additional clerks in order to wipe
off those arrears. No doubt the proposed measure will
obviate any further ground for complaint concerning the
management of our land department. The other important
measures refe.rred to in the Address, namely, those for a
better mode of trial for complaints against the Crown, for
the regulating of Post Office Savings Banks in Brit-
ish Columbia and the North-West Territories, and for
amending the Act respecting Chinese Immigration, show
that the Government aro not unmindful of the
requirements of a progressing and progressive country,
and are abroast of the times in maturing these important
acts of legislation. The trade policy of the Government is
one closely identified with the well-being of all classes of
people. 1 venture, however, to express the hope that the
efforts of Ministers will be directed towards expanding the
commercial relations of Canada with foreign countries and
with British colonies. One thing must be apparent to
every unbiassed mind, and that is, that the Government in
encouraging home industries has averted a great financial
criais. The truth of this statement, I submit, is established
by the virtual absence of the industrial prostration which
exists in the old country, and the consequent troubles
which we know have taken place there quite recently. I
would point to the results of the bye-elections as a sure
indication that the policy of the Government on the general
questions affecting the welfare of the country is satisfactory
to the people at large; and 1 feel confident that when it
becomes necessary foir the electors to pronounce a ver-
dict, their decision will be in favor of the Administra-
tion. Sir, I believe firmly in the future of the Dominion,
and that if we are true to ourselves and to our national
instincts the continued progross of the country is quite
assured. A brilliant French writer has said : "Would you
realise what is progress? Cali it to-morrow. To-morrow
perforros its work irresistibly and performs it from to-day."

Some hon. ME IBERS. Huar, hear.
Mr. WARD. I do not know wbether hon. gentlemen on

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

Mr. WAD.

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

" Let us not deviate from the path of good temper and self command,
but, forgetful of every prejudice, let us strive to do justice to the great,
the gigantic interests committed to our charge."
Canada bas great and gigantic interests, and the people
have committied them to our charge as their representa-
tives-a sacred trust. May that trust be faithfully per-
formed. Mr. Speaker, I desire to express to you, and
through you to the House, the gratitude I feel for the kind
and courteous attention with which you have listened to my
few and imperfect remarks. I beg to second the resolution
now before us,

On paragraph 1,
Mr. BLAKE. I beg, Sir, on bahalf of those with whom I

have the honor to act, to extend the customary, congratula-
tions to the gentlemen who have just discharged, in so able
a manner, the duty of proposing and seconding the Address,
and to assure them that, however much we may differ from
them in their political opinions, and however deeply we
may regret the loss of those whom they are called on to
replace, we heartily wish for them a long and honorable
career in the councils of the country. The first observation I
have to make is one I made a Session or two ago, on the same
occasion ; that is, to express a regret at the late period of
the year at which we are discharging this, our initial dutyi
I express that regret with the stronger feeling, because it
was announced to us by the First Minister, last Session, er
the Session before, that we were to meet earlier in the
inture, because we have for some years been meet-
ing much 'earlier than we are now met, and because
there was a general understanding and pledge to a
January meeting; I do not mean to say a pledge that
was not to be broken if a great public emergency should
call for delay, but certainly a pledge that ought rigidly to
be observed, unless there was some great emergeney of
which we have not heard as yet. It is to the publie inter-
est that we should meet earlier, because this is the period
of the year which will best enable the legislators of the
country to discharge their duty, and best enable the people
of the country to discharge their not unimportant part in
connection with the business of legislation. As soon as
the spring opens, both we and they are distracted with
other things, and therefore it is a material thing for us,
circumstanced as this business country is, that we should
have a more distinct understanding, if sncb le possible,
that our Session should not commence at what I regard as
an unreasonable time. The question to which the hon.
gentlemen have alluded, but particularly the hon. member
for St. John (Mr. Everett), of the fishery and trade nego-
tiations, is one with regard to which we certainly receive
the expression of the Speech with feelings different
from those which hon. gentlemen who confide in
the First Minister may be apt to entertain on
this occasion. We remember the dramatic air with
which the hon. First Minister, towards the close of
last Session, stated, that whatever opposition he might have
expected from us on this side, there was one thing he
did expect-that was, great praise for the consummate
diplomatic tact and power which he had displayed in the
management of the fishery question. He said that, whatever
other fault we might find with him, his armor was impreg-
nable there, and that in that aspect he should be received
with pæans of applause from his opponents. The hon. gentle-
man who seconded the Address is apparently not aware that
it was the Indiana of the North-West who gave the title of
" Old To-morrow " to their chief superintendent, their
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guardian, their protector, their angelic visitant. We thought
he had acted in this respect se as to deserve that title, and
felt justified in applying to him the title which they had
given him. We believed there was good result to be achieved
by pursuing the plain, practical, business-like course which
was, as soon as the United States had given notice of the
discontinuance of the treaty upon the avowed ground
that its continuance after the expiration of the time
might be considered a practical recognition of the justice of
the whole terms, including the compensation, to approach
the Government of that country with reference to the
question whether an understanding could be reached; by
which means results would have been achieved one way or
the other, and we would have been a year ago where we are
to-day, unless some more favorable results would have been
realised; and if it be the case, as the hon. member for St.
John (Mr. Everett) says, that in a very little while grand
markets for the fish products of the country are going to be
found elsewhere, and after a little while the people of
the country will refuse to return to freer intercourse
with the United States, being in a much botter condition
under the arrangements which are going to follow from the
failure of the hon. gentleman's negotiations, -I say we have
postponed for a year that happy result. I regard, I con-
fess, with some degree of apprehonsion, the situation. I
agree that some stops have to be taken, and I do not con-
demn what is announced rather guardedly in the Speech; but
what our relations with our neighbors are to be in the new
situation in which we are placed, what is to be the solution of
the hoadland question, which was unhappily left unadjusted
in the former negotiations, and what complications may
occur from the projected policy, are questions which muet
press themselves on our minds, but which I do not now
refer to further, not knowing the precise state of the case,
and in the absence of papers, which 1 hope are to be
brought down, showing more fully what is the position of the
Imperial authorities and what is that of the United States.
The Speech says that the country is prosperous, and His
Excellency las been advised to extend to us his congratula-
tions upon that prosperity. The hon. member for St. John
(Mir. Everett) a little mitigated the rigor of this prosperous
phrase, when, in his account of the condition of the
country as one of the countries of the civilised world, and
also in the particulars with which ho was good enough to
favor us as evidencing what the condition of things
was in hie own Province, ho told us, it is true, there
is commercial depression all over the world. I read
in the newspapers, which are sometimes accurate, a
statement made by the hon. gentleman a little time
ago, amongst hie own people when soliciting their
suffrages, to this effect : 4lWe are now passing through
some of the worst times we have had for years." I do not
know whether ho was having a bad time just then himself,1
or wbether ho thought thatwas thesort of thing most suitedi
for the atmosphere of St. John, and that the reverse was thei
sort of thing most suited to Ottawa; but such is the import-i
ant statement of the hon. gentleman when speaking to his1
own people . The hon. gentleman gave us a very lucid(
explanation of the cause of the difficulties among the manu-
facturers. They had not, ho said, enough money; they had1
used up their funds, they had got to the bottom of the
stocking and they failed ; but if they had had onlyi
more money they would have lasted longer. Why did thee
man starve ? Because he had not enough to eat. Ho told1
us indeed of the St. John cotton factory. I wonder has heo
ever heard of Parks & Son's factory of St. John,with a capital1
of over $300,000, and which was sold within a few months
for the mortgage on it of $55,000, the second mortgageej
being the Bank of Nova Scotia on 866,000, whichi
wealthy corporation woild bid no more. I do noti
want to enter into these details, but as the hon.1
gentleman talked of one factory which failed fori
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want of capital, I give him another, and I could give him
the Halifax sugar refinery and others which had to shut
down because they had spent their capital unprofitably, and
no more was to be found. Theh on. gentleman had botter
apply to hon. gentlemen opposite who have control of the
purse, for succor. They might provide a little out of the

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

Mr. POPE. Which speech is that in ?
Mr. BLAKE. I refer to the speech which the hon.

gentleman is responsible for putting in His Excellency's
mouth, but I do not observe that phrase in it. You find
under these circumstances an omission at which I am some-
what surprised. We found, a year or two ago, that the
hon. gentleman thought it fit to tell us about a decision
of tho Privy Cuncil which had, as ho conceived, made it
necessary for us to legislate. I am not going through the
rocital just now, of the grievous history of the consequonces
of the hon. gentleman's notice in the Speech from the
Throne, and the different stops which ho took to achieve a
success over the Provincial Governments. But we have
seen it stated in the papers that there bas been a decision
of the Privy Council upon that very matter, in consequence
of a reference which it was understood, last Session, should
be made to that tribunal, and yet to that subject the Speech,
certainly not because there was so much to say that there
was no roorm for it, has in the most extraordinary fashion
omitted all reference. If it was important enough to be
referred to before, why not now ? We are to hear of it ;
we are to hear of it very soon, as my hon. friend from
East York, says, "to-morrow." At all events, we are to
hear of it very soon, when the hon. gentleman brings
down the bill-not all the bill, because all the bill will
never come before us, but when he brings us down the bill
for what his stops have cost the country, the account of
what is required for reimbursement. i wonder whether
my hon. friend frorn St. John (Mfr. Everett) would suggest
that that should be added to the war debt which ho pro-
poses to fund. There is not any more te show for it than
there is for the war debt, and 1 do net see really why we
should not pay it outof the Consolidated Fund any more than
the debt iocurred in the North-West. And so with regard
to the Exchange Bank loss, which the hon. gentleman has
not succeeded in foisting upon the shoulders of the general
depositors in that institution. I suppose we had better
fund that, or is it still te appear as an "investment," as

Mr. BLAKE.

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

" The children born of thee "--

We may say of an hon. gentleman opposite:
The childrendborn of thee are sword and fire,
Red ruin and the breaking up of lawa,
The craft of kindred, and the godless hosts
of heathen swarming o'er the northern land."

We charged hon. gentlemen opposite last year with high
crimes and misdemeanor in this regard. I believe we then
proved our charge. I believe that their conduct in the
years that follo wed their late accession to power, was rightly
described in a spirit of prophecy by their former colleague,
the Hon. Mr. Macdougall, when he truly wrote to one of
them, to the Secretary of the Interior in the old Govern-
ment, with reference to their c:nduct, prior to the outbreak
of 1870, saying this :

" The authority for the Dominion bas at length been established over
that vast region, and can only be eniangered by treason or ineapacity
at Ottawa. The latter, we know, reigns supreme in every department;
the formeris more than suspected in your own. When I use the word
'treason, 1 I desire that you should understand it in its widest sense
treason, not to the lawful sovereign of the Dominion, alone, but treason to
the people of Canada; treason to the interests, civil and religious, of the
people of the North-West; treason to human progress, freedom, and
civilisation in every Province of the Dominion."

Those words, I believe, are as applicable to the latter as to
the former conduct of the hon, gentlemen. However, I re-i
cognise the inconvenience of dealing with this subject at1
any length at this time and under these circumstances.i
You know that I pointed out last Session, repeatedly, thei
absence of various important papers. Although hon. gen-i
tlemen brought down what they said was adequate materiali
for the formation of a judgment, they acknowledged thati
there were many most important papers not yet broughti
down. 1 expect the production of those papers at an early1
date; I expect them, though, with ome apprehension and1
with some misgiving, because I recur once again to that1

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

" Before leaving Ottawa "-
fHe, too, was going to the North-West-
" I took the precaution to obtain copies of aIl the dispatches draft
agreements, and documents relating to the North-West, which I have
since found was a wise precaution. I knew byexperience that it would
be unsafe to rely upon official promptitude or perspicacity at Ottawa or
to assume that the proper Ministers, or a quorum of Ministers, would be
found at the Capital in any emergency that might arise. And I knew,
what this case has conclusively established, that you and the majority
ot your colleagues would n ot hesitate to garble or suppress important State
papers, even when demanded by Parliament, if their production waa
likely to expose or embarrass the Governmen t."
But it seems that What happened before has, in the case of
a much larger insurrection, happened again; and what
happened before may, in regard to the important docu-
ments, aliso happen again. As to the condition of the
Indians, we muast, of course, all be extremely anxious.
The accounts we have received from year to year in
the reports of the Indian agents, and particularly of the
Mounted Police, the accounts in the public papers, the
recent statements of priests and missionaries, and, amongst
others, the statement of Mr. Jackson, one of the members
of the North-West Council, are certainly of a character to
attract attention. And I will add to that the statement
that I have observed made in a number of ministerial papers
as to the course which had been pursued by the Depart-
ment, of set purpose, with referonce to those bands
which had been more or less engaged in the recent
outbreak, last winter, namely, of administering to them
but half rations, and those two or three times a week, which
strike me as a most unwise as well as a most inhuman policy.
I do not think that any milder words than those can be
properly applied to that course of policy-if unfortunately
it was pursued-and I draw my information from editorials
in the Mail newspaper, which declares that it was the
policy which the Administration had pursued. I did
not know before that torture by starvation was considered
as a proper punishment for Indians. Now, Sir, there is
another subject which was but remotely alluded to by
one of the hon. gentlemen, and to which I desire to
make a very brief allusion -to those steps which it was
thought necessary to take for the restoration of authority,
and in the execution of law in the North-West. I trust
that in respect to the judicial proceedings and the execu-
tion of sentences which has been carried out, the Govern-
ment will, at a very early day, lay before the House full
information. I believe that Parliament is entitled, in the
exceptional circumstances of the case, to receive that infor-
mation, and to engage in a discussion of the questions which
grow out of that execution and those sentences. I believe
that those circumstances justify, if they do not demand that
course; but I believe, also, that a fair opportunity ought to
be given to the Administration to produce those papers and
to givo that information. And ithas been rumoredthatsome
gentlemen, supporters of hon . gentlemen opposite, who
differ from them on a single question arising out of that
execution, propose to introduce that subjeet to our consi-
deration at thia time by challenging the judgment of the
House upon it, by an amendment to the Address. Upon
this question, as hon. gentlemen may perhaps know,
I do not, even amongst my own friends, assume to speak
with the authority of a party leader, and certainly, I have
no right to offer advice to supporters of hon, gentle-
men opposite ; but as an humble member of this House,
interested in the regular course of the proceedings and in
the proper methods of conducting its business, I take leave
to deprecate, for my own part, any such proceeding. I
believe that the proper course will be, to give the Adminis -
tration an opportunity of producing the papers, and thon to
let that subjectbe fully, fairly, and thoroughly discussed at
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the earliest date, after the conclusion of this debate, at which will Dot take a voice ln moulding the forcign policy of the
those papers can be brought down. Now, Sir, the hon. Empire, 1 think we should Dot core utder liabilities
gentleman who is principatly responsible, I presume, for beyond what our OWninediate and direct interesta and the
the language which has been placed in His Excellency's peace and protection cf eurown country demand, and that we
mouth, paid a recent visit to England, with a view of should Dot be cailed upon to expend our blood and treasure
giving, no doubt, a wholly unnecessary proof of the futility in carrying out Jingo achemes whether of Tory or Liberal
of the arrangements under whieh lie succeeded in having a peliticians on the oLler side of the water. Take almost the
High Commissioner appointed in order that the Minister lat occasion-net indeed the last one, because they core se
might not be obliged to visit England. I say, with that quickly these Englialiwara-in which we would have been
view, because I cannot conceive any other purpose whicb caled upon te take an active share-the Soudan war. We
the hon. gentleman could possibly have had in goiug to aympathised, of course, with tleiMother Country in ler
England at the time, and under the ciroumstances in which struggle aud trial, we sympathised with the brave
he did go. lHe went there in the middle of a general elec- soldiers who fought the batties, and we read
tion, which was quite certain to be followed by a minis- with decp interest tli incidents of the war; but 1 donbt
terial crisis-at a time when it was perfectly impossible to very mucl that the great rajority of the Canadians agreed
do business with Ministers, and as I apprehend, and as bis lu the Soudan pelicy, agreed in the Egyptian policy of
courteous answers to those who have discussed the subject the EnglisliGovernment, or, lu fact, sgreed that England
with him would indicate, he did not in fact do any business. ought to have interfered there. If we lad lad a voice iu the
He might have talked to an under-secretary a little bit, but Imperial foreigu policythat voico weuld, I bolieve, have been
as to doing business with Ministers it is quite clear that ho raised lu laven of au entirelydifférent policy; and 1 giveyou
did not do much. I am glad, however, that he went over, that as oue instance, theuglia amali one. Something
under the circumstances. But it is true that he could not do was said about Canadian assistance, but the Ministry
anything further ; it is true that, although public business did net propose-and wisely, as it seema te mu
was not accomplished, although he went where ho was -did net propose te core fenward and assist the
not wanted, and left the plaee where he was wanted, Mothon Country, and I presume, on tle ground that se
yet fresh honors were heaped upon lis blushing brow- long as we had Det a share in mouling that pcliey,
ho joined the Turners-like another statesman on this we onglt net te be called on actively te exedute it. The
side of the continent who also joined the Turners- defence of Canada is an entirely diffonent ratter. The bon.
our well known friend, lans Breitmann. Well, in the gentleman said in his speech that we are lneodanger
course of those proceedings he made some speeches. whatever f-on the United States, and, of course, if la vcry
lu one of those interesting speeches delivered by the gratifying te leann from the lon, gentleman tlat sud
Premier when ho was on the other side of the water, la the case, and I am glad te sharo bis beliof But ho
speeches which we always read with interest, he aid that, entered jute la haute politique. Ho was called upon te
whatever other people did, lie would not make the mistake declare what cur warlike relations with Franco were
of praising bis country to Englishmen, and he proceeded, likoly te be, and liecalmed the approhenaicus cf cer-
having thus vouched for the absolute sobriety of the phrase tain intelligent and woll.iuformed Englishmen who bad dis
that he was about to indulge in, to state: first, that we cussed the matter witlihimby telling thentfat thore neally
were five millions now and soon would be ten millions; was ne danger te Canada frein France. Why? Nt
next, that overy acre of the Dominion was in a beautiful because flere was ne danger cf France seeking te get
clime, without any impediment whatever to cultivation- Canada frem us; but because, if there was trouble frein
that every acre of this immense area, I cannot remember, 1 active spirits lu France, the United States would prctect
do not know that 1 could repeat the number of acres, is in us. We wero safe in the bands« of the Unitod States,
a beautiful climate without any impediment to cultivation. whidh would net tolerate France on fIs continent, througb
That goes even up to the North Polo. Ho said aiso in if was willing te lot things go on as tboy are. I think
communicating to us information which we are always mysoîf, and this fouse will think, tînt when our First
glad to receive, that we are forming a navy-that we are hinister and Plenipotentiary and acting 11gh Commis-
forming a navy and will assist the mother country in enfor- siener and Chef Superinfendent cf Indian Affaira and cf
cing the peace of the world. If we are forming a navy we the Mounted Police andJ1resident of the Council enters
should like to know it. We do not want to hear that infe the nogien cf la haute politique and gives an
announcement made in the St. George's Club or in the account cf cur foreign relations and of the resuits of lis
Turner's Hall, but to hear it in the halls of Parliament, and diplomaey, I neally tbink we ahould have the declaratien
thorefore, if we are forming a navy intended to assist the hore. We should net ho called on to learu it from reports
Mother Country in keeping the peace of the world, the peopleil the London newspapers. Until I nead the heu. gentie-
of canada ought to have board the announcement first from man's speech, I had net the rotest idea that fis
the First Minister in bis place bore. Thon, speaking cf country was uder bey danger frei France wîatever,
Canada, he deoclared that we are ready to join the Mother stili bas that it was a danger whicb could only ho averfed
Country in an offensive and defensive league ; to sacrifice by the friondly and detenmiued action cf the United States
ourselves, to risk our last man and last shilling in defence oftowards us and againat France, because tbey wone doter-
the Empire and the flag. rnined te allew ne nation but England te have any footing

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, bear. on the Nonth Aricau Continent. The lien gentleman bas
engaged lu Englaud ln sente very great eratenical tours de

Mr. BLAKE. That depends on how many shillings yen force n these varions speeches te which I have alluded; and
have got. The hon. gentleman said that Canada was pre- lu that respect aise, altheugh Hans Breitmann's perfenm-
pared to join the Mother Country in an offensive and ances wene physical and net mental, ho imltated bis prote-
defensive league. For my part, I will say frankly, I have type, for yen necolleet when tie peet relates the histery cf
bithorto declared it, and I now declare it, that I docline toe great eveet, whicb aise was oelebrated by a banquet, le
accept active responsibility for the execution of a policy ays:
which I bad no share in moulding. I admit that,
perhaps, we do not want a share in moulding that"Hans Breitmann cheined de Turneers,
policy, and perhaps we could not get a voice if AUfember in de fal,pelicyd dey dit t a boost ibonder,
we did want it; but if we have not got a voice and ÂlI in de Turner hall.

Mn. IBLAKE.
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"Bans Breitmann choined de Turneers,

Dey make shinnastic dricks ;
He stoodt on de middle of de floor,

And put oop a fifdy-six;

"Und den ho drows it to de roof,
Und schwig off a treadful trink--

De veight coorn toomple back on hia headt,
Und by shinks, he didn't vink."

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

"It was because of the inconvenience to the Government of the con-
stitutional action of the Senate which put a stop to their bargain with
the hon. member for Selkirk to mke him a rich man, and to pay him
for his servile support, that an unconstitutional course was pursued."

Mr. Smith was naturally annoyed at this statement of the
hon. gentleman, and on the following day, on the 10th of
May, he spoke on the subject as a matter of privilege and
denied the charge. Then, referring to the attack made on
him by Dr. Tupper, he read an extract, part of which was
as follows, from a speech which had been delivered by Dr.
Tupper at Orangeville:

"IMr. Smith gave unqualified evidence that the Canadian Pacifie
scandal had nothing to do with his changed attitude towards
Sir John Macdonald. Mr. Smith was a representative of the Hudson Bay
Company, and he had been pressing a claim on his right hon. friend for
public money. Sir John had been holding back "-

So you will observe that the name of " Old T.-morrow " dates
from a considerable time back :
"Sir John had been holding back, and Mr Smith came to the con-
clusion that it would be just as well to jump the fence if there was to be
a change of Government. But Mr. Smith was a canny man; he held
back, and sat on the force and watched the course, certainly not in the
interest of his country, because he did not want to jump too soon and
find he had jumped into a ditch; but when he came to the conclusion
that the Government was going out he made the bolt, and he (Dr.
Tupper) had no doubt that he had had a great deal of reason since
for congratulating himself on having jumped as he did."

"IThat, said Mr. Smith, is the insinuation and I g ve it the most p>si-
tive denial.

Presently says Dr. Tapper:
" Does the hon. gentleman deny that he ttlegraphed down bore that he

would be here and support the Government, after he knew everything
about the Canadian Pacifia Railway affair ?

" Mr. SMITH. i do deny it. I never telegraphed I would be ohere and
support the Government. Never, never. * * I offered
and proposed that there should be another amendment, and a very
different one, that is, the Governmentashould frankly confess their fault
to the Bouse, and thon, if the country condoned it, and Parliament
condoned it, it would be a very different thing. *

"Mr. TUPPER. That is not what you telegraphed.
"Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
"Mr. TUPPER. That is not what you telegraphed.
"Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hear, hear.
"Mr. SMITH. The hon. gentleman is altogether in the wrong. I tele-

graphed simply, in courtesy, ii reply to a letter, that I would be in Otta-

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

"Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am sure he did not.
" Mr. TUPPER. Will the hon. gentleman name one single meeting

where Mr. Mitchell ever made such a statement anywhere, and where the
record ot it is to be found, except out of the hon. gentleman's own
mouth. *Â* * And that goes for a very little in this House
or out of it. * * *

" Mr. SMITH. On the occasion spoken of I did see the hon. gentle-
man in the room. i tlhink it was No. 6 or 5, and the hon. gentleman
thon did try to persuade me to vote for him, but the hon. gentleman
will not dare to state I said I could support him. * *
Fe said; 'If I am not supported now I will appeal to the country.'
* He must have counted on the whole of Ontario being one
great rotten borough-a veritable Old Sarum, as he said that if he
appealed to it he would have Ontario ti a man with him.

" Sir JOHN A. M&CDONALD. There is notone single word of truth
iu that statement-not one single word of truth. The hon. gentleman
is now stating what is a falsehood.

" Mr. SM[TH. The hon. gentleman says lie did not say so : certainly
the spirit within him said it; for the words came out of the hon. gentle-
man's mouth. (Order). If he did not say so, the spirits within him did.
Those words were uterred by the hon. gentleman.

"Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They were not uttered by me.
"Mr.SMITH. They were as assuredly and certainly as the hon. gen-

tleman and I are here. The hon. gentleman from umbe land the same
evening told me that the right hon gentleman was not capable of
knowing what ho said. * * *

" Mr. TUPPER. Is it competent for a man to detail private conver-
sations while talsifying them ?

" Mr. SMITH. I do not look upon these as private conversations, and
give the exact truth. * *a Will he (Mr. Ttipper) deny that
he said to me, as soon as it was possible to make the right hon. gentle-
man understand right from wrong-or to that effect ?

" Mr TUPPER. If he will allow me five minutes 1 will show that the
very firnt statement lie commenced with to-day, the statement that he
nover sought a favor from the late Government, is as false a statement
as ever issued from the mouth of any man, and he bas continued with a
tissue of as false statements as were ever uttered by any man.

" Mr. SMITH I nover asked, prayed for, deired, or got a favor from
the last Government.

" Mr. TUPPER. Will the hon. gentleman allow me to tell a favar lie
asked for? The hon. gentleman begged of me to implore the leader of
the Government to make him a member of the Privy Council of Canada.
That is what he aaked for, and ho was refused ; and it was the want of
that position, and that refusal, which, to a large extent, bas placed him
where he is to-day.

" Mr. BMITH. The hon. gentlenan knows tht lie states what is
wholly untrue, and, driven to his wits' end, is now going back to a
journey he and I made to the North-West in 1869, and I give the most
positive denial to any assertion made by him, or any other persn, that

asked for or desired any favor from the Government. '

"Mr. 8MITH. He knows-
"Mr. TUPPER. Coward, coward1 Sit down.
"Mr. SMITH. He know-
"I r. TUPPER. Coward 1 Ooward I oward 1

"Mr. BMITH. You are the coward. * * * Nay, further,
there were two gentlemen, members of this House, the day after that 4th
November-

"Mr. TUPPER. Cuward, coward.
" Mr. tSMITEH-who came to me with a proposition to throw over the

right hon. gentleman and the present member for Charlevoia, if I would
consent to give up the position I had deemed it my duty to take in the
Bouse the evening before, aud would support the Government by voting
against the amendment of the hon. member for Lambton.

" Mr. TUPPER. Mean, treacherous coward.
"Mr SMITH. Who is the coward, the House will decide-it is

yourself.
" Mr. TUPPER, Coward, t'eachrous-
"Mr. SMITH. I could not support them--
"Mr. SPEAKER. Admit the messenger.

'Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That fellow Smith is the biggest
liar I ever met."

The messenger was admitted, the record states, and so the
conversation ended, and it was resumed the other day in
London. Well, Sir, the hon, gentleman remains at his post,
in charge of the discontented Indians, over whom ho
acts as a guardian, and those police who, the news-
papers tell us, are getting demoralised themselves,
as I am sorry to notice. His colleagues from the Pro-
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vince of Quebec remain in their places, but almost all
the others of the Ministers have been changed. There
is in fact a reconstruction of the Administration-an
almost entire reconstruction, a much groter recon-
struction than that which took place in th3 case of a former
Administration in the year 1869, I tbink. That recon.
struction was discussed in the debate on the Address, and I
propose to have a few words to say with reference to the
reconstructed Administration; but before dealing with
those who are out and those who are in, I wish, in this
connection, to refer to a gentleman who cannot ba
said to be quite in or quite out. It las been very
circumstantially stated that the gentleman to whom
I refer, occupies a position something of that knd ;
that he was offered, of course unsolicited, for I
am sure he would never ask the hon. gentleman to
make him a Cabinet Minister, But it is stated that the
hon. gentleman offered him a seat in the Cabinet-that it
was understood, and arranged, in fact, that he should receive
a seat in the Cabinet, that ho received assurances to that
effect, that communications were made to divers persons
that Mr. O'Donohoe was practically of the Cabinet, though,
for prudential reasons, it was thoughtbetter not to announce
it publicly. Well, we al know that ho has never been
gazetted, and that so far as we can learn, has nover been
permitted to bo of the Privy Council. If it be the case that
negotiations wcre entered into with Senator O'Donohoe,
oven if tbey did not result in so complote an arrangement
as bas beon mentioned, it is the right of bon. menbers to
enquire for and to obtain informtiori as to the relations of
a publid man with the Administration of the day, with
reforence to propositions tojoin the Cabinet. These enquir-
ies are legitimate, and, as an eminent statesman has said, it
is important that such arrangements should be so regarded,
that they should not be secret, as such explanations tend to
clear the conduct and character of publie men, and therefore
it is that i enquire what has happened to Mr. O'Donohoe ?
As to the office of Minister of Railways, we know it was
practically vacant from the time 8ir Charles Tupper
first accepted the High Commissionership. It is true ho
returned to Ottawa for one Se-sion of Parliament. But for
all practical purposes the office bas been vacant sirce that
time. At last it i 0now filled, and I congratulate the hon.
mem ber for Colohester (Mr. MeLelan) onthe fact. I con-
gratulate hLim on that place being now occupied legally,
tormally, and fully, and tbere being no longer the same
apprehonsion of the return of the ligh Commissioner to
bis former post which the bon. gentleman must have enter-
tained while the place was yet vacant. I congratulate him
on the distinction of becoming by succession the leader of
bis party in bis Province. I congratulate him stili more on
losing lis colleague. None of us can adequately appreciate
the annoyance the bon. member for Colchester must have
folt while ho sat beside the High Commissioner, and none
of us can adequately appreciate the relief ho must now
feel at the final soverance of his connection with him by the
filling of his late post; but some of us know, perhaps, more of
bis feelings than those who came later int the House. When
we remem ber what the bon. gentleman, in the Legislature of
bis own Province, said of the High Commissioner, we can
judge of the relief ho must now feel at his absence. We re-
member that he described him thon, thus:

" But the picture, dark as it is, has something blacker still. I see
there, standing in the background, the Provincial Secretary of Nova
Scotia privately handing over to this a me engineer a contract for the
whole work. I see him shroud it in darkness, and bury it for three
months in the grave of secrecy. And now the Provincial Secretary
comes forward and telle us it wa, so hidden to serve the public interest.;
to enable Sandford Fleming, af ter he had taken the contract, to make
better terms with the old contractors, to grind a few more dollars out
of them! Public interest indeed 1iMr. Sandtrd Fleming's interest alone I
8ir, I know not what terms apply to such conduct in a Government-
I know not what to call it. 1 shall not ventnre an opinion. But in pri.
vate life it is called extorting money under false pretences; and our laws

Mr. BLAKE.

make it indictable knavery. * They have heard of men
riding in public conveyances with a loose mantie about them, and a
pair of false banda folded in front to lull suspicion, while the realb ands
were finding their way into their fellow travellers' pockets ; and they
now think that when the hon. gentleman put on the mantle of Herbert
Huntington and the old reformera, the hands he put to the plough were
not real--that the real bands were hidden that they might the better get
deep to the armpite in the public chest; and they wait, they long for the
opportunity to sweep him from hi. position. Therefore, Sir, there was
no necessity to bring this case here to excite public opinion. But, Mr.
Speaker, if after having brought it here for investigation in the discharge
of a public duty, what if the people shonld, on examination of it, decide
that the public interests have been bartered away and betrayed-that
the man whom they once believed in as the apostie of retrenchment bas
become the great high priest of jobbery and corruption? Who shall
then restrain limits to their first indignation as they t ke him, leaded
down though he may be with the share of the offerings wXich fall to the
priest, and impale him upon the borna of the altar at which he minis-
ters ?'

Such was the glowing language which inadequately I have
endeavored to repeat, which ho addressed to his late col-
league, the Minister of Railways, when sitting opposite to
him in the Legislature of Nova Scotia ; and those who did
not know it can now, perhaps, botter appreciate the sense of
relief which the hon. gentleman must feel. I congratulate
the Goverument on their having appointed, after all, a
Minister of Railways. As to the Minister of Railways,
however, they had some doubts, because, in 1884, they
brought Sir Charles Tupper over to conduct the Parliamen-
rary business, and last Session we had a novelty in Parlia-
mentary proceeding-we had a twin speech. It could not
be done by the one Minister, but there was a Pope-Chapleau
oration which initiated the procoedings. I hope that
now, fortified by the actual possession of the office, in
which it is said ho bas been acting for some time, the
hon. gentleman will be able, by himself, to attend to
those minor matters which remain connected with the
office. The Canadian Pacifie Railway, we are told, is
finished-not quite, since the ships have yet to ho got
to connect lng Kong and Liverpool; but it is finished
on the land, and paid for, i hope. The bon. gentle-
man then eau, no doubt, discharge the duties which
romain. Ho has his qualifications for the post; ho has
been a long time in adrninisciation. I remember when I
first entered Parliarnent, orshortly afterwards, ho was in
admin stration. Ie was in administration, though in a
humbler than his present place, in 1872, when Sir Hugli
Atlan wrote thus:

" Mr. MclMullen was desirous of securing the inforior members of the
Government, and enterd into engagçments of which I did not approve,
as I thought it was only a waste or powder and shot."

I have often asked hon. gentlemen opposite who those
inferior mombers were, but they will not tell me; but it
appears there were some inferior members with whom
engagements were made. No doubt the hon. gentleman is
no longer an inferior Minister, and I trust, if there is a
recurrence of the sarne circumstances, there will be no
such dispute arising as to his being worthy of powder and
shot. At that time his railway enterprise was just about
beginning; 1 think the Megantie line was just about being
floated, and there was some question as to how some of the
early bonds should be negotiated. It has gone on since by
various assistance, by the aid of the country, and, no
doubt, of the Minister of Railways. My opinion, in fact, is
that ho has got into the office of Minister of Railways by
the short line route, and is thus best qualified to judge
between the Canadian Pacific Railway and the publie. We
were told last Session that the First Minister had under-
taken the task of dealing with the Short Line routes, because
of the incompatible position of the acting Minister, but ail
that time that Minimter was deaiing with the other party to
the bargain-with the Canadian Pacific Railway Company-
in Most important concerns, and private negotiations
were going on behind the scenes with those who were to
ho interested in the Short Line Railway. I hope, under those
circumstances, the hon. gentleman has seen to it, whatever
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elso he has seen to, that justice bas been done to the pro- I supposed, were fitted for the place, as men among whom
prietary of the Short Line. We bave also got a new the choice, if any, would be made; we have not conceale
Minister of Agriculture. My hon. friend the member for our appreciation of their qualities and abilities to fill thai
London (Mr. Carling) was well qualified for that office. office, but the Ministry scrupulously determining to giv
Bis well-known interest in one of the great cereals of the us the very best available talent, felt it was nocessary t<
country was a strong reason why he should be Minister of look outside for the bright light which could not be found ir
Agriculture. I have keard him called tho King of the Barley the phalanx from Nova bootia of patient supporters of th
Market, and ho is also a large farmer; but I regret to see Government who have patiently endured many things for à
that what sometimes happons to Us politicians, that just as long time to reap this reward. As a lawyer the hon. gentle
soon as we reach a position we abandon the training, which man has come to the front with a bound over many heads; a
was supposed to be our qualification, bas happened in bis a legislator ho begins bis federal career at once as Minister
case. Th hon. gentleman has actually, in the interest of It was a bold stop, justified, no doubt, by that superior talen
London and the Militia Department, sacrificed a large which is so soon to bc exhibited by the hon. gentleman, an
portion of his farm just as ho bas become Minister of I have very little doubt, from all I have heard, that ho will
Agriculture. I regret it, because I think the country bas fill the office extremely creditably. But whence corne
feit that the hon. gentleman should rather engage further he? Whence, I say, does ho come ? le comes from th(
in agricultural pursuits, instead of selling at au alarming bench of justice. Who would have thought it ? What did
sacrifice a large portion of his farm. If ho were stilt hon. gentleman opposite say of a thon unhappy gentleman
engaged in cultivating it, I feel that the honest tiller of who thought it his duty to submit the name of a judg
the soil would have greater confidence in him as Minister for the office of Attorney-General for Ontario. They slangec
of Agriculture. That is not all. I am told the hon. gentle- me-not bore, of course, because we do not use slang here-
man, still in the interest of London and the public, is propos. but outside I was slanged in the country in good set
ing to sel] a large portion of bis farn to the Canadian Pacifie terms for many long years for that. I was told thai
Railway, and presently the hon. gentleman-who was a large I had degraded the bench, that I bad soiled th
farmer, and so, I feIt, had a very proper claim to be hitherto unspotted ermine, that I had created a feeling
Ministor of Agriculture-will be a farmer without a farm. I of want of confidence on the part of the people i
regret this, because I would like the hon. gentleman to the judges of the land, that I had rendered it impossible for
retain as many titles to public confidence in his capacity the judges to conduct impartially the trials of election cases.
of Minister of Agriculture as possible, but ho seems to rue I bad been guilty of unconstitutional and republican prac
to dispose of his titles in a very lavish way. In a few weeks tice; i had degraded public morality; I had done a thing
ho makes great sacrifices in the interest of bis constituency which no honest man could do other wise than condemn
and the public in these transactions, and no one can be sur- This was the language which was used toward me because
prised, under those circumstances, that he is so popular and I gave that advice which was followed by the elevation of
strong in his constituency of London. The hon. gentleman Mr. Mowat to the Attorney-Generalship of Ontario, and il
has since dabbled in statistics, and we have had a number was used towards me by the supporters of bon. gentlemen
of statements as to the prospects and operations of the coun- opposite and by their organs. I remember, in this chamber,
try in the varions Departments administered by him. I am the present Chief Justice of Nova Scotia-I remember the
glad to se hoe is so diligent in that portion of the Depart- Hon. James Macdonald, thon filling the office the hon.
ment to which ho belongs. I do not think bis predecessor, gentleman now fills, with all the weight and dignity which
in all the long years ho was Minister, ever gave to the public is due to that position, denouncing me for this act. I
such an amourit of statistics as the hon. gentleman has in a remember hearing Sir Charles Tuppur, very shortly after it
few weeks. This is encouraging, because we bave often was consummated-for 1 believe that is the proper word to
wanted statistics from the bon. gentleman's prodecessor apply to such an unhallowed deed-usinig this language
on this foor, aid now we are going to get them towards me on the public hustings:
from the bon. gentleman. We have restored to us "He trusted that when a judge came to decide as to which prty hadthe Department of Justice, of which we were for some time a majority, it would not be under a conviction that bigh political honora
deprived. That is a very important department. I always awaited him on one aide or the other to reward him for his subserviency.
regretted the fact that it left this flouse, not so much with (Loud cheers). If ever there was a law which struck a dangerous blow

.t m a aat the independence and purity of the bench, it would be that which
reference to its strictly ministerial and departmnental work, would allow the ermine to be sullied by a partisan decision. The
as with reference to the legislative work. There is no moment a precedent was established, and the moment a great Province
doubt whatever that the Minister of Justice ought fittingiy like Ontario sanctioned the precedent, the dangerous precedent, that a

judge might forsake the bench and enter into the troubled and muddyto occupy a place in that body in which circumstances seemn waters ofpolitical strife, that momenta blow was struck atthecharacter
to demand the vast mass of the legislation of the country of the judiciary, and that confidence was shaken which every one ought
should be initiated and receive its principal sifting, and that, to repose in those whowere called on to perform those high duties."
as a parliamentary officer, we want him bore. The Govern- Thon as to the organs. The Mail on 25th October, 1872,
ment felt that, I presume, and they decided they would no said :
longer deprive us of the benefit of that oficer, and doter-
mining to supply us with that officer, they made the "But, from a higher than a persenal standoint, thi nking men in Ca-

nada will condemn the new ap pointment. When once a barrister suc-choice they did, I congratulate the bon. incumbent of ceeding to the post as his rig it [sall 1 read Thompson or Mowat]
the office. He enters federal politics, as the French would when once a barrister succeeding to a post as bis right from among the
say, by the great gate; for him there is no apprenticeship in law officers of the Crown, or selected for especial fitness, displayed in

Parl .Te t p d the conduct of non-political business, bas beenp romoted to the bench,our Paliament. There is certainly a period during whie we in Canada have thought that he put off a i political bias, that ho
filled a provincial office creditably, and received certain other fßnng away with his barrister's gown even the recollection of party
trainirg to which I shall presently allude; but, as far as fede- struggles, and relegated political preferences to a limbo, whence only
ral politics are concerned, he comes into Parliament as the tiatr ighturecoard ofhunspotted e hneth ht i the saient feature n
incumbent of the important officer of Minister of Justice, administration of justice in Canada from that of the United States.
without passing through any apprenticeship in this louse. The action of Mr. will be a rude shock to this faith which bas
No greater compliment could bo paid to a public man. The been so blindly and so universally entertained. Latent in him judicial

composition under cynical garb or impartiality must have lurked all theGovernment folt the officewas important; they felt that no old preferences ani animosities, and all his warmest sympathies and
one was available in Parliament and that they had to look anti athies."
outside. We have looked upon gentlemen opposite belonging "l r. wil have on1ly. himself to thank if any of the deci-
tothd e essiokhiche on. gentlemn do st an , adsins he bas rt centy given are viewed with suspicion or are actuallyte the profession which the bon, gentleman adorns, and who, called in question.">
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Again:
" Scratch the judge and the politician will appear ? is 'not a maxim

that should gain currency am>ng the practitioners in election cases."

Again:

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

Again:
" Our opinion upon the rminous tendencies of Mr. So-and so's return

from the bench to the bar bas found a ready echo aming all classes."

Again :
" The poor defence set up against our charge that Mr. So-and-so

was lending himself to the degradation of the Canadian bench when
be consented to degrade himself is so weak as to call for no reply. It is
republicanism pure and simple."

Again :
" Since the recent abuse of the law's silence on this point, we have

no hesitation in saying that the public service requires the passing of an
act disqualifying any person now or hereafter elevated to the bench
from afterwards practi.ing."

Again:
" The audacity of the move bas bidden its worst deformities, the

public mid is not yet awake to the enormity of the offence comrmtted
frou a high moral and social point of view.'

Again:
" Who can deny that Mr bas sat on the bench for weeks

while in secret treaty witi the representatives of a political party ? Did
the Governor dare to send for a judge on the bench while any uncer-
tainty existed as to the answer he would give?"
Again :

" The tempter"-

Who was the tempter ?
"The tempter may have enlarged on the brilliant prospects of the

-- at Ottawa, and the judge, with ready acumen, may bhave seen aebance in the possible establishment of a Supreme Court to supplant
the chief, of whose pre-eminence lie has been Bo notoriously intoleran t."
Again :

" It is a case where breach of custom is breach of all, and that So-
and-so had not the strength to say to the tempter 'get thee behind
me' will one day come to be a bitter reflection to the opponents of
republicanism in Canada.'

The day is come, Sir. Again:
"Our experience of the American system bas shown us the wisdom

and the necessity of guarding against any political interference with a
j idge. A judge feels that he bas entered on a career from which lie
may not falter while capable of discharging its onerous duties. Ambition
often assumes a dangerous fornm, but never did it establish a m ire inju-
rious precedent. Now this party is ready to carry the same principles
of action into the Government of the Dominion. Happily, however,
there is little probability of seeing the judiciary further degraded by
the interference of these indiscreet politicians. Public opinion through-
out the Dominion unmistakably condemne their introduction of the
American system of political government into Ibis country. Hitherto
we have been able tu point with pride to the incorruptib:lity and self.
deniai of our statesmen and the independence and dignity of our judi-
cary, but we are afraid, with 'so-and-so and so-and-so' inpower, at
Ottawa and Toronto for a few short years, the public writer would soon
have à painfui political record to hold ui tLo the censure of lie people.''
And the Montreal Gazette points out:

"It la clear that, if the action is to be drawn into a precedent, the
state of public confidence arising out of the supposed withdrawal of the
judge from all interference in politics must be seriously shaken."

Again:
" In this way we have all our preconceived notions of the neutrality

of the bench rudely dispelied."
" All the circumstances," says the Mail, " afford conclusive evidence

that for several weeks, while stililin the discharge of his jadicial duties,
be was in collusion with prominent politicians to degrade hii position
and smirch the ermine."

Mr. BLAKE.

Again:
" There is hardly a member, either of the bench or bar, who does not

feel that the transaction is an outrage upon the whole profession."

Such was the language, as I have said, of prominent poli-
ticians and members of the party opposite, and of their
leading organs, applied to the summoning of a judge from
the bench to take an important politcal office; and I ask,
were you sincere then ? If so, defend yourselves now. Were
you shamming thon ? if so, I will leave you to the contempt
of honest men. But here the case is a little more compli-
cated, because political patronage was practically exercised
by a judge white still on the bench. The county judgeship
of the district was in fact disposed of wifh a view to
obtaining a seat for the Minister of Justice. There has
been altogether too much of this of late years. Mr. McDou-
gall got a judgeship for having vacated his seat for Three
Rivers on behalf of the Minister of Public Works. Mr Killam
get a seat on the bench in Manitoba, in order to provide a
vacancy for the Attorney-General of Mr, Norquay, the
Prime Minister of the Local Government, and it was an-
nounced publicly, in the papers, that ie had arranged the
business for that purpose. Mr. Baby, an old colleague of ours,
was made a judge in order to provide a position for another
old colleague of ours in this House, Mr. Mousseau. When Mr.
Mousseau had served his day, and the new luminary was te
emerge above the horizon, Mr. Mousseau was transferred-
I think it was my hon. friend from Laval (Mr. Ouimel)
who said he was sent down from here to Quebec as first
Minister of the Province-so that there might be
a vacancy created here for the Secretary of State; and,
when ho had served his time in that Government,
and bis usefulness was gone there-to use a phrase
which was rendered historical by an event with which
he had close connection-he went on the bench in
order to provide a political office for Mr. Ross. And
so the late member for Antigonish was made a judge
ta create a vacancy in Antigonish and to give a seat te the
Minister of Justice. Mr. McIsaac is an able man, and I have
no doubt he will make a good judge, but the practice is a bad
one, and, I have no doubt, will, in the language of the organ,
be condemned by ail thinking men.

It being Six o'clock, the Speaker loft the Chair.

After Recess.

Mr BLAKE, When the House rose I was about to allude
te the late Finance Minister who has left us in order
to assume, for the second time, the Lieutenant-Governor-
ship of his native ProvinOe. We ail hope, I am sure, that
the sinecure to which he has been appointed, will restore
him to bis former health and vigor. Doubtless the cares
and worries of the very important office which ho has for
some time filled, would have been too much for him in the
state of health to which we were aware he was reduced,
and it was a reasonable thing that he should be relieved
from the cares of office. His disappointment at the failure
of bis predictions, his regret for the condition to which he
had reduced bis country, could not but affect him. To him
has succeeded an hon. gentleman, the late Minister of
Marine, the member for Colchester (Mr. McLelan). Weil,
Sir, of him we have had experience, as a Minister, for a con-
siderable time, and he has aiso occasionally filled the position
of Minister of the Interior, and that of Inland Revenue. Hav-
ing had, therefore, an opportunity of judging of his powers as
a Minister in more than one capacity, we await explana-
tions of his elevation to,the post of Minister of Finance. He
will have, however,the great good fortune in th at position
of being able to attempt to realise some of hie for mer views,
and that is always satisfactory to a public man. I recollect
very well when I first met the hon, gentleman in this
chamber, and when I heard him say some things with
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gentlemen who were then opposite his own eye for some time in the office of the Interior; ho
of him, and with reference to the watched him in the' discharge of his duties, as ho learned
they had achieved, and the diffi- by slow degrees to imitate the masterly inactivity and the
would have to surmount in conse. wonderful and extreme procrastination of the right hon.
he is now in charge of an office, gentleman; and as soon as he had thoroughly indoctrinated

erned in the removal, or alleviation him in the art of how net to do it, so soon as ho had tho-
lties, we will expect results. I recol- roughly satisfied himself that he would be an admirable suc-
sion he addressed the House, I think cessor, and would perhaps even botter the hon. gentleman's
hat had been said by an hon. member own performances, ho appointed him tormally to the office.
federation. He said : We all remember, that as long as the First Minister him-
x spoke of the great sacrifices which he said self filled it, we were told that everything was being done
vinces made for union. Looking along the most diligently that ought to be done, that nothing was
ling faces of the occupants, one teels that omitted, and that every wish, want and reasonable aspira-ce, a happy and profitable kind of martyrdom tien of tbepeople was bejngrre
there was a considerable rivalry. There are b sponded to by that De-
cant; two altars without an offering; but partment. We remember too, that when a change was
is because statesmen cannot be found for made, and the hon, gentleman formally appointed his suo.count only that bleeds, and let us see toi. .

ber of t e heads of the Departments coming cesser in office, it was said there was going te be an
ind the average cost te be $40,000. This improvemont on the condition of things which had been
that in the sacrifice spoken of by the han. se excellent, that it was quite impossible, we supposed,
bled te the extent of half a million." that it could ho improved upon. Bit still, there was going

man's estimates for the current year, to be an improvement; new blood had got into the Depart.
is figures with those mentioned on ment, new vigor had been infused into it, and thore wouid be
departing from these minor and a more responsive action on the part of that Department.
expenditure, ho said: And we remember afterwards that the customary pSans of
ira Sotia ee1d st athiont ilease praise accompanied the Minister ail through biscareer
in the general administration, it wiillheur We were told that everything was right, that when the
rnder the lowest tariff of the confederated lands were removed from the market, that was right; when
er revenue per head than any of the others; they were offered for sale to the speculator, that was right;
riff is made equal to the others, we shallb h
n for the m tiatenance of the General Gov- wh n they wre restord again te homestads and re-emp.

tions, that again was right. Whatever was doue from day
to day, was just exactly the right thing. Laet Session, when
the country turned out to be in a blaze, the hon. gentleman

e, aoy more tha the agitation of ne pool opposite declared that all was right still. He declared
ters of separate and distinct pools.'' boldly that the Government had been guilty of no single

act of neglect, of no single act of delay, but had in alt
things, acted promptly, and with admirable judgment,

us made to place our commercial interests and upon these things ho challenged enquiry, ho challenged
ch as one feels when seeing a hen appointed attack. Indeed, it would have been high ingratitude, If ho
ral instincts of the one are inland, those of had taken any other course, since I firmly believe that the

late Minister of the Interior was but the echo of the First
has forgot his natural instincts, and Minister in the administration of his Department. Eow-

i able to drag himself as far inland ever, he bas left office with, we are sorry te boliovo,
rther: lis health impaired. 1 trust it will ho restored by freeder
e proposers of this scheme had become' s from ministerial cares. I congratulate hou, gentlemen oppo

new nationality, a new Dominion, that they site that they stili have left te thcm that most important and
bich would largely increase the dlurdens of eminent proof-as the bon, gentleman declares him te

be-cf lis capacity and judgmnent in the dchoe ofmen fer
itleman has seen what las gone on important office-Lieutenant-Governor Dewdnoy. 1 sharo
as helped or hindered, as the case their regret that they have lest the services of Mr. Wilkin-
a position to control the finances cf son, who has bee appropriated by an experienced and

hall expect bis Budget Speech gar- extensive contracter whom le is now serving instoad of
h cradles and orange blossoms, to serving the State in the office of registrar. I trust that
l propositions of the retrenchment the hou, gentleman may stili ho able te fulfit that pledgo
position to secure. To him, inlis made in Mr. Wilkinson's bhaf and givishim LIe office
as succeeded the hon. member for which hoewanted. 0f course, iL could net ho expected
oster), who, as a principal organ that the Goverument couid fil the vacant place of the Inte.
clared, is to give the Government rior. They bave, howaver, put in a stop-gap and u8ed the best
-that cold water sort of strength timber availabie for the purpose. I am willing te admit
Tilley afforded to it while he was that the present inister cf the Interior bas some, and some
rnment. Perhaps he will. He is considorable daims upon the Tory party, auj considerablo
arian, though, I believe, a veteran qualifications for a Tory Minister. If there is eue thing
d as a youthfui parliamentarian to which should give a public man daims on the gratitude cf
'ing for which the bon. member for lis party it is taking pains te establisb the accuracy cf their
an) so vividly described in the ex-views of public affairs and the correctness cf their
e hon. gentleman helps to preserve forecast cf public events; anI in a notable cas
abinet, which is completed by the Lhe bon. gentleman las performed that valuabie ser-
member for London (11r. Carling) vice to the party te whicb ho belongs and cf wbich le ig
th, and which can be so admirably se great an ornament. fe lasfurnished proof-proof
,t mixer and compounder of all. Weboyond contradiction and beyond cavil and cetrovery-
ite Minister of the Interior, and that of'the correctness cf their predictions wlin thc Inde-

the First Minister. He took him pondence ef Parliament Act cf 1878 was going thrcugh
lis office; le odhucated him under Parliamont. At that time, t fllouse wilremeber, te
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state of the law was such that it had been adjudged that
sharebolders in incorporated companies were not oh-
noxious to the penalties prescribed in regard to members
who should become contractors with the Government. A
new Bill was proposed, which declared that proposition of
the law, modifying it, however, with respect to contractors
or shareholders in the Canadian Pacific Railway Com-
pany, and this, not an alteration, for the only alteration
was an elimination of the shareholders of the Canadian
Pacific Railway from the general law as it bad been
adjudged : but this definite proposition was attacked in
terms, I am quite free to admit, judging by the example of
the hon. nember for (Cardwell, of deserved severity by hon.
gentlemen opposite. The First Minister said, referring to
the clauses of the Bill, and clause 7, as to sharcholders in
incorporated companies:

4l Hon. members would observe how, under that clause, the whole
Actmightbeevaded so that it would not beworth the paper upon which
it was printed. Five men could form a company to construct a work,
become incorporated under either the general or a Dominion Act, and
migbt get a contract, they baving previously gone to the Government,
as individuals, and obtained an undertanaing that if they formed a
company they might get a contract. Every man connected with the
contractwould thus be the slave of the Government, and, in spirit and
in fact, dependent upon the Government as much as if they were not
incorporated. There ought to be a provision in the âct in order to pre-
vent contractors becoming the tools of any Government. That could
easily be doue. It could easily be provided that shareholders in specifie
classes of com anes, such as banking and insurance, were exemptedl;
but that share holdere in companies for purposes of construction, and for
selling goods and doirig work, with the exceptions indicated, should be
excluded just as if the parties forming those companies were-acting inde-
pendently. That suggestion would commend itself to the common sense
of the Bouse.''

The hon. member for North Simcoe said:
" The 7th section of the Act, he agreed with hon. gentlemen in think-

ing, was an attempt to destroy the object which it pretended to have in
view. • • • Now, was it right that a gentleman con-
nected with a company incorporated for the construction of such
undertakings as the Lachine Canal, the dredging of a harbor, the build-
ing of a post office or any other work, should be eligible for a seat ?
Such a principle was an exceedingly dangerous one, and would prove a
fruitful source of mischief. It was an affirmation that every person
who was connected with a company was entitled to be a member o
that House unless be happened to ha veanything to do with the con-
struction of the Pacific Railway. He did not think any sharebolder in
a public company, except a gentleman like the member from North
York or the hon. the Minister of Militia, who were engaged in the diffu-
sion of knowledge, should, as an interested party, have a seat in that
House. There was no reason why advertisements requiring publicity
should not be sent to the Globe newspaper, but it would not be right
for any member to participate.in profits derivable from departmental
job printing. Neither was it right that shareholders in banks or insu-
rance companies sBhould sit in that House, thougb the Government deal-
ings with sucb incorporated associations were very limited.''

The Minister of Public Works (Sir Hector Langevin)
sad:d

" If tbe hon. gentleman wisbed to attain the object this clause said
he wished to attain, he must go the wbole length. He must say 'or
any other company in which a member of Parliament shall be a share-
holder, and that shall be doing work for the Government, that member
shall be excluded from Parliament.' • •* • Take the Grand Trunk
Railway, the Great Western line, the Canada Southern Railway, or the
Northern Railway Company-the managers of these great undertakings
might be elected to Parliament. Their officers might also be elected to
Parliament, and then these companies could come every year to ask for
Acte of Parliament. They were interested in Parliament, more than the
Provincial Legislatures. The Local Legislatures did not come here, or
very seldom. * The hon. gentleman must see that these
great companies had a large amount of influence in this House."

You, Mr. Speaker, being then on the floor of the louse,
said, with respect to the seventh clause:>

" With regard to the seventh clause, relating to incorporated com.
panies, it had been proved that this clause, il the Bill paseed in its
present shape, rendered the whole of the Act nugatory. Any five per-
sons members of Parliament who desirta a t take a G rnm tt t

members of such companies should not be allowed to take contracte
from the Government and occupy their seats in this Bouse. while they
derived just as much benefit from the contract as if they had taken it
in their individual names. In England, and even in this country, a
great number of trading firms and partnerships were transformed into
companies. Bis bon. friend from Ottawa, who dealt in lumber, or his
bon. friend from Montreal West, might form, with four of his clerks, a
joint stock company, under the name and style of "Frothingham,
Workman & Co. (Limited)," and supply all the goods this Government
might want to an unlimited extent. The seventh clause would have
to be entirely remodelled, and made to apply only to incorporated coin-
panies, such as railways, banks, and insurance companies, or, perbaps,
for the sake of the hon. the Finance Minister, to express companies."

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

" The seventh section was the most objectionable that could possibly
be conceived. If it was designed in serions earnest to bave this Act an
effective measure for the purpose for which vt was apnarently designed,
there was nothing easier than the facility with which incorporated com-
panies could be created, and mercantile, forwarding and other associa-
tions, even associations baving the smallest possible dealings could be
formed into companiee holding corporate powers ; and it.was a peifect
mockery to say that a man who had been unseated in Parhiament because
he had carried a vessel load of iron for the Government, couli not
take two or three friends with him, give them a few hundred dollars'
worth of stock in a propeller or steamer, make a stock company, and
then take a Government contract. But this was exactly what au hon.
gentleman could do under this Bill. If a new title was to be given to it.
it should be : "A Bill to facilitate members of Parliament in holding
contracts under the GoverumentI ; this was the real eff et of it."

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

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

ln reply, Mr. White, in the Gazette, said: ' We have simply to say
that there is not a word of truth in the statement-that it is manufa.-
tured out of whole cloth. The editor of the Gazette never had any
conversation good, bad, or indifferent, with Mr. Smith in relation to
hie conduct in 1873. Mr. Smith never upbraided the editor of the
Uazette, and that gentleman never made any such admissions as are
reterred to.' I

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

, , viietuLiti& overa enT coniract
could form themuelves into a joint stock company and take the contract
without coming under the penalty of disqualification. It was reason- "The facts of the case under dispute are, in the main, as stated in theable that members of incorporated companies who numbered their Eerald, though I eau quite understand that in the multitude of his poli-shareholders by tte bundred, such as banks, and railway and insurance tical affairs, Mr. White may hive forgotten the conversations betweencompanies, should not be disqualified on account of any contract entered us, and the visit of Mr. George Stephen and myself to his offiae, madeinto between such incorporated company and the Government, but the in consequence of refiections on my political character, which appearedsame principle should not apply to members of small companies, trading in the Gazette, and the admissions he then made. He declined to make afirme, limit4d liability cimpanies, such as were iuncorporated every day; ' correction, and excused it on the groand that journalists were some-Mr. BLAKE.
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times compelled, by political exigencies, to write in disregard of those
considerations by which, under ordinary circumstances, they would be
guided. * * *

DON. A. SMfITH.
I entirely concur in the above.

' "London, 16th December, 1880."
GEO. STEPHIEN.

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

'' A 15per cent. tariff means more than 15 per cent. protection to man-
ufacturers. There is the cost of the transport of goods from the other
aide of the water, which amounts, on an average, to, at least, 5 per cent.,
o that there is now a protection equal to 20 per cent. That ought to be
sufficient for any industry suited to the country; and, as to others, it
would be unwise to attempt to sustain th m by fiscal props."

There is another special claim which the hon. gentleman
bas of fitness for his position. You know how the people of
Manitoba complain, and have complained, of railway mono-
poly, and of the action of the Dominion Government in
depriving them of freedom of railway communication ; and
you also remember-for it has been frequently quoted
in this House-thestatement the hon. gentleman made when
the Canadian Pacifie Railway contract was going through,
as to its effect, or rather its want of effect, so far as Mani-
toba was concerned, as to the Province being perfectly free,
and, therefore, ho is just the man to vindicate the rights of
Manitoba in that regard. There may be many other things
as to which bis views may not be so acceptable to the
people of Manitoba. They think they have some
hardships to complain of, while we all remember that
he told us that they are rather more spoon-fed than other-
wise. I am afraid I have not exhausted the list, but I hope
that the bon. gentlemen I have overlooked, if I have over-
looked any, will not suppose that I refuse to them the com-
pliments I have paid their colleagues; but even as far as I
have gone, I think it will be admitted that the changes in
the Administration, whether by resignation or by removal,
or by addition or by transfers of offices, are very large, very
numerous and very important. lu my opinion, the Ministry
is less worthy, if possible, of confidence than it bas been at
any former period; but I have no doubt, Sir, that the major-
ity will say that the Ministry as it was, was the best possible
Ministry except the Ministry as it is. That, I have no
doubt, is the opinion of the maj>rity of this House. From
that opinion there is but one appeal, and I hope we may
soon have it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker, with every
regard for the hon. gentleman and for his statements,~Ii
venture to have a doubt as to the veracity of the last state.
ment-that he is anxious to go back to the people. I am
quite satisfied that in the inmost receeses of bis heart it is
the last thing he would like at this moment. I am satisfied
that he knows-and ho bas so committed himsolf-that he
bas played so fast and loose between Upper and Lower
Canada, between Quebec and Ontario, that in the case of
an election taking place to.morrow, he would find that in
Upper Canada his attempts to coquette with Quebec would
lose him the confidence of bis own section of the Diminion,
without gaining him the confidence of any other part,
Mr. Speaker, wo were summoned here by the representa-
tive of our Sovereign for the transaction of business.;
We have come here to perform a solemn duty. It
is the duty of a Government to introduce and to
press such measures as they think it is for the,

benefit of the country to be introduced and to be
pressed. It is the duty of those who agree with them to
give them a cordial and united support, and it is equally
the duty of those who are opposed to the Government
conscientiously to raise such objections as they think just,
to the course of any administration or legialation of the
Government. But it is also the duty-the recognised
duty of an Opposition, of every Opposition, to sink party and
personal conflict, wben they can do any good by co-operat-
ing with the Government, co-operating with the majority
of the day, for the good of the country, and for that reason
it is an understood principle in England, a principle which
bas obtained there since representative government in mod.
ern times bas prevailed, that there ought to bo somethinglike
good feelingbetween the majority and the minority, and
that while conscientiously, openly and boldly, offering
opposition to such measures as we disapprove of, we should
endeavor to have something like gentlemanly intercourse
and good feeling across the floor. I would ask you, Sir,
and I would ask this House and through this louse the
country, if the speech of the hon. gentleman from that point
of view will not carry with it its own condemnation. 1
suppose, Sir, he is a good Christian, an evangolical
Christian, and, therefore, bound to have a Christian feeling
towards all his fellow mon. But, i would ask you, Sir, if
the hon. gentleman ba3 not, without purpose, without
provocation, without bonefit or advantage to any man or
woman, without advantage to any interost, but to the great
disadvantage of the progress of publie business and of the
publie good, attempted, in a more malignant desire, to wound
people's feelings, in an unchristian, ungentlomailike, and
unparliamentary desire to set section against section, indi-
vidual against individual, man against man, to rake up
these old stories and these old quarrels. For what good
could possibly be expected from the course the hon. gentle-
man has taken ? Why, Sir, it is because ho had not any-
thing to say against the Speech from the Throne; ho had
not anything to say in answer to the very statesmenlike
speeches of the mover and seconder of the Address, and so
ho had carefully to gather up this garbage and this record
of old quarrels and old disputes long forgotten, in order to
divert the attention of this House and this country from
the feebleness of any attaek that he could make against the
Government, against its legisiation or against its adminis-
tration. The hon. gentleman bas come back from England
with renewed health and vigor; ho bas taken his position
as leader of Her Majesty's Opposition, and ho bas shown
that ho bas recovered that health which we were sorry to
see, at the end of last Session, had somewhat failed ; but
wbile ho bas been restored to good bealth, the old temper
and disposition have remained. The bon. gentleman went
home to England; I went home to England. He finds it a
great fault that 1 should go home to England, and that I
should receive some little attention from some of my
political friends in England. He brings it a charge against
me that I dined with the members of a club of which I
myself was a member, on which occasion I made a speech.
The hon. gentleman went home to England and ho made a
speech-

Mr. LANDERKIN. We are proud of it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, I dare say the
hon. gentleman is proud of it. But the hon. gentleman
thought my speech at the St. George's Club was worthy
of some remark, and he spoke about my exaggeration,
when I said that every acre in the Dominion of Canada
was in a healthful climate; the hon. gentleman foisted
in the word Ilbeautiful." If the word beautiful is in my
speech as reported, I never used that word. I spoke of the
Dominion of Canada being a beautiful country, and so it ,
notwithstanding the disparagement of the honorable gentk-
mat. I spoke of the country as fit for the settlement of
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Englishmen, Irishmen and Sootchmen, and so it is, notwith- that no dependence can bo placed on their loyalty?"
standing the speeches of the hon, gentleman, which I took upon myseif, from a knowledge of 40 years of the
sent so many to Kansas and other parts of the United French anadians, to deny that statement. 1 stated thon
States. I spoke of the climate of Canada; I said up to the that there was no portion of Her Majesty's subjeets, no
North Pole-aye, Sir, from the boundary lino to the North matter what their origin or their language might b., more
Pole, be the climate frosty or genial, or be the soil fertile loyal to this Empire, more loyal to the Crown of England,
or unfertile, there is no portion of the Dominion of Canada than the French Ganadians; and 1 stated further, in auswor
that is liable to the malignant fevers which exist in other to the apprehension that was entertained and expressed,
countries. We have no Texas fover in Canada; we have again andagain, in some of the Engtish pross, that oven if
no Kansas complaints; our very animals seem to be pro- the French Canadians were loyal, even if they did not
teocted by Providence from the disoases that ravage the desire to sever the conneetion between England and Canada,
berds and flocks of other countries. It is the style of the yet that at this moment the French republie were seeking
bon. gentleman, as it is of those who support him, to colonies restlessly, opening, new aud extensive, a resties
take every opportunity to lessen the reputation and the and an aggressive cotonial poticy, there was no need to four
position of Canada in the world. Sir, I spoke the simple that France would attempt to intrigue with the French
truth when I said that every acre of the Dominion of Canadians, beeause French statesmen know too well, from
Canada had a healthful climate, which man, woman and the experience they found lu Mexico, when Maximilian came
child could emigrate to and could prosper in. The hon. over, with a generous but mistaken ambition, to found a
gentleman also alluded to my over-patriotic views. He State in Mexico, what the consequence was. The United
intimated, in fact, that I was kotouing to the Mother States eaid to the French Goverument:IIYou muet retire; no
Country-seeking favor there by saying that Canada would Europeau monarchy eau get a new footing on this continent;
expend her last man in the defence of the Empire. I know no Buropean Goverument eau come in this North America.
that hon, gentleman would not be one of tbose who woutd That was the Monroe doctrine, sad the knowledge of that
spend his shilling or put bis musket to bis Ihoulder for would prevent the possibility of the French Goversment or
that purpose, no more than the hon. member for Centre Frenchmen, instigated by the French Governmet, trying te
Quebec (Mr. Laurier) woutd do so; I know noither of them intrigue and raise a spirit of disloyalty whieh is beW un-
wouki do so; and they laugh, I dure say, in their s meeves existent mong the descendants of Frenchmen happi y
at my quixotry lu iaying that England, in case of distress, living i lCaada. That was the lauguage I used, and I
in case of danger, in caHe of the perih of war, woutd find mut ask my French Canadian friendse, those opposed to
Canadians ready to do what thoy eoutd te back the the Governmeut as well as those supporting it, if I do not
sovereignty of Engtand. But, Sir, my speech was not express the sentiments of the French Canadians. Certainty,
simpty an expression that we would sptnd our last shilling I may no express the sentiments of one of them, the bon.
aud our hast man. My speech was in favargaf havigng sucaoimeiber for Quebee.
an arrangement betweeu the central UnitedtKingdom and Mr LAURIEROrder; the bon, gentleman bas no
adi the cotonies-saving an arrangement enadg by which
the auxiliary kingdou of Canada and the auxiliary kiygdom reason to impute to me such imputations as ho dees.
of Australabia should togcther form one groat empire, sud by Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I impute n imputations.
uniting their forces, by unitiug their meu and thoir money, Mr. LAURIER Yes, you are charging me with dis
shotFld together roasi thtrong as an empire that they would loyatty.
control the world learme. That was my statemeteInsat o t
have made it tthiseuse;c have eade it l formerou i o w e am

euses. Whorever I have had an opportunity of speaking An hon. MEMBEru .u liestood bi iground, ho did net
on that subjScttt have stated that the future of the Em e run away.
of Great Bi itain depended upon s close sud inMimat0E Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Wel , ho nover w nt ahoad
alliance between the central power aud the dopendeucnes, or rotuned; that emat the dintersce. Now, have
the auxiliary kigdoms; aud, Sir, I beolieve if it were put defded, in my humble, feeble way, the remarks madeha
to this elehtorit the polis u the Dominion of Canada-if England. I do not beieve they are misapprehended by
they were polled, mon tand wtmen-and on that pointrthe those who do not wieh to misapprehond them; they are so
women oughv to get the franchise, because they woulci be plain they could not ho, misapprehended. There je eue
the most loyal of rl-the hou gentleman would fi d that quotation the hon, gentleman (Mr. Blake) made, which un
ho would bo so; amiserable minerity if ho proposed tedrsw evidenthy a mistake, when ho said I declared we were
back from any well organised scheme by which the formiug a navy. I eaid we were forming an army, but cor-
Mother Country and the Eldren kingd ms were tainly nt a navy. Wehave formed an army f citizen
united in e grat force te maintain tho civind sotdiry who have shewn they are an army fit toe ranksud
sation of the world-to maintain the suptrier civili. march side by ide with the forces of Ergland. But while
sation of those pople ho are sntained withi nthe the housgentleman insinnates that my speech was extra-
bouuds of the great Empire te which we are proud to, beiong. loyal, extra.effasive, sud far too patriotie, lu the Engtieh
The hon gentleman ais tried to get a cheer bylstating that mofley,1Icannot make the sanme charge with regard te hoi
I said the French wou d net cre bore bcause if they did speech, near Ediburgh, when ho was the guet of Lord
w. would appeal te the cUited States tegprotect us. 1 said RoMeberry. Ne uch charge eau bh brought againet hm.
no such thing; that was a garbtirg of what I stated. What Trueo told them thut politically we wero far l advance
I tated was this: that n consequnce of sensat louai articles of them; that we had adopted a libera, radical systm lu
that were published loEnglad, emanating frem atd pros Canada, which they were fondy hoping to imitate b o-an.
f the United States, apprehonsion prevailed in Engiand- bye. lU Ysatlrng me sud dis

that fostered by these articles distrut was raitey ld l oath with much pleasure, becaus it accuratoiyetated man
minds of the. English people, tho Englitsh Goverumeut sudlutusluwihCnaalut egstifresitio'

coe nrlithewrlin ams. fTn ht waImy ttemnt; dI M.BWLL o ai o oudtk u rs

theEngishPariamut.I ouu whn Igette ngludthe trammels of an old couventionality and an old
that they ad made some impression ou the minds of thermonarchy-
people tere. They sid: le h true what the New York A .L EMBEar. hes sh
Enrald sud other papers say, that the French Canadians r a.

are goig t risin arme, that they are watchingat Sir JOHN A. MACDONLAD-ad Made advanes l
opportuity cof seait g their conection with Canada ndgmany questions wobchtie remain difficulties teolve in

Sir Ju&a A. MÂCDO14ALD.
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England. But mot one word did the hon. gentleman use Some hon. MEMBE RS. No.
about the advantages of this country to the overburdened
classes of England; not one word did he say holding up in Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, it was the sug-
any way the advantages which Englishmen, our fellow. gestion made just now by the hon. gentleman who has just
subjects, could gain by coming bere and settling in our vast spoken.
North-West. Oh, no; that would have been rather in con- Mr. BLAKE. No.
tradiction to the speeches which he made so eloquently the
other way, and which were considered go valuable that they Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Ye-i; he said we should
were published by the land speculators of the United States have attempted to renew the treaty the moment the notice
with a very handsome frontispiece of the hon. gentleman. was given. That is what he stated this very day, an hour
The hon. gentleman, as I have said, finding very little to ago, in the presence of the House; and only fancy our
remark upon in the Speech, said there was not much in it; going to the Government that had accepted the denuncia-
but if you will look at the substance, you will see there is tion of the treaty. The President, if he had chosen, might
very little froth and a good deal of practical legislation in have refused to give effect to the resolution, but he did not
the Speech, if the hon. gentleman, or rather if the followers do so; the executive and the legislative power combined in
of the hon, gentleman can only pursuade him to forget per- ending that treaty, and the folly and the meanness of our
sonalities and direct his great mind to logislation. le said going to ask for what we could not reasonably expect to
we ought to have met earlier in the season. Well, get was too obvious for a Tory Government, at ail events,
we did put off meeting a little, there is no doubt, but thon to countenance. And bosides, do we fot know that the
there are limits to human endurance. The persistence of whole hope of Mr. Blaine, the Secretary of State for the
hon, gentlemen opposite kept us bore six months instead of United States, to get elected lay in getting up a war feeling
three. Now, we are not all born with silver spoons in our against England; do we not know how his own State of
months, some of us have business at home, and surely it Maine was opposed to a renewal of the fishery treaty; how
was not too much, if we were kept six months from home, he had pinned his faitb and his hopes of success in the presi-
to get something like six months at home. But besides dential election upon the purely Amorican, that is the anti-
this, there was the hope of the expectation that the nego- British feeling, that ho was trying to pump up. And I can tell
tiations with the United States Government on the subject the hon. gentleman-it is ne secrt-that Her Majesty's
of a joint commission not only to look into the fishery Government as well as the Canadian Government thought
matter, but to take up the larger question of reciprocal it was the most inopportune time in the world to go to
trade, might have made such progress between the 4th De- the United States to try, to make the futile attempt, to
cember and now as to enable us to enter into negotiations, renew the treaty just before the presidential election, when
to bring down early in the Sessiona measure based on those each party was ftightened of the other, when the Demo-
negotiations. Speaking of that commission, the hon. gen. cratic party dared not declare that they were in favor of
tieman truly said I was never more surprised than last Ses- free trade or in favor of reciprocity. Why, both parties
sion, when we were attacked for making that arrangement were so bound up in trying to prevent any expression or
with the United States, and told there was no use in it. I any resolution that would offend any great interest during
think the hon. member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) was the election that we were told, and we knew, we did not
particularly eloquent on that point. require to be told, that it would be worse than folly, it

Mr. CASEY. Hear, hear. twould be courting defeat to attempt to make any arrange
ment until after the election was over, and that thon we

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon, gentleman says could appeal with some hope to the powers that be, the
now that the moment the notice was given that the treaty powers that would be after the election. And so, Sir, the
was to be ended in two years, negotiations should have moment the new Government was formed we opened com-
been commenced again. Sir, there is a degradation munications with the Government of the United States, and
involved in that proposition, which will meet with the we did soin a manner which I think was in a great degreo
indignant objection and refusal of the people of Canada. successful, for the early and favorable consideration, by
Had not the Government before 1873, and had rot the the President and his advisers, of the proposition; and that
Government of 1874 gone to Washington, and almost on was that we stated to thom we wanted to be good neigh-
their knees asked for a renewal of the Reciprocity Treaty ? bors; that the American fishermen were aware that the
Had we not perhaps compromised our dignity as a free treaty was to end on a particular day, that they would be
people in doing what we did for the sake of commercial fitting out their vessels for the soason's fishing in March or
advantage ? But the more we did, the more humbly we April, and they would find on the 2nd July that their vessels
bent our heads, the more that with subdued eye and bated would be liable to be seized and their year's catch to be
breath we prayed them to open their markets to us, the lost, and that would croate such an irritation as
more contumeliously we ere treated, and at last we were to greatly endanger the pleasant relation which had
almost forced to the conviction that there was no use by existed for many years between the United States and
degrading our manhood to try to get the United States to Canada. The offer was a neighborly one ; it was felt to be
do what they were resolved not to do. And only fancy, a neighborly one, and was warmly reciprocated by Presi-
there was the Congress of the United States; there was dent Cleveland and the Secretary of State, Mr. Bayard ;
the Senate, a branch of the executive as well as of the logis- and the Government of the United States, the President
lative power,joined with the popular branch in giving notice and Secretary, have faithfully carried out thoir pledge to
to England that they must end that treaty. The notice lay before Congress a pressing message, asking for the
was given and they must have meant something by it; and appointment of a joint commission, not only to settle the
the moment they had solemnly stated that tkey would not question of the fisheries, but to consider the much larger
have a treaty at any price, the moment that they had question of the development and increase of the inter.
authorised the President to give notice to the sovereignty national trade between Canada ard the United States. It
Of England that they would not have it, fancy that, at that is no fault of the President; it is no fault of ours, that
moment, we should have gone, without any hope or expec- Congress or the Senate bas apparently made up its inind
tation of being able to succeed, to say to them: "Yon have that ne commission shall be issued. It is no fault of ours,
given this notice; you do not mean it; take it back; agree aud I dare say it is a matter of regret to the President that
to a treaty, and pay us five millions more." That was the his strong and urgent representation has met with the fate
suggestion made from the other sido. that it bas. But the fact that it did so, the fact that, even



COMMONS DEBATES. FEBRUARY 26,

under these favorable circumstances, we have been told that
we shall have no joint commission to consider a reciprocal
treaty of any kind, fisheries or any other subject whatever,
shows how futile and foolish it would have been to have
humiliated ourselves in the last three, four or five years,
when under even these favorable circumstances we are told
w* are to. have no commission. But, unless by the
unwise and factious speeches of hon. gentleman opposite
during the present Session, unless from something pro-
ceeding from here, we have still hopes. We have yet no
right officially to declare that there will be no commission,
because so far it is only a report from the Committee on
Foreign Relations of the Senate. No action bas been taken
by the Senate itsolf or by the House of Representatives. We
may have an opinion on the subject. and I have no hesita-
tion in stating my opinion that that action of the committee
is decisive, but, as it is a matter of international concern,
we bave no right to say so until it is communicated to us
in some official manner by the Government of the United
States. But I say that, unless by some unwise or factious
language in this flouse, or out of this House, by a factious
and unwise press, the Americans are told it is of so much
consequence to us that, if these advantages are refused to
us, if reciprocity is refused to us, we will eventually fall
into their arms, I have vory considerable hopes that the
Morrison Bill, if not in its entirety, in many of the most
important articles mentioned in it, will be carried by the
independent legislation of the United States. I believe
there is a great pressure from the central portion of the
United States to have free trade, or rather to take off
the duties on very many articles which Canada can supply.
Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman took occasion, and it was not
vcry courteous in the leader of a party to a new member,
to sneer and to elaborate his sneers, at the speech made by
the mover of the resolution. He stated what everybody
knows, that a good many firms in the country, a good many
industries, have failed for want of sufficient capital, and ho
made merry about that. The Globe and the Opposition
press, whenever a blacksmith shop is closed, because the man
has not capital enough to make a sufficient number of horse
shoes, point to the fact as a proof of the failure of the Na-
tional Policy. They gloat over it; they rejoice over it. Wheu-
ever an industry in any place, be it a village or b it a town,
bas failed to produce the result expected by its promoters,
you find it flourished in thenewspapers as a proof of the fail-
ure of the National Policy. Why don't the bon. gentleman
come out thon, and move in favor of free trade? Wby don't
they come out like men? Let them bring down a resolu-
tion to this House; let them bave the courage of their con-
viction, and state that the National Policy has been a curse,
that it has been a delusion and a snare, that the prosperity
of Canada will never be ensured unless we return to the old
ways of free trade and a simple revenue tariff. We will bave
some respect for the sincerity of the bon. gentlemen who
take that course. But I defy tbem Io do it; I dare them
to do it. They will sneer and rejoice at the failure of the
National Policy, but they will not venture to state by a
solemn resolution that free trade is the panacea for all the
evils from which Canada is suffering. Mr. Speaker, in the
very discursive and desultory speech made by the hon.
gentleman, I cannot well foliow him. The most of it was
irrelevant, the most of it was out of place, and much of it
did not tend to promote harmony in ithis House, or the good
feeling between parties which ought to exist. 'Wny!1 the hon.
gentleman has raked up everything. He bas gone back to
the speeches of the Hon. Wm. Macdougall. It is a new thing
to see that hon. gentleman quoting him. Why I thought he
was -the abandoned man, but any stick is good enough
to beat a dog with, and so ho must quote Mr. Macdougall,
a man who has been denounced as altogether abandoned,
and if abandoned altogether, as unworthy of credence-un-
worthy of quotation. Re takes that up, and he quotes

Sir JoHN A. MACDONALD.

a pamphlet written, under feelings of great personal
annoyance, by Mr. Macdougall. Then the hon. genile.
man goes on to quote mere rumors-anything in a
newspaper is good enough. He says that the Indians, he
understands-he sees in the papers-are fed on half rations
and are starving, and that he never understood before
that the proper punishment was torture by starvation.
Now, that kind of language will get into some of the
papers, it will be read by some of the literate whites to
the Indians; and the hon. gentleman eau quite under-
stand how Janguage of that kind may be used to create
a disturbance of the public peace. But I remember
when, year after year, it was our duty to come down to
Parliament with votes asking for money to feed the starv-
ing Indians, after the buffalo was swept away from the
plains, and ceased to be the food of the Indians. How we
were attacked for our extravagance ; how we were told
that a number of idle agents were appointed simply for the
purpose of providing for political hacks, that we were
wasting and plundering and throwing away the money of
the country. I stated then, as I state now, that we could
not, as Cnristians, allow these poor Indians to starve, but
that we were not to pamper them, nor render them still
more idle and unwilling to work than all Indians are; that
when we found Indians loafing about the difforent sta-
tions, we could not allow them to starve. Sometimes
the Indians will surround a police station, or an lndian
station, or a land office, and they will deliberately say :
" We will die, we wont go"; and such is the endurance of the
Indians that they will bang about, and from more humanity
the officers of the Government are obiiged to open thoir
stores and feed these men to keep life in them. That, Sir,
we did; and that policy we will continue until it is reversed
by the order of Pailiament. To the Indians who go upon
their reserves we give food until they are able to support
themsolves, but we reduce them to half rations when they
are simply wandering and demoralised Indians, who corne
not only to be fed themselves, but who bring their
women to be a means of profit by prostitution. When
these people are hanging about the Government stores
and offices, we reduce them to as low a ration as is
sufficient to keep life in their bodies; but we tell them:
" Go to your stations and we will give you food to take you
there, and you will get full rations until you are able to
support yourselves." And they have the means, under their
treaty obligations, if they are on the reserves, to raise roots
for their sustenance, by a little exertion amongst them-
selves. When tbey are on the reserves they are f ully fed,
and better fed that they ever were, even when the buffalo
ran across the plains. At that time it was either a feast
or a famine. The buffalo food was good a portion of the
year, but for another large portion of the year the Indians
were starving and had to be fed by the Hudson Bay Com-
pany and traders who were competing with that com-
pany. So, Sir, this charge, this insinuation, was unjust,
like most of the statements made by the hon. gentle-
man, gathered, as they have been, from a press
sometimes unfriendly, especially known to be in the
interest of white men, who are anxious for their
own individual and sordid advantage to continue that
state of disorder, or rather the state of unrest and
disquiet that exists in the North-West. We have said in
the first paragraph of the Speech, that it would be our d uty
to see that sucient protection is given to the settler. We
will do so, and, perhaps, to a greater extent than real
necessity warrants. But, Sir, when we hear rumors started
of risings, rumors of plots in the United States, rumors of
arms coming acros the linos, rumors started for, as I
said, unworthy purposes, and promoted in order to excite
the fears of the people-when we find that, we must be
overcautious, for, although we may disbelieve many of these
reports, we would be blood-guilty in fact if, from a more

22



COMMONS DEBATES.
haughty confidence in our own opinion, we should utterly
disregard the threats, and the rumors, and the warnings
we have got from various sources. Mr. Speaker,
the hon. gentleman went on at some length to
diseuss the reconstruction of the Govornment, and
the hon. gentleman talks about Mr. O'Donohoe. Weil
Mr. O'Donohoe is a very good man and is now a Senator.
He was very near being in the Government. But I will
say this for Mr. O'Donohoe, that he did not desire to be a
weakness to the Government, and at the time ho might
have claimed a seat in the Cabinet he found that such was
the hostile feeling towards him that instead of boing a
btrength to the Government he would be a weakness; he
admitted the fact, and be took a seat in the Senate where
ho now is. But the hon. gentleman says he does not know
whether Mr. O'Donohoe is in the Government or not, that
perbaps ho is in and perhaps he is out, that he may be
hanging between the two. Why, we have seen the hon.
gentleman himself in that position. He was a dissolving
view, sometimes we did not know when ho was a Minister
and when ho was a consulting ex-Mir ister. We did not
know, for the hon. gentleman would retire to the back seats,
look very solemn and sulky, and ho would suddenly. by
some magic touch of the present member for East York
(Mr. Mackenzie), pop up like a jack-in-the-box as a new
and freshly blown Minister. The hon. gentleman las
alluded to Sir David Macpherson. He is away, sick. The
hon. gentleman did not always find it so safe to abuse him
when Sir David was able to reply. I dare say, thanks to
the rest ho bas got, ho will be able to publish other
pamphlets. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Blake) in that
kind of controversy has, not in the past, gained
much by bis attacks, and I can assure him that
if the hon. gentleman comes back with the sane
strength, he will not find much advantage accruing from
his last ungenerous attaek. The hon. gentleman sneers at
the present Minister of Agriculture because he is a brewer
and a dealer in coreats and because he sold his farm. He
has sold his farm, and I hope he as doue well with it.
There can ho no doubt that any sale made bas been honestly
made, and I am quite sure that everyone who knows honest
John Carling will not believe that he lias over been guilty
of any dishonest or dihonorable practice. The hon. gentle-
man could not even allow the present Minister of Justice
to pass unnoticed. The hon. gentleman said he is a new-
comer, one who has vaulted into the citadel at once; that
the bright light which surrounds him was such that ho was
selected beyond all other men in Nova Scotia, although ho
was without any previous experience or a seat in Parlia-
ment. I do not know whether the bon. gentleman was in
the Government at that time or not-he was in and out so
often-but when Mr. Mackenzie was head of the Govern-
ment there was another bright light brought in-Mr.
Vail. And that gentleman was brought in over the
heads of all older Nova Scotians to take the office in
which he so distinguished himself-the office of the
Minister of Militia. So that really, I think, having had
such a precedent set us end having such an example of
the success of the precedent, I may, perhaps, be pardoned
if I have taken a lesson and leaf out of my enemy's book
and played the same game and brought a bright liglit from
the Province of Nova Scotia. The hon. gentleman has read
the attack made upon the appointment of Mr. Mowat.
The hon. gentleman admits that he made the appointment,
and that lie was greatly attacked for it. True, he was
attacked for it. It was a new thing at that time ; but we
bave seen it followed up since. We have seen, for instance,
a relative of the hon. gentleman leave the bonch and come
down to practice and become a stump orator and get in a
fair way for coming to Parliament and, by the same token,
use rather unparliamentary language with respect to
myself. But thon hoeis an evangelical Christian; his heart

is full of everyting like Christian charity, and, therefore, it
must be considered in the exorcise of that same charity to
attack such a great sinner as myself. Then, again, the hon.
gentleman talks of using the judicial offices for Government
exigencies. Look back and see the venerable figure of Hon.
E. P. Wood, and think for a moment of that gentleman. He
was first induced basely and treacherously to desert*his
leader and colleagues in the Government ; thon, as he
stated himself to 100 men, who will swear to it, he was
promised a seat in the Administration ; and thon because
that promise could not be fulfilled, because the Liberal party
rose as one man against his being appointed, he was made
Chief Justice to administer justice impartially in the
Province of Manitoba,-a man whom the hon. gentle-
man knows had been bribed to turn his coat against
his leader and colleagues and whom he knew was
unworthy from that very fact of being a judge. He was
sent up there. With all these examples before us, I
think we can scarcely allow only Grit judges to be appointed
to good positions. Fontenelle, a French writer and philo.
sopher, was attacked once by a friend for being so fond of
good living. "lWhy," said Fontenelle, "you think Pro-
vidence made all the good things of the world for fools."
Does the hon. gentleman think that all these good offices
are made for fools ? that all these good offices are only to
be given to Grit judges ? No. There was a vacancy caused
by the retirement of Sir Charles Tupper. The hon.gentle-
man states truly that it is of great advantage to public
business that the Minister of Justice should be in the House
of Commors. I looked out in Nova Scotia, where the
vacancy existed, for a lawyer who could fill that position
creditably, and I found him in my hon. friend ; and if ho
were net here at this moment I might enter more fully into
the fact of his fitness, but I believe that even the hon. gen-
tleman and hon. gentlemen opposite will admit before the
session closes the correctness of my selection and choice.
But the hon. gentleman, following up his usual desire, as
exhibited in this speech, to set man against man and
neighbor against Leighbor, has tried to raise the jealous
feelings of other legal mon in this House, and has said :
"This is a new light brought in and other gentlemen are
passed over." 1 can fancy the scorn that exists in the
breasts of those gentlemen with respect to this unpar.
liamentary conduct, which is a gross attempt
to arouse the jealousies of other men. And so
it was said with respect to my hon. friend the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries. He said he, too, was a
young man, and he had been put over the hoead of others.
So far as the country is concerned, all that the House and
the country want, is that fit men should be appointed to
office. I believe that in selecting those two gentlemen we
have selected fit men; and as regards the others what the
hon. gentleman said was more persiage; and should this
discussion be renewed in proper form and on the proper
occasion, I shall be glad, and 1 am sure I shall be able to
defend the present construction and the re-construction of
the Government, and to account for that reconstruction. I
regret deeply the tone in which the hon. gentleman bas
spoken. I regret that owing to his natural acerbity, owing
to bis temper, or rather to his want of temper-the want
of the milk of buman kindness in his breast-he bas taken
the course that he has taken. It is a course which I am
sure will not redound to his credit in the country, but will
mark, as many of his other acte have marked, bis utter
want of a knowledge of human nature, of a knowledge of
how mankind, as a whole, will receive any attempts of that
kind, to set up neighbor against neighbor, and friend
against friend, and to stir up division and strife among
them.

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

" With regard to the question of Imperial federation, he fully agreed
that there must be Imperial federation. He believed that as the
auxiliary nations of Australia and Canada and South Africa increased,
the present relations, comfortable and pleasant as they were, could not
remain pei manently fixed. As those auxiliary nations must increase
in wealth and in population, so they must in responsibilities, and speak-
ing for the Dominion of Canada, he might say they were ready to
increase the responsibilities, they were ready to join the Mother Country
in her offensive and defensive league, te sacrifice their last man, and
their last shilling in defence of the Empire and the fiag of England.''1
That, Sir, was on the 4th of January, 1886, and I-suppose
it is a correct report.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIG IT. And 1 fiad, eighteon

months before this, as reported in the same newspaper, that
the hon. gentleman speaking, not to an Eiaglish, but to a
Canadian audience in Toronto, declarod that Imperial feder-
ation was utterly impracticable.

" Imperial federation is utterly impracticable. We could never agree
to send a number of men over to Engiand to sit in Parliament there andvote away our rights and privileges."

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Ear, hear. That is the
lederation I did not agree with.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT:
I aas far as this question oesup tothe handiea Home Ru er. Wewill govern our own country. We will put on the taxes ourselves. If we

choose to misgovern ourselves we will do so, and we do not desire Eng.
land, Ireland or Scotland to tel! us we are fools. We will say, ' If we
are fools we will keep our folly to oureelves. You will not be the worsefor it, and we will net b. the werae for any folly of yours.'Y >

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

Sia RIcHARD CARTWRIGHT.

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

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, of the certain.
Sir RICHARD CA RTWRIGIIT. What other form of

words would the hon. gentleman have ? The thing cannot
be certain until it has happened, the hon. gentleman must
admit. Bat the hon. gantleman's contention was this, that
ho and bis friends behind him would rather endure any
loss, would rather run any risk to this country, than
humiliate themselves by proposing, a couple of years ago, to
the American Government what they actually proposed
the other day ; and ho went on to say, possibly with some
reason, that there were circumstances known to him and
to the Imporial Government which rendered it unlikely at
that moment that such an appliction would meet with a
fit response. Well, Sir, what was our charge? Our
charge was that the bon. gentleman would not take
any stops to renew the treaty, and would not take any stops
to protect our fish and fishermén; that was our charge.
The hon. gentleman had a right, if ho chose, to refuse to
take steps to renew the treaty, but it was his bounden duty,
the moment ho made up his mind to that course, to protect
our people in the exorcise of their just rights. IL is not by
any means alone that ho refused to attempt to renew that
treaty, but that, knowing as ho says that it was certain to be
abrogated, the hon. gentleman would not lift bis little finger
to enable our people to enjoy their just rights; that is his
offence, and a very serions offence it is against the people
of this country; and I do not hesitate toitell him that ha
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has seriously prejudiced the future conduct of these an extreme stop, and one that requires justification.
negotiations by allowing American fishermen to enjoy, for I say that in Mr. Mowat's case, most ample justification has
several monthe, at their own sweet will, the right to been given of the excellence of the choice, and that no
fish in oui. waters. Now, I suppose it would be man from Ontario who bas witnessed the gallant and sue.
impossible for us to ascertain, unless indeed a com- cessful struggle which Mr. Mowat has made so long for the
mittee of enquiry were permitted to sit, and we had the rights of his Province and of other Provinces, which wore
iOn. Mr. O'Donohoe before us, what the hon. gentleman's involved in the rights of Ontario, can fail to see that the
notion of being very nearly in bis Cabinet may be, but choice thon made was most amply justified. But I say this
if weo are to believe the newspaper reports-though I am also, there is a difference, it appears to me, betwoon
aware that what appears in newspapers is not always cor- removing an hon. gentleman from the bench and placing
rect-is sometimes subordinated to political exigencies- him in a Local Parliament, where ho will have nothing to
the Hon. Mr. O'Donohoe was at one time in possession of a do with the appointment or dismissal of judgos, and where
despatcb from no one less than the thon Governor General, ho will have very little power in any way of controlling
stating that ho was thon in the Cabinet. We would like them, and taking a gentleman, however distinguished,
more light on this question, and, possibly, before the Session whatever his talents may bo, from the bonch and placing
closes, more light may be vouchsafed to us, if not by the him, as Minister of Justice, in a place where
hon. gentlemen, at any rate by some of the parties to that ho will have control of bis former brethren,
very remarkable treaty or negotiation which terminated, where ho will, according to our usage, under certain
not in bringing Mr. O'Donohoe into the Cabinet, but accord- circumstances have the power of promoting himself,
ing to the hon. gentleman, very nearly into the Cabinet. if occasion serves, to the higthest judicial post in the coun-
Now, as to certain other observations made by the hon. try. Still, that is not the only groand on which I think
gentleman, and in particular as to therecentchanges among that the method in which the Minister of Justice was
the members of this Cabinet, I am bound to admit that in brought into this House is one which deserves some
one sense possibly it may not be a matter of very great serions censure. It is perfectly well known to this House
importance to us on this side, although in another sense it that the Minister was only enabled to take bis seat bore, as a
bas always been considered a matter of very considerable member from Nova Scotia, by the expedient of purchasing
moment to the public of this country what were a former supporter of my hon. friend beside me by an offer
the antecedents and theo characters of the gentlemen of a judgeship. I say that that act was, according to the
entrusted with important poste; but I want to say First Ministor's own judgment, according to bis own recorded
one or two words with respect to some remarks and emphatio doclaration, one of the gravest acta of corrup.
of the hon. gentleman, having reference to my hon. tion which any Government ever committed. Thore are few
friond from Digby (Mr. Vail). My hon. friend the leader mombers in this House to-day who recollect certain events
of the Opposition was not in the Government ut that whieh trauspired ii the old Parliamentof Canada in 1863, but
time, but I was, and I have a very keen recollection of the those who do,willrecollect themodeinwhichtheFirst Minister
delicate fashion in which the hon. gentleman opposite and his colleague now sitting beside him and my hon. friend
endeavored to reconcile the supporters of my hon. friend from London (Mr. Carling), and the hon. the Minister of
Mr. Mackenzie to the fact that we, like themselves, had Railways (Mr. Pope), dealt with the appointment of Judge
been obliged to import an hon. colleague, not from the Sicotte in 1863-those hon. gentlemen will know I am
bench, but from a distinguished position in the Government justified in saying that, in the case of his opponents, no man
of Nova Seotia. It may interest the House to know what could more violontly and decidedly condemn the action
the leader of the Government, being thon in Opposition, which ho has now taken. So strongly did the right hon.
thought as to that transaction. He said: the First Minister feel on that subject, that ho caused to

"It certainly was a great compliment to the gentleman from Digby be moved by one of bis supporters a motion which ho
that he shouid be selected to enter the Administration. He (Sir John had prepared himself on that question. That motion reads
Macdonald) did think that here would have been found among the as follows
hon members from Nova Scotia one who would be fitted to fil the office
of Minister, but the hon. leader of the Government did not appear to "That this House feel it their duty at once to express tbeir deep
think so. He evidently was of the impression that he had selected al regret that His Excellency should have been advised to make the judi-
the standards and left aIl the culls when ha formed his Cabinet, and that cial appointment by which a vacancy has recently been oreated in the
ho muet gp to fresh fields and pastures new for another Minister." representation of the county-[shall I say of Antigonish ? No]-of St.

. Hyacinthe, under circumstances calculated to prejudice, if not to destroy,
I hope my hon. friends on the other side, from Nova Scotia, the independence of this House, and to corrupt, at its source, our system
will fully understand that the hon. gentleman thinks ho bas of parliamentary government."
selected all the standards from Nova Scotia, and only left Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hear, hear.
the cults, when ho saw fit to go outside their ranks to select a
ropresentative. I have no desire in the world to reflect on Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That was the language
the hon. Minister of Justice; but I will say this, that so far used by the hon. gentleman's supporter, that was the motion
as my poor experience enables me to judge, looking at my voted for by the First Minister and bis colleagues whom I
hon. friends on the other side, if not in reference to the have enumerated, and although, unfortunately, we do not
office of Minister of Justice, perhaps in reference to some of possess a Bansard with an accurate record of the eloquent
the other appointments, i might be fairer and juster to say speeches of the bon. gentleman and his friends on that
that the hon. First Minister had selected the culls and left occasion, I recollect perfectly well how the hon, gentleman
the standards. Now, with respect to the bon. Minister of and bis supporters made the whole country ring with their
Justice, I am fully prepared to admit that his position is denunciations of the gross and flagrant prostitution of the
peculiar. He bas made considerable sacrifices ; ho may have judicial bench-for those were the words they used-by
run considerable risks in joining the present Governmont; which a member of the Opposition had been seduoed into
but (he precedent which the bon. gentleman has chosen to resigning his seat by the offer of a judgeship in LowerGCanada.
set is one of a very dubious character. I do not mean to say, I defy the hon. gentleman, I defy his supporters, I defy bis
and I never averred, that in a country like ours, where legal friends in this flouse or out ot it, to point out in what
attainments are necessarily somewhat scarce and of high possible way or shape the appointment of Mr. Mclsaac to
value, it may not sometimes be necessary, as I believe it the judgeship of Antigonish differs from or can be more
was in the case of my hon. friend, Mr. Mowat, that easily justified than the appointment of Judge Sicotte to a
a man should be taken from the bench and brought seat on the boch in Lower Canada, thereby vacating the
back to the political arena-, but i say that it is representation of the county of St HyaCinthe. What did
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the hon. gentleman say just now, speaking of the appoint-
ment of Mr. Wood in Manitoba ? Mr. Wood, he said, had
been bribed to desert bis party, and was therefore unworthy
of being made a judge; and if Mr. Wood had been bribed
to desert bis party and was therefore unworthy of being
made a judge, what are we to say of the conduct of the
hon. gentleman who bribed Mr. McIsaac to dosert his party
and, therefore appointed a man who, on his own shoring,
was unworthy to be made a judge. If the hon. gentleman
is able to point out any difference, I shall be happy to give
him the floor.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We will attend to that.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. I shallh be very glad,

indeed, to hear the hon. gentleman's explanations, and I
only regret that there are so few present who, like myself,
remember the hon. gentleman's fiery denunciations of the
same act when committed by the late Mr. John Sandfield
Macdonald in 1863.

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

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I did, and I shall be
very happy to vote for a precisely similar motion, and I
hope we will have the opportunity before very long.
Now, looking at this Speech which has been put into
our hands, I say that the hon. the First Minister, in bis
remarks, wholly ignored the cause for alarm which my hon.
friend beside me (Mr. Blake) declared existed in the present
condition of the country. I do not know that the hon.
gentleman cares very much what may be the result after.
I am very much afraid that ho is not only resigned to seeing
the deluge come after him, but that in some respect heo
would like-

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. Order.
Sir RICHARD CART WEIGHT-to be able to believe-
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Order.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT-that when-I will not

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

Sir RIcHARn QARTWRIGHT.

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

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

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

" It has been represented that I was in favor of federation with the
Imperial Parliament. I never made any such statement ; I never bad
any such opinion, and believe that Canada should still preserve our
Canadian Parliament. Canada is the beat judge of the best meane of
governing herself. I believe that Canadian statesmen only can be con-
fded with the trust of putting burdens upon the shoulders of our people,
and that no Parliament sitting in England, however great and able it
may be, and although Canada may be represented upon it,oeau faithfully,
fully and satisfactorily administer our affairs. The word' confederation'
means a union by treaty, and I believe that a treaty can be made between
England and Canada by which we can have mutual commercial advant-
ages. and a common system of offence and defence. The Australian
colonies will soon be united in a bond similar to, though, perbaps, not
identical with, theo Canadian Confederation. Then what will we see ? We
will see England, with ber thirty-five millions, united to Canada with her
five millions, soon to become twice that number, and to Australia with
a similar.population ; and the world will know that if the Old Mother
Country is attacked, she bas two auxiliary nations standing at her
back, and bound to make a common cause with her. We know that the
nation that commando the sea, commando the world. England is
now the chief maritime power in the world. Canada le already, in ber
commercial marine, the fourth power in the world, and Australia, that
vast continent, surrounded by colonies resting on the sea, muet have a
navy too. The combined naval forces of those three poweru will form
the great police of the world. They will control the seau of the world
and if they control the osa of the world, they will keep the peace
the world. It bas been said tbat we are running great rieks in ventur-
ing to make common cause with lngland. Gentlemen, if I know the
people of Canada aright, they are willing to run those riske. But there
really is no risk. When any foreign nation knows that the thirty-five
millions of people in England, and the twenty millions in the different
colonies, forming one great nation, will exert all their military arid naval
power in one common cause, that fact will prevent possible war wlth
England, and England will be in an as complote moral domination of
the world, as was the Roman Empire in the days of old."

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

Mr. DAVIES. I do not desire to refer to many subjects
which have been discussed this evening, but I rise only for
the purpose of saying a word or two upon the important
subject referred to by the right hon. leader of the Govern-
ment, and the policy which the Government thought fit to
pursue with reference to the very important subject of the
fisheries and reciprocity. Before I refer to the policy of
the Government, I wish to make one remark with reference
to a statement made by the hon. gentleman who moved the
the Address this evening, the member for the City and
County of St. John (Mr. EverjtL). I refer to it, because he
is a Maritime Province man, and will be supposed by those
who live in the Upper Provinces, to be acquainted with the
matter. The hon. gentleman said that so far as the Maritime
Provinces were concerned, since the Intercolonial Railway
was built, there had been an exchange of product between
the east and the west. So far as one part of his statement
is concerned, I believe he is correct, for the people of the
east have been compelled to purchase largely from the
manufacturers of the west, and to pay through the nose
pretty dearly for it. But, Sir, I deny there has been
any exchange of products, any interchange of trade.
I say no man who is acquainted with the fish
trade of the Maritime Provinces, can truly assert that
any reasonable proportion of the catch of those
Provinces, is consumed or bought by the Province of
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Quebec, Ontario or Manitoba. Our natural markets and our
only markets, are those of the United States and of
foreign countries, and it is delusive in the extreme, an d
calculated to mislead the House, to make statements of that
kind, which are not based upon facts. Now, I wish for a
moment to refer to a remark which fell from the leader of
the Government. H1e referred to the several occasions upon
which the members on this side of the House have deemed
it their duty to bring to the notice of the House, and of the
country, the grave and serions importance of re-opening
negotiations with the United States upon the question of
reciprocity. He stated that there was a depth of degrada-
tion involved in our proposal to negotiate with the United
States to which he, for one, would never consent to be a
party, and which he believed the people, if appealed to,
would condemn. Sir, I would like to ask the hon. gentle-
man whethor he las not already found a depth of degrada-
tion greater than the one he suggests. I would like to ask
him whether it was a greater depth of degradation to open
negotiations with a friendly Government to see
whether we could not settle upon a friendly
basis the international relations between the two
Governments relating to trade, and whether that was more
degrading than the course he thought fit to pursue since
this flouse met last year. Sir, when the House met last
year, the first proposal which emanated from the Govern.
ment was one to vote fifty thousand dollars of the people's
money to protect our fisheries. The grounds upon which
that proposal was made were these : That the treaty was
about to expire, and that the vast fishing ground surround.
ing our coast would be thrown opon to the enterprise of
American fishermen, who, fishing side by side with our
fishermen, would catch fish and take them to the only
market open to them ; and while our mon would be handi-
capped with tho enormous duty of two dollars per barrel,
their fish would go in duty free, and that, as a consequence
our fisheries would be destroyed. The hon. gentleman said,
and bis proposal met with no small degree :f approval on
both sides, that in view of these circumstances, and not
having obtained a renewal of the fishery treaty, it was
desirable and necessary that we should protectour fisheries.
Hie talked in grandiloquent terms of the manner in which
we were going to drive out the Yankees and keep our
preserves for our own men. But no sooner had the House
adjourned, than the hopes held out to the fishermen that
their rights would be protected, were speedily dissipated.
The hon. gentleman had lied off to Washington and
proposed, not that there should be any fuir exchauge
of our fisheries for some trade concessions they
would give us, but that they should come into
our waters and fish for nothing. And what bas been
the consequences of bis policy? The hon. gentleman
knows well that last year ho voluntarily proposed that the
whole of the waters surrounding these coasts should be given
up to the American fishermen, whenever and wherever
they liked, without restriction and withont license, without
anybody to interfere with them. And he knows well that
he did that in face of the fact that, our fishermen, taking
the same fish, in the same waters, when they took them to
the only market open to them in the world, would bo met
with that two dollars a barrel duty. The hon. gentleman
may know, and if he does not, some of his followers behind
him may tell him, that he las succeeded in ruining a large
number of men and nearly succeeded in destroying the
enormous money interest invested in that fishery. If he
goes down to the Maritime Provinces and converses with
the people there, he will find whether they think it
will be an act of degradation on the part of the Govern-
ment to endeavor to negotiate reasonable, fair and legiti-
mate terms upon which he would admit American fishermen
into our waters, instead of surrendering every right and!
overy privilege we possess to these people, for nothing,

Mr. DrIaz,

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

"I ar to request that in laying this paper before the Earl of Derby,
you will state that although, after notice is given, two years must still
elapse before these articles cease to have effact it appears ta Lord
Granville expedient to take into consideration, without delay, what
course it will be best to adopt with the view, if possible, to avoid a
recurrence of irritating disputes in connection with the fishery question,
and I am to suggest that in the first place it might be well to com-
miuicate a copy of Mr. Lowell'a note to the Canadian Government, and
ta ascertain what views they entertain upon the ubject."
He got no answer to that. No course had been decidesd by
the Cabinet thon, and at the end of a year we find the
Imperial Government sending another despatch to the
Canadian Government asking them to do something. It
was dated January, 1884, and it says:

" My Loan,-With respect to my despatches of the 3rd May, and 28th
December, lait, I have the honor to request that yon will move your
Govurnment to take an early opportuity of placing me in pouueuion Of
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their views as to the course to be pursued in consequence of the which may be acceptable to the people of this country. But
approaching termination of the fishery articles of the Treaty of Wash- I for one cannot give my assent to any scheme which would

n. . . take away from the people of Canada any portion of the
The hon. gentleman thought it derogatory to the dignity right of self-government; and without danger of doing so
of the Government, of which he is the principal member, to I cannot see that they can propound any scheme
do anything to approach the American Government on which will bo acceptable to the people of England or
this matter. Lords Derby and Granville did not hold that that English statesmen will give us additional protection or
view, and they were, no doubt, as desirous of protecting the additional rights and privileges unless we give up a certain
dignity and self-respect of the Empire as is the hon. portion of our rights and privileges. That I presume would
gentleman opposite of saving the dignity and self- involve among other things the renunciation of the right of
respect of Canada. What reason does the hon. gentle. taxation-a thing which this country never would submit
man give to the House for surrendering the valuable to. Speaking as one who is independent of both parties in
fishing privileges ? One is that, so soon as the elections this flouse, I for one never will consent to anay such scheme
were over, we opened negotiations with our American as would lessen in the slightest degree our rightisuand privi-
friends, and on two grounds we gave up our fisheries. leges, our self-government, or the control over our policy
one was in order to begood neighbors. If that is a reason, and revenues which we now possess. Another question which
it will apply to next year as well as this : the same motive has been mentioned is one of a domestic nature, and one
will exist to prompt us to do it again, and that extends not which concerns the people I have the honor to represent.
for the year past, but for the years to corne. The second A good deal bas been said about the National Policy. I
reason was a still more flimsy one, namely, that the Ame- have been an advocate of the National Policy; I am an
rican fishermen did not know that the treaty was then advocate of it, and I bolieve in it. I bolieve it has built up
about to expire. The hon. gentleman cannot but manufactories, that it has given emplo3 ment to people in
be aware that it was thoroughly made known this country, and has retained, within our boundaries, those
by the newspaper press of both countries, when who without it would have been driven te seck homes and
the American Government determined to put an employment abroad. But there are features of the National
end to that treaty, and a circular was sent by the Policy thit are being run into the ground. Thore are cer-
American Government to each of the firms in the fishing tain manufactures which have received and are roceiving
business, telling them that the treaty would expire on a protection far beyond what they ought to have. Take for
certain date, and that for the future they would have no example the case of cottons with 35 per cent. ; everybody
rights in regard to Canadian fisheries. They were aware of knows that is far beyond what they should receive, and that
the fact. The reason given by hon. gentlemen opposite for the money is taken out of the pockets of the people.
surrendering our rights and fisheries and half ruining the
fishing industry are of the most flimsy character. How can Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
the hon. gentleman reconcile his concluding remarks with Mr. MITCHELL. Ion. gentlemen opposite say "hear,
the opening portion of his speech ? The hon. gentleman hear," and they have the right to say "heur, hear," te the
wound up by expressing the sanguine hope that the Morri- extent of about 10 per cent. I would protect the cotton
son Bill would yet become law. If the temper of the Sonate factories just sufficient to enable tnem to compete with the
and Congress is such that they are willing, without solicita- productions of other countries, but I think the excessive
tion, to pass a measure that will give us froe trade with protection which, under the general system of the National
them, what could we not have done with them if they had Policy, they are enabled to enjoy with regard to the cotton
been approached? Does the hon. gentleman maintain that of this country, is unnccessary, and that it certainly bears
they would do it much more willingly without solicitation hardly upon the poor people of' Canada. Tho article of,
or compensation than with solicitation and concession by us ? sugar is much in the same position, but without dwelling
The idea is preposterous. If the hon. gentleman's belief upon it I will come down te what is of more importance
that the Morrison Bill will pase is a well.founded belief, than either of them, and that is the breadstutfa of the
thon the temper of Congress is such as to condemn the Can- country. I -hink the time has arrived when the duty
adian Government for not having opened negotiations before should be taken off flour und cornmeal-the food of the
and obtaining the advantages desired, I would not have poor. This duty was looked upon as a necessity, te hold
ventured to address the flouse on this subject, except from the Ontario farmers as an uofset to Nova Scotia coul. I am
the immense importance attached to the subject by the in favor of taking the duty off col and off flou- and corn-
people I represent and by all the people of the Maritime meal as weill I will not now enter into discussion of the
Provinces, and I venture the assertion that the action of the subject, but I wish to say a fe w words in relation to the
Government will not be approved, but will be censured when fisheries. It bas been stated by the Premier that the
their conduct is properly brought before the people. Government have pursued the course which was just and

Mr. MITCHELL. I shall not occupy the attention of the right in relation to that question. I beg with ail due

House more than two or three minutes; but as the two great respect to differ frOm my right hon. friend on that point.

leaders have addressed the House, I feel It my duty as Many gentlemen wiIl recollect that when the then Minis-

representing the Independent centre to give expression to ter of Marine and Fisheries, now the Finance Minister,
my views on two or three points referred to in the Speech brought in a Bill, I think the Session before last,
from the Throne. I shall first touch on the question of for the division of the Departmont, when the matter was

Imperial federation. I have listened to the debates on the discussed a whole night, I stated my views as to what was
subject, and I know I have read various speeches made, and the duty of the Govern'fment in such a crisis as thon existed.
upon which comments have been made, emanating from We received notice that the fishery clauses were teobe ter-

the right hon. Premier of Canada; and I want to say right minated. The Government were not taken by surprise.

here, that I think it is a matter of very great regret that a The subject was one with which this Government had a

gentleman occupying the position of Premier of this country right to deal. And upon that occasion it will be recollected
should have given countenance to the utterances of opinions, by some hon. gentlemen that I now have in my oye, that
in England, calculated to raise expectations both abroad and after dealing with the question of the division of the Depart-
at home, which, in my humble opinion, never can b ment, it being late at night, I suggested it was too late to

realised. I may be mistaken. It may be that the right hon. go on with the discussion, thoughi I should have liked to

gentleman and those who sympathise with the view of say something about the right and proper course to be pur-
Imprial fedoration may be able to propound a icheme oued in reference to the fishery question. I wao asked by
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the House to go on, and I stated that it was the duty of the
Minister of Marine t come to the Hlouse and ask for an
appropriation of $100,000 to put on the necessary pro-
tection for our fisheries, in justice to our own fishermen, as
well as for the purpose of letting our American friends see
that we are determined and prepared to protect them. It
was stated that such was the policy of the Government, but
I am bound to say that that policy has not been
carried out. Another year came round, and a sum
of $50,000 was granted for the purpose of putting on
the necessary protection. No protection bas been put
on, and the rigbt hon. gentleman gives us his reasons
that friendly negotiations were going on which he hoped
would result in a difforent way. That may be a sufficient
explanation, but it strikes me, as I stated at the time, that
the way to have effective negotiations was to show the
people with whom we negotiate that we were in earnest in
our determination to give that protection to our fishermen
which they had the right to expect. The people of the
eastern section of the country had a right to that protection
and it was not extended. I regret that it was not done,
especially while a Ministir from the eastern portion of the
Dominion was at the bead of the Department. He should
have realised what was his duty on that occasion, and what
were the rights and privileges of the people of the section
from which he comes. I feel now that, whatever our
chances might have been, if we had taken the proper steps
to show that Parliament meoant business, and meant te
protect our interests, those chances are infinitely less now
than they would have been. But it is better late than
nover ; and I trust this Session will not be all wed to pass,
and that a day, or aticasta week, will not bo allowed to pas-,
without the Government taking stops to utilise the money
voted last year for the purpose of placing on our coasts, as
soon as the senson opens, a sufficient number of vessels to
protect our fisheries, and that an additional vote wili be
taken this Session for the purpose of making that system
complete. We have heard through the Government press
of the protection given to the fisheries; that as soon as our
Government found out that the Americans did not intend
renewing the treaty-at all events a i soon as the report
of the comrnitteo was made against granting a renewal of
the Fishery Treaty with the Canadian authorities they had
taken stops to afford our fisheries the necessary protection.
There bas been no protection granted; our fisheries have
been neglected. The fishing for bait-as my hon. friend
fromCharlotte (Mr. Gillmor) knows very well-has been
gong on to an enormous extent and no protection bas been
granted so far as I have seen, except what has been stated
by some of the Govornment organs, and thoso statements
have been made without any date or details. From every
source of information I could find it appears that no decided
action has been taken, no practical stops taken, to protect
our fisheries, even since the committee reported to the
United States Sonate against a renewal of the treaty. I
shall not take up any further time now, as it is probable
the matter will be fully discussed on another occasion ; but
I trust the new Minister of Fisheries, young, energetic, and
I hope desirous of earning a reputation for himself, will not
let any further delay take place, and that ho will not neglect
giving that protection to the fisheries which the people of
the Maritime Provinces have a right to expect. Before I
sit down, I might as well say one word upon another sub.
ject. While references have been made to the prosperity
that exists in the eastern Provinces of this Dominion, and
to the fact that the people there have large deposits in the
savings banks, and have as much comfort and happiness and
employment as they ever had, I may say that I have seen
it recently stated, and have received communications from
some of my own constituents stating that a large num.
ber of men have been dismissed from the Intercolonial
Bailway-that people who have been years in the ser-1

M. MrrassLL.

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

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

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

Paragraphs 1 to 12, inclusive and Resolution agreed to.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:
That the said Resolution be referred to a Select Committee corn-

posed of Sir Hector Langevin, Messrs. Bowell, Everett, Ward and the
mover, to prepare and report a draft of an Address in answer to the
Speech of His Excellency to both Bouses of Parliament, in conformity
with the said Resolution.

Motion agreed to.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, from the committee,

reported the draft of an Address, which was read the first
and the second time and ordered to be engrossed and to be
presented to His Excellency by such members of this House
as are members of the Privy Council.

DEBATES COMMITTEE.

Mr. 3OWELL. With the consent of the Honse I will
make the usual motion for the appointment of a committee
to supervise the Debates:

That a Select Committee be appointed to supervise the Officiai Report
of the Debates of this Bouse during the present Session, with power to
report froan time ta time, said committee to be composed of Messrs.
Béchard, Bergin, Oolby, Charlton, Desjardins, Innes, Royal, Scriver,
Somerville, (Brant), Taylor, Wood (Westmoreland), and Woodworth.

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

Motion agreed to.

SUPPLY.

Mr. McLELAN moved:
That this Bouse will, on Tuesday next, resolve itself into a committee

to consider of a Supply to be granted to Her Majesty.
Motion agreed to.

WAYS AND MEANS.

Mr. McLELAN moved:
That this Bouse will, on Tuesday next, resolve itself into a committee

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

Motion agreed to.
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REPORT PRESENTED.

Report of the Minister of Public Works for the fiscal year
ending 80th June, 1885.-(Sir Hector Langevin.)

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

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

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAY, lst March, 1886.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PaYnZs.

REPORTS PRESENTED.

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

Publie Aceounts of Canada,for the fiscal year ending 3Oth
June, 1885.-(Mr. McLelan.)

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

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

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

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

HOLES IN ICE ON FREQUENTED WATERS.'

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

Some hon. MEMBERS. Explain.
Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton). Ihave very great plea-

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

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

LAW OF EVIDENCE IN CRIMINAL CASES.

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

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

CONSOLIDATED RAILWAY ACT, 1879.

Mr. MULOCK moved for leave to introduce Bill(No.
4) to further amend the Consolidated Railway Act of
1879. He said: This is the Bill which I had the honor to
introduce last Session, and which I then e7plained at some
length. I have added two clauses, the first of which is to

provide a remedy for the Act passed in 1872, requiring the
railway companies to redeem unused railway tickets. That
Act, however, provided no adequate remedy, and when this
Bill comes up for discussion I think I will be able to show
that some railwaecompanies, at least, have taken advan-
tage of the defect in the Act to avoid complying with its
provisions. The next clause, about which there may be
some difference of opinion, is to repeal section 6 of the Act
of 1883, by which the Dominion Parliament took over the
Provincial railways.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

D1GBY PIER.

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

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This matter is now
under the consideration of the Government.

GROSS DEBT OF THE DOMINION.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, What was
the grosa debt of the Dominion on the 1st day of March,
1886 ?

Mr. MoLELAN. The gross debt on the first March,
1886, without deducting the assets of $72,791,837, was
$281,314,532.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, What portion of
the gross debt of the Dominion was represented by temporary
oans from banks or other parties, in Canada or elsowhero?

Mr. McLELAN. $14,362,309.67.

LOBSTER FISHING, P. E. I.

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

Mr. FOSTEIR. It is not.

LOUIS RIEL MEDICAL COMMISSION.

Mr. COU RSOL asked, Whether the Government, after
the conviction of Louis Riel, appointed a Medical Commis-
sion to enquire into the mental condition of the prisoner;
if so, did the said commission forward a report to the Gov-
ernment, and is it the intention of the Governmont to lay
the said report before the House, and when ?

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

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

Motion agreed to.

THE NORTII-WEST-GRANTS OF
VALIN, M.P.

LAND TO MR.

Mr. CASGRAIN (Translation) moved for a return
showing all grants of land made to Mr. Valin, M. P4,

1896. s1
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in the North-West Territories, with the date of
the Letters Patent therefor, the quantity, loca-
tion, price and payments; also, all grants so made
either to Mr. Valin alone, or to others jointly with
him. Ie said: Mr. Speaker, I believe it is important that
we should know which are those of the hon. members of this
House who have received grants from the Government in
the shape of lands in the North-West Territories. My object
in making this motion concerning members of this House,
is to know whether any of them have received direct minis-
terial favors, and furthermore, whether some of those grants
of land may not conflict with the rights either with the half-
breeds, or the Indians or of certain occupiers of land. I
believe, Mr. Speaker, that the bon. member for Montmorency
(Mr. Valin), from the information I have received, is one of
those who have received some of these grants. During the
month of Docember last a meeting was to take place in the
county of Montmorency. The hon. member was invited to
attend, and certain questions were to be then and there put
to him, and ho was to be requested to make certain declara-
tions with regard to the events which took place in the
North-West. It was intended to enquire of him if, per-
chance, he had not received some grants of land from the
Government, and if, perchance, also such grants of land was
not comprised witbin the limits of the large grant of land
given to a certain company in the township of Langevin,
which said grant of land took up, in globo so to speak, the
whole of the parish of Langevin. including the church and
presbytery. Tho member for Montmorency, my hon. col-
1egue, did not deem it proper to go to that meeting; ho
dtclined the invitation, but ho was present through his
employco, whon I miglit call his factotum, Mr. Vallerant,
accompanied by other persons commonly called bullies in
English, whose object it was to use violence in order to
provent the meeting from being held. The consequenoe
was that the electors of that place were unable to obtain the
required information, and that information which might
have been useful to all the electors of the county was not
given to the public. I believo the only way to get it is to
invoke the authority of this House in order to discover the
truth, to know just the number of acres of land which the
hon. member for Montmorency has obtainod from the Gov-
ernment, where such land is located, and to what extent
these grants may affect the rights of those parties. I must
say, by the way, that the founders of these troubles at
Château-Richer have been brought before the police court
and have been variously punished, both by fine and imprison-
ment. But the object of the meeting was not attained, and
as I have had the honor to state, we have not obtained the
information which I believe the hon. member is bound to give
his constituents and to the electors of the county at large.
Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I make the present motion.

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

Ma. CASQaAIN.

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

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

" It ie assumed that the motion alluded to lands allotted to Mr. P. V.
Valin for colonization purposes."

These lands are three townships west of Long Lake, about
200 miles away from the scene of the recent troubles.
They did not interfere in any way with the troubles; they
did not interfere with the lands of the half-breeds, and upon
those lands Mr. Valin has already made a payment of over
$13,000. The even numbered sections, of course, are open
to homestead entry in the same way as other lands through-
out the North-West.

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

Mr. WRITE (Cardwell), Certainly.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I would say to my hon, friend that his
memory may be short, but ho should be more accurate in
representing what . stated. I never said he was associated,
in obtaining these lande, with the hon. the Minister of
Public Works. I never aseerted that at ail. I will give
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him the precise accusation I made against him. It is in
French, and I will read it in English:

"I accuse Mr. Valin, my colleague, of not having the courais o
coming before his electors, and of having prevented their meeting.'

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

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

OBSTRUCTIONS IN THE RICHELIEU RIVER.

Mr. BÉOHARD moved for copies of all petitions or
memorials received by the Government, since the lt
January, 1882, from riparian owners on the Richelieu River,
complaining that the piers constructed in thesaid river, near
the towns of St. John's and Iberville, by the Stanstead, Shef-
ford and Chambly Railway Company, raise the waters of the
said river, and that their lands are consequently fiooded, and
praying for relief. fe said: I wish to say a few words in
explanation of this motion, and in order to make myself
understood by the hon. Minister of Railways, I will do so in
English. Some thirty years ago, the Stanstead, Shefford
and Chambly Railway Company obtained from the Govern-
ment of old Canada powers to construct a railway bridge
across the Richelieu River, in the immediate vicinity of the
towns of St. John's and Iberville. It seems that they con-
structed the bridge upon piers which were sunk into the
river; and from the information I have received, it appears
that they sank a good many more piles than were necessary
for the bridge. Alongside that bridge, about the middle of
the river, they constructed a wharf upon these additional
piles upon which to place freight, consisting for the
most part of lumber, which is loaded on board of vessels
navigatifig that river and Lake Champlain. Now, the
owners of land on the banks of the river complain that these
piers constitute an obstruction by interfering with the
natural flow of water, andduring the spring, when the waters
of the river are very high, a considerable portion of their
lands become flooded and remain fiooded until so late a
period in the season that the only grain they can sow is
buckwheat, which, as the Minister knows very well, cau be
sown until the beginning of July. Hence, the farmers
receive little or no profit from that portion of their land,
although it is the richest soil and the most valuable part of
their farms. It is well known that on both sides of the
river the land is flat and very low, and hence, one can
understand the large quantity of land that is flooded.
I am informed also that the difference between the
level of the river at St. John's and at Isle aux Noix, a
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n distance of twelve miles, is but a trife over one Inch, which
fact shows that the flow of water is very slow, and proves
how easily it can be obstructed and the extent of
the obstruction. The farmers have been complainin
for many years. Some years ago they sont a peti-

g tion to the Governor General in Council, setting fbrth their
e grievances and asking for relief. I believe they also stated
s in their petition that the eel-weirs which exist in the river
7 also constitute an obstruction to the flow of water,

and helps to keep their farms :fooded for a long period. It
- is to my personal knowledge that, some fifteen years ago,

these eel-weirs were standing at the head of the rapids, but
they have been removed, by order of the Marine Department,
to the lower part of the rapids. Of course, I am unable to
judge as to the extent to which these obstructions raise the
water in the river, but I know that the farmers have com-
plained for years of these additional piles along the railway
bridge, as causing the water to overflow their lands for a
longer period than would be the case if no such obstruction
existed. They hope and believe that the hon. Minister of
Railways, to whose Department this matter belongs, will
give it his attention and procure them relief if it is in hi&
power. They expect that he will cause an investigation to
be made in order to see if any relief can be afforded them.

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

Motion agreed to.

SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD moved:
That a Special Oommittee of seven members be appointed to prepare

and report, with ail convenient speed, lista of Members to compose the
Select Standing Committees ordered by the Bouse on Thuwsday, 25th
uit., and that Sir John A. Maedonald, Sir Hector Langevin, Sir
Richard Cartwright and Messrs. McLelan, Bowell, Blake and Vail
do compose the said Comuiittee.

Motion agreed to.

IMPERIAL FEDERATION.

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

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Before that motion is
put, Mr. Speaker, I have a word or two to say. A question
was raised the other night as to the veracity, or, at alil events,
as to the accuracy of a statement made by me with respect
to certain words alleged to have been used by the right
hon. the First Minister. The Minister of the Interior
appeared to suppose that I had misquoted the First Minister,
or omitted a material portion of his speech, or had in some
shape or way dealt unfairly with his speech. All those
words, I think, were used by that hon, gentleman. Now,
I have obtained since then an accurate copy in the Mail
newspaper of the whole speech made by the 3irst Minister
on 23rd November, 1881, a printed slip of which I held in
my hand at the time I spoke, although I flnd the date was
printed 1883 instead of 1881, as it should have been. In
order to show the House that I have in no way misrepre-
sented or misinterpreted the hon, gentleman, I beg to read
exactly wbat he did say, and I suppose the report published
in the Mail may be relied upon. The hon. gentleman spoke
as follows:-

" Well, then, gentlemen, we are told that we want an Imperial fed-
eration. I will not trouble you with a disquisition on the subjet just
now, but I tell yon Imperial federation is utterly impracti:ale. W.
could never agree to send a number of men over to England to sit in
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Parliament there and vote away our rights and privileges. I am, as
far as this question goes, up to the handle, a Home Ruler. We will
govern our own country. We will put on the taxes ourselves. If we
choose to misgovern ourselves, we will do so, and we do not desire
England, Ireland or Scotland to tell us we are fools. We will say, if
we are fools we will keep our folly to ourselves."

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

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. What is the date?
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Twenty-third Novem.

ber, 1881. It was made before the convention in Toronto.
That was the speech from which I quoted.

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

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I did.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD-instead of 1881. And

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

Some hon. MEMBERS, Hear, hear.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Hon. gentlemen opposite

think there is something inconsistent in the statement
made by the hon. gentleman in the speech from which I
quoted and the remarks quoted by the mem ber from Centre
Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright). As a matter of fact, if the
hon. gentleman will real carefully the speech I read ho will
flnd that the passages are in exactly the same sense as the
speech from which ho has just quoted: that is to say,
that the First Minister was opposed to a form of Imperiai
federation such aswas desoribed by the leader of the Opposi.
tion in a very famous deliverance at Aurora some years ago,
in which he urged representation in the Imperial Parlia-
ment, which would involve, in the very nature of things,
the cession of some of the privileges which we now enjoy
as an independent Parliament Of this Dominion. But ho
went on further, and elaborated in exactly the same terms
that ho used on several occasions-in Montreal and other
places-a scheme of Imperial consolidation, which would
bepractieally an alliance of semi-independent kingdoms for
the maintenance of the peace of the world; and there is
ne possible inconsistencybetween the quotations which thehon. gentleman has read, as he will see upon looking at theearlier passages of the quotations which I read to.the House.

Mr. ILAKE. I wish to say-I did not observe it at the
time, else I would have taken the opportunity of correcting
him then-that the hon, gentleman used words with refer.ence to myself, which I think were hardly parliamentary.
Ho said, speaking of my reference to his speech at the St.
George's Club, that I had "foisted in the word 'beautiful.',
As the hon. gentleman bas made that statement, I may be
permitted to quote the language ofb is speech from the
Canadaa Gazette of January 7th, 1886:

" LOt us take the case Of the Dominion of Canada, every acre of whichSa beantful climat. Ti.
Sir RICHAtRCARTWRIGHT.

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

Mr. BLAKE. Not at all; I think I can settle that
question. The bon. gentleman is probably excusable for
forgetting what he spoke in 1881, but I think he should be
able to remember what he said so short a time ago as last
Friday. Hore is what the hon, gentleman said:

" He spoke about exaggeration, when I said that every acre in the
Dominion of Canada was in a healthful climate ; the hon. gentleman
foisted in the word ' beautiful.' "

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

RETURNS BE DISTURBANCE IN THE N. W.

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

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

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I would ask if it is proposed
to lay on the Table of the flouse the report of the trial of
Louis Riel, in a complote form. The •hon. gentleman will
find that very important passages are omitted from the re-
port of that trial-for instance the discussions which took
place between the counsel for the Crown and counsel for
the prisoner on motion to a ljourn the trial, the charge of
the judge, a large portion of the evidence of Charles Nolin,
and especially that portion of the cross-examination which
has relation to the insanity of the prisoner, and the argu-
ments of counsel as to the charge of the judge. Aill these
are omitted, and I would ask if it is intended to bring the
report down in a complote form ?

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

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

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

-Mr. CAMERON (Huron). The charge of the judge was
omitted, and that certainly is a very important portion of
the trial, and it certainly ought to be before the flouse.

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

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

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

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.
move for that.

The hon, gentleman can1

RETURNS ORDERED.

RetIrn Of the Receipts and Expenditure, in detail, chargeable to the
Consolidated Fund, from the lot day of July, 1884, to the lst day of
March, 1885, and from the lt day of July, 1885, to the 1st day of March,
1886.-(Sir Richard Cartwright.)

Return in the form used in the Statemant usually published in the
Gazette, of the Exports and Imports from the 1st day of July, 1884, to
the lst day of February, 1885, and from the 1st day of July, 1885, to the
lst day of February, 1886, diatinguishing the products uf Canada and
those of other countrie.-(Sir Richard Cartwright.)

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

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

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

T UEsDAY, 2nd March, 1886.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAY.ES.

SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.

Sir' JOHN A. biACDONALD, from the Special Com-
mittr Li U t .dtod tl t f M b t

lutu ppotaT'
compose the Selec
louse on the 26th1

No. 1.-O1

Abbott,
Barker,
billy,
Blake,
Bossé,
Cameron (Huron),
Casgrain,
Chapleau,
IJolby,
Costigan,
Curran,
Daly,

No.

Armstrong,
Billy,
Cameron (Inverness),

Campbell (Renfrew),
Campbell (Victoria),

Casey,
Cochrane,
Coughlin,
Daoust,

Guillet,
Hackett,
Harley,
Hesson,
Labrosse,
McIntyre,

Rinfret,
Robertion (Hastings),
Tyrwhitt,
Valin,
Ward, and
Yeo.-27.

And that the Quorum of the said Committee do constst of Seven
Members.

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

Messieurs

Abbott,
Allen,
Bain (Soulanges ,
Bain (Wentworth)
Baker (Missisquoi),
Barker,
Barnard,
Beaty.
Béchard,
Bell,
Benoit,
Bergin,

ernier,
Billy,
Blake,Blondeau,
Bossé,
Bourassa,
Bowell,
Bryson,
Burns,
Burpee,
Cameron (Huron),
Cameron (Inverness),
Cameron (Victoria),
Carling.
C(aron (Sir Adolphe),
Casey,
Casgrain,
Chapleau,
Charlton,
Cockburn,
Colby,
Cook,
Costigan,
Coursol,
Ourran,
Davies,
Dawson,
De St. Georges,
Dickinson,
Dodd,
Dugas,
Dundas,
Edgar,
Everett,
Fairbank,

No. 4.-ON1

Ferguson (Welland), Orton,
Fisher, Onimet,
Forbes, Paint,
Portin, Patterson (Esex),
Foster, Pope,
Gagné, Ray,
Gault, Riopel,
Geoffrion, Robertson (Hamilton),
Gilimor, Robertson (astng),
Girouard, Robertson (Shelburne),
Glen, Rose,
Gordon, Royal,
Grandbois, Rykert,
Ha gart, Scott,

Hall, Beriver,
Hay, Shanly,
Hickey, Small,
Hilliard, Smyth
Holton, 8proule,
Hurteau, Stairs,
Irvine, 8utherland (Oxford),
Ives, Sutherland (Selkirk),
Kilvert, Taschereau,
King, Tassé
Kinney, Temple,
Landerkin, Thompson (Antigonish)
Landry (Kent), Thompson (Elaldimand)
Landry (Montmagny), Townshend,
Langevin (Sir Hector), Trow,
Laurier, Tu per,
Livingston, Vai,
Macdonald (Sir John), Valin,
Mackenzie, Vanasse,
Mackintosh, Wallace (Albert),
Macmaster, Wallace (York),
Macmillan (Middlesex), Watson,
McCallum, Weldon,
McCarthy, Wells,
McGraney, White (Oardwell),
MeDougald (Pictou), White Hastings),
McGreevy, White (Renfrew),
Mclntyre, Wig le,

clilcen(Vaudreuil), Wilson,
McMullen, Wood (Brockville),
Mille, Wood (Westmoreland),
Mitchell, Woodworth, and
Mulock, Wright.-141.

MISCELLANEOUS PRIVATE BILLS.

Messieurs

prepare ana re VAri iiété ul HIUMUUF15 tu Allen, Glen, Mulock,
t Standing Committees, ordered by the Baker (Missisquoi), Gnilbault, Onimet,
ult., reported lists as follow Bell,:la-Pin-oaneaulto

Bossé, Hickey, Ra7 1

N PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS. Bourassa, Rolton,Burns, Homer, Robertson (Sheiburne),
Messieurs Burpee, Ives, Scriver,

Dasie, OlmtCameron (Middlesex), Jarnieson, SmalI,Davies, Ouimet,Cmeron (Victoria), Jenkins, Smyth,
Girouard. Patterson (Essex), Caron (Sir Adoîphe) Kilvert, Springer,
Hall, Robertson (Hamilton), CeKne)Srue
Laurier, Royal, Caa, Krnne, Spro,
Lister, Shakespeare, Catua, Kruz, Tair,
Macdonald (Sir John), Taschereau, CokbrLabrosse, Tass ,
Mackenzie, Temple, D n (Maskin'e), Lau ry(Taylor,
Macmaster, Thompson(Antigonish)IDesaulniers(8t.Maurlce)Landry (Kent),
McCarthy Weldon, , Laurier, Tupper,
MIntyre, Wells,Farrow, LeageVanasse,
Mills, White (Cardwell), and Fleming, Lister, Waliaoe (Albert),
Mulock, Woodworth.-36. Foster, Macmaster, Ward,

Gagné, McDougail (C. Breton), Weidon,
2.-ON EXPIRING LAWS. Geoffrion, MOMullen, Wells, ad

Messieurs Gillmor, Massue, Wright.-71.

De St. Georges, MMilla(Vaudreuil),Girouard, Montplaiir,
De St. Gerorgs, Murie),Piln (Vaurei, And that the Quorum of the said Coinmittee do coousit of 5er@q
Desaulniers(St.Maurice), Paint,

DoAlden, Glen, Mulock,
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No. 5.-ON STANDING ORDERS.

Messieurs

Auger
Bain (Wentworth),
Baker (Victoria),
Beay,
Bourbeau,
Burnham,
Cameron (Middlesex),
Casgrain,
Coughlin,
Dawson
De St. Georges,
Dodd,
Dundas,
Dupont,
Ferguson(Leeds&Gren)

Ferguson (Welland),
Gaudet,
Gault,
Gigault,
Gillmor,
Gordon,
Grandbois,
Gunn,
Hackett,
Hurteau,
lunes,
Irvine,
Jackson,
Kaulbach,
Landerkin,

Livingston,
Macdonald (King's),
M1cDougaIlf(0. Breton),
Macmilln (Middlesex),
Massue,
Moffat,
Montplaisir,
O'Brien,
Paterson (Brant),
Patterson (Resez),
Rinfret,
Sutherland (Oxford),
Wood (Brockville), and
Wood worth.-44.

And that the Quorum of the said Committee do consist of Seven
Members.

No. 6.-ON PRINTING.
Messieurs

Allison,
Baker (Missisquo),
Bergin,
Blondeau,
Bourassa,
Bowell,

Charlton,
Foster,
Innes,
Landry (Montmagny),
Somerville (Brant),

Tassé,
Taylor,
Trow,
Vanasse and
White (Cardwell).-I6,

No, 7.-ON PUBLIC ACOUNTS.
Messieurs

Bain (Soulanges), Foster,
Baker (Victoria), Grandbois,
Béchard, Holton,
Bergin, Ives,
Blake, Rilvert,
Bowell, King,
Carling, Langelier,
Cartwright(SirRichard)Macdonald (Sir John),
Charlton, Mackenzie,
Colby, McDougald (Pictou),
Costigan, McLelan,
Coursol, Massue,
Davies, Mulock,
Desauluiers(St.Maurice)Pope,
Farrow, Rinfret,
Ferguson (Welland),

Riopel,
Robertson (Shelburne),
Rykert,
Scriver,
Somerville (Brant),
Taschereau,
Townshend,
Trow,

White (Cardwell),
White (Hastings),
White (Renfrew),

Wood (Brockville), and
Wood (Westmoreland)

-46.
And that the Quorum of the said COmmittes do consist of Nine

Members.
No. 8.-ON BANKING AND COMMERCE.

Messieurs
Abbott, Fairbank,
Allison Fleming,
Baker (Victoria), Forbes,
Béchard, Fortin,
Bernier, Gagné,
Blake, Gault,
Bossé, Gigault,
Bourbeau, Girouard,
Bowell, Guilbault,
Bryson, Guillet,
Burnham, Gunn,
Burpee, Rackett,
Cameron (Huron), Haggart,
Cameron (Middlesex), Hal,
Cameron (Victoria), Hesson
Campbell (Victoria), Billiard,
Carling, unes,
Cartwright(Sir Richard)Ives,
Osagrain, Jackson,
Catudal, Jamieson,
Charlton, Kaulbach,
Cimon, Kilvert,
Cochrane, Kinney,
Oook, Kirk,
Coursol, Kranz,
Ourran, Landerkin,
Cuthbert, Langelier,
Davies, Lesage,
Dawson, Macdonald
Dickinson, Macdonald
Dugas, Mackenzie
Dundas, Mackintos,
Dupont, Maemaster,
Everett, McCallum,

McCarthy,
McDougald (Picton),
McGreevy,
McLelan,
McMullen,
McNeill,
Massue,
Mitchell,
Moffat,
O'Brien,
Orton,
Ouimet,
Paterson (Brant),
Platt,
Reid,
Robertson (Ramilton),
Rykert,
Scott,
Seriver,
Shakespeare,
Shanly,
Bomerville (Bruce),
Sutherland (Oxford),
Thompson (Antigonish)
Vail,
Vanasse,
Wallace (York),
W eldon,

(Sir John), White (Cardwell),
(King's), White (Renfrew),

Wood (Westmoreland),
Wright, and
Yeo.-I01.

And that the Quorum of the said Committee do consist of Mine
MimberJ.

ßil' afoN A. EAeDoNALB.

No. 9.-ON IMMIGRATION AND COLONISATION.
Messieurs

Allen,
Allison,
Armstrong,
Auger,
Bain (Wentworth),
Baker (Victoria),
Barnard,
Béchard,
Bell,
Benoit,
Billy,
Blondeau,
Bourassa,
Bryson,
Burnham,
Burns,
Cameron (Middlesex),
Campbell (Renfrew),
Carling,
Catudal,
Chaplea,
Cimon,
Cochrane,
Cockburn,
Colby,
Coughlin,
Dawson,
Desaulniers (Maskin'é)
Dickinson,

Dugas,
Edgar.
Fairbank,
Farrow,
Ferguson
Fisher,
Fortin,
Gagné,
Gaudet,
Grandboi
Guilbault
Harley,
Hay,
Hesson,
Hickey,
Homer,
Hurteau,
Jackson,
Jenkins,
King,
Kirk,
Krans,
Labrosse,
Landry (1
Mackintos
McCallum
McCraney

),McMillan
McNeill,

Mitchell,
Montplaisir,
Orton,
Paterson (Brant),

(Leede&Gren) Patterson (Essex),
Pinsonneault,
Platt,
Pope,
Prnyn,

s, Ray,
Robertson (Hastings),

Roui,R'oss,Royal,
Scott,
Somerville (Bruce),
Springer,
Sproule,
Sutherland (Belkirk),
Taylor,
Trow,
Tyrwhitt,
Watson,
White (Hastings),

Kent), White (Renfrew),
h, Wigle,

Wilson,
Wright, and

(Vaudreuil), Yeo.-86.

And that the Quorum of the said Committee do consist of Nine
Members.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved, with consent of
the House, that the report so far as it relates to the Select
Standing Committees on Standing Orders, be concurred in.

Motion agreed to.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjourrrnent of

the House.
Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 3:20 p. m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAY, 3rd March, 1886.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.
PRATERS.

SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:
That the report of the Select Committee appointed to prepare

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

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

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

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

And that Mr. Desjardins be added to the Select Standing Commit-
tees on Privileges and Elections, on Railways, CanaIs and Telegraph
Lines, on Printing, and on Banking and Commerce; that Mr. Amyot
be added to the Select Standing Committees on Privileges and Elections,
on Railways, Canals and Telegraph Lines, and on Miscellaneous Private
Bills; and that Mr. Bergeron be added to the Select Standing Commit-
tees on Railways, Canals and Telegraph Lines, on Standing Orders, and
cn Public Accounts."

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have no objection to the
motion of the hon. gentleman, provided that other names are
added on the different committees mentioned by the hon,
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member for Montreal East, Mr. Coursol. The hon. gentleman
proposes to add the names of Mr. Desjardins and Mr.
Amyot to the Committee on Privileges and Elections; I
suggest that two other names be added to that committee.
The hon. gentleman moves that Messrs. Desjardins, Amyot
and Bergeron be added to the Railway Committee; I would'
suggest three names in addition. Then the hon. gentleman
moves to add one name each to the Private Bills Committee,
to the Banking Committee, and to the Publie Accounts
Committee; I shall move that one more be added to each
of those committees. The hon. gentleman bas also moved
to add the name of Mr. Desjardins to the Printing Commit-
tee. If I understand the matter rightly, we have already
one too many on that committee. Mr. Foster's name was
left there by mistake, and should be withdrawn; so that,
perhaps, the hon. gentleman would leave out that portion
of his motion, teobe dealt with afterwards, so as not to cause
complication ; because the hon. gentleman knows that the
Printing Committee is a joint Committee, with a fixed
number, and that the two Houses must have the same
number.

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

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes-; no doubt.
Mr. COURSOL. I understand M-. Desjardins was on

the committee last year, and I think he was a very useful
member on that committee.

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

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

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

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved in amendment to the
amendment:

That the following Members be also added to the following Com-
mittees :-Sir Adolphe P. Caron and Sir Hector Langevin to the Select
Standing Committee on Privileges and Elections ; Mesers. Bourbeau,
Shakespeare and Hesson to theSelectStanding Committee on Railways,
Canals and Telegraph Lines; Mr. Bain (Soulanges) to xhe Select
Standing Oommittee on Miscellaneous Private Bills ;Mr. TasA to the
Select Standing Committee on Public Accounts; MIr Burns to the
Select Standing Committee on Banking and Commerce ; ani Mr. Guay
to the Select Standing oommittees on Banking and Commerce and on
Immigration and Colonisation.

Amendment to the arnendment agreed to, and motion, as
amended, agreed to.

TUE PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:

That a Message be sent to the Senate, requesting that their Honors
will unite with this Bouse in the formation of a Joint (jommittee of both
Houses on the subject of the Printing of Parliament, and that the Mem-
bers of the Select Standing Committee on Printing, viz. : Messrs. Alli-
son, Baker (Missisqioi), Bergin, Blondeau, Bourassa, Bowell, Charlton,
Desjardins, Foster, Innes, Landry (Montmagny), Somerville (Brant),
Tassé, Taylor, Trow, Vanasse, and Wbite (Cardwell) will act as Mem-
bers on thepart of this House of the said Joint Uommittee on the Print-
ing of Parliament.

Motion agreed to.

REPORT PRESENTED.

Annual Report of the Department of Indian Affairs.-
(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 5) to extend thc jurisdiction of the Maritime
Court of Ontario - (Mr. Allen.)

PROPOSED COURT OF RAI LWAY COMMIS-
SIONERS.

Mr. McCARTHY movod for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 6) for constituting a Court of Railway Commissioners
for Canada, and to amend the Consolidated Railway Act of
1879. He said: In introducing this Bill, I may say, Mr.
Speaker, that it is the same Bili I iad the honor of intro-
ducing last Session, and, practically, it is the same measure
which was introduced in a former Session, which was read
the second time and referred to the Railway Committee,
by whom it was rejected by a very large majority. The
Bill, upon being brought back to the House, was not voted
upon, and I now re-introduce it for the purpose of carrying
it through the second reading, with the hope that it may
receive on this occasion a more favorable support than it
did the Session to which I have referred. Tho provisions
of the Act are, of course, woll known to all hon. members,
and I need not offor any further explanation at present.
Substantially it is the same measure, founded on the lines of
the English Railway Commission and purporting to con-
stitute a court for the purpose of giving effect to the laws
of the land with respect to railway companies. This
flouse is aware that this is a very difficult problem to deal
with; that in the adjoining country, most of the States, a
very large number of them, at all events, have adopted in
one shape or other some form of Railway Commission;
that for the last seven or eight years the United States
Congress bas been endeavoring to agreo upon a measure
to regulate the raiLway commerce of the whole of the
country. But, as I understand, while the House of
Representatives las been able to agree to a Bill, and the
Senate has alseo been able to agree upon a measure,
both Houses have not been able to agree upon
one particular measure, so up * to this time no
law has been passed constituting a court of Railway
Commissioners or dealing with this great question by Con-
gress for the United States as a whole. No measure, sg
far as I know, seems to have given more effect to the law
or to be botter adapted for the purpose for which it was in-
tended than the Railway Com misr.ion establishod in England
in 1872. So much is this the case ihat since then that
court of commission, which was of a temporary character,
has been from time to time extended, and certain of the
powers of the commission have been enlarged; and both
parties there have agreed apparently that tife commission-
ers' powers ought to be extended; and I notice in the Speech
from the Throne, on the opening of the new Parliament,
that the late Government of Lord Salisbury broughlt it for-

1886. st



COMMONS DEBATES. MAcil 3,
ward prominently as a measure to be dealt with during
the prosent Session.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

CARRIERS BY LAND.

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

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

CONSOLIDATED RAILWAY ACT AME- NDMENT.

Mr. McCARTIY moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 8) to amend the Consolidated Railway Act of 1879.
le said : This is a short Bill, but I believe and hope that
it is one which will receive the unanimous consent of this
Hlouse. Since 1868, strange to say, in our railway legislation
we have made no provision at ahl for the rotection of people
whose property is injuriously affected y the works of a
railway eompany. There is provision made, though 1,ot
in very express language, for compensation for lands taken
but there is no provision in the case of lands injur iouly
atfected. How that omission occurred in t868, I do not
kgiow. The provision was in the Consolidated Statutes of
Old Canada; it is now the law of the land in the Province
of Ontario, but it has been omi tted, not ouly in 1868 but
again in 1879, when the law here was re-consolidated. I
propose just to add two clauses which are to be found in
the Consolidated Act of Canada, Chapter 66, Sections 4 and
5, by which companies are made responsible and bound to
pay fit compensation, not merely for lands taken but for
those which are injUriously affected by the construction of
their works.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

MEMBERS' INDEMNITY ACT AMENDM.ENT.

Mr. FA UROW moved for leave to introduce to Bill
to amend the Members' Indemnity Act. He said : Il
think most hon. members are acquainted with this short

Mr. MOCASTRm,

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

Mr. BLAKE. I would point out that as this Bill pro-
poses to increase the public charge, it is not in order to
introduce it in this way.

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

Motion withdrawn.

REVISED STATUTES OF CANADA.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish) moved for leave to intro-
duce Bill (No. 9) in reference to the Revised Statutes of
Canada. Hie said : This Billihas for its object the bringing
ino effect of the Revised Statutes of Canada, which I laid
upon the Table this afternoon. After the attention which
the subject has received in both Houses last Session, I take
it that the present Bill will be, in its progress through its
chief stages, regarded as of a merely formal character; but
at the same time it may be convenient for the House that
I should make briefly such explanations as seem to be in
point at this -stage, rather than at the second reading of
the Bill, in view of its probable formal disposition at
that stage. The House is probably aware that in
1831, the Hon. Mr. Cockburn was appointed a com-
missioner for the purpose of initiating this work, and that
under the commission ho proceeded with the preliminary
work of the revision, assisted by Mr. Ferguson, who is
one of the prosent commissioners. In the Session of 1883,
tho preliminary work of the commission having advanced a
considerable stage, a new commission was organised, con-
sisting of Sir Alexander*Campbell, flon. Mr. Cockburn, Mr.
Ouimet, Mr. Graham, Mr. Ferguson, and Dr. Wilson. Mr.
Cockburn was atterwards succeeded by Mr. O'Connor, who
served on the commission until his elevation to the bench of
the ligh Court of Justice of Ontario. These gentlemen
have proceeded with their work with the utmost diligence
since that time, and the result of their labors was the volumes
which wore laid on the Table of Parliament last Session, and
which received the careful scrutiny of a large committee of
both Houses ofParliament. I think that the opinion of that
committee, in so far as I have been able to ascertain it, was
that the work was not only carefully done, but performed
in such a way as to speak very highly for the patience and
the ability which the revisers bad displayed in preparing
their consolidation. Since the prorogation of Parlia-
ment, however, additional instructions were given to some of
the gentlemen who wore on the former Commission.
One or two names were substituted for those of gentlemen
who were at a distance and could not perform the new
duties at the city of Ottawa, and instructions were given
to those gentlemen to further revise the oonsolidation
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which had been laid on the Table lat Session, for the pur-
pose of carrying out the suggestions made by the joint
oommittee, and to include in the revision the statutes of
last Session. The volumes which I laid on the Table half an
hour ago include the resuits of the labors of those gentle-
men, and supplement the labors of the chief commissioners.
Those volumes will be found to carry out the suggestions
of the committee of both Houses of last Session. The
Acts of last Session are included, and a few further
amendments which seemed to be necessary in order
to give effect and completeness to the whole work.
It is proposed that, after the revision has been
adopted by Parliament at this Session, if it should be,
the work should be finally issued, with the statutes of the
present Session included, and that it should be supplemented
then by a third volume, embracing the Statutes of the
United Kingdorm havirg reference to Canada and in force
in Canada, Orders in Council which have the force of
law in the Dominion of Canada, and other sta-
tutes which hon. members will find in schedule B
of the volumes now on the Table, and which con-
tain provisions which the commissioners did not
deem it desirable to consolidate, partly because some of
them relate to portions of Canada less than a whole Pro.
vince, partly because some of them have a tomporary
character, and partly because some of them are of doubtful
jurisdiction as between this Parliament and the Provincial
Parliaments. When this is done the consolidation will be
complete. In stating to the House that the recommendations
made by the committee of list Session have been adopted,
I should add one qualification. The report of the com-
mittee set forth a schedule of amendments which they de-
sired to be made in the revision, and they closed with this
general suggestion :

That each chapter be numbered and given a short title, thus
<Ohapter 1-Of Interpretation of Statutes," in lieu of the long title in
the draft, and that all preambles be left out.

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

Mr. BLAKE. The business which the hon. gentleman
proposes to engage in is certainly one of some seriousness,
and, I think, should demand a little more than that formal
attention which he seemed to suppose the House should be
called on to give it. If we give it no more than formal
attention on this occasion, we shall on no occasion have
given it more. The committee only considered it during
the last Session of Parliament, and the time and circum-
stances under which the consolidation was brought down
were such as to render it impossible for the mass of mem-
bers to deal with iL. I am glad to find it brought down at
80 early a period this Session, and I hope it will receive

'something more from the House than the formal attention
which the hon. gentleman bespoke. I think it ought to,
because it involves certain questions which do not arise in
ordinary consolidations, one of the most important of which
the hon. gentleman incidentally touchel upon. I refer to
the grave and serious question which arises in our legis-
lative transactions of the power of Parliament to pass
certain laws which we assume occasionally to pass. The
hon. gentlemin has told us, what we were not informed of
in the Speech from the Throne, that since last Session ar-
rangements were made whereby the volume now
submitted is made to contain the Acts of last Ses-
sion, a perfectly proper proceeding; and he las in-
"formed us in general terms of the character of other
changes which have been mado. I took the liberty, in the
short debate which took place last Session, of suggesting
that we might find not merely additions, but perhaps also
subtractions in the process of judicious delay, and I
did not hear the hon. gentleman gratify our euriosity as to
whether those expectations have been realised. Although
ho alluded to the Acts of doubtful jurisdiction, there is one
rather large Act that was in the consolidation of which the
jurisdiction is no longer in don bt; I refer to the License
Act, commonly called the McCarthy Act. We know not
if that will appear; if not, I suppose the hon. gentleman
will inform us of the economy of space which has been
gained by the subsequent labors of his comnissioners. I
do not propose to say anything with reference to the prin-
ciple on which the consolidation has been effected just now.
&Iy bon. friend behind me pointed out last Session some
circumsiances, which I thought very well worthy of at-
tention, with reference to tue character of the consolida-
tion. It is of great consequence that it should be framed
upon just principles, and it seemed to me the suggestions
of my hon. friend were such as might well have been at-
tended to on the occasion of the further consideration which
the hon. Minister of Justice tells us has been
given to the statutes since that time. But these sugges-
tions may perhaps be more fitly made at a later stage,
when we understand exactly what altorations have been
made in the volume.

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

Motion agroed to, and Bill read the first time.

TRANSFER OF LAND IN THE N. W. T.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish) moved for leave to
introduce Bill (No. 10) respecting the transfer of rosi
property in the North.West Territories. He said:
The Bill is one which I shall have to call the atten-
tion of the House to at considerable length, perhaps,_
when I come to move its second reading, bocause it involves
not only a great many details but a great many principles
in relation to the transfer of lands in the North-West Terri-
tories, which it will then be necesary for me to invite the
House to consider most carefully. I may state now, as
intimating the general outline of the Bill, whattbe measure
proposes. I will begin by stating that it is substantially
the Bill that was introduced in thc Senate at an early
period last Session and which passed that House with a
number of amendments. I take the hberty, however, of
inviting the attention of Parlament to certain features of the
Bill which were eliminated in the Senate. It proposes, in
the first place, that there shall be four registries for land
in the North-West Terrilories: one in the Assiniboine dis-
trict, one in the Alberta district, and two in the district of
Saskatchewan. We propose in respect of titles already
existing in the North-West Territories certain provisions
which will have the effect of bringing all of them on the
register. As regards future operations in land, that
is to say in regard to all titles emanating from the
Crown hereafter, it is proposed that the operation of the
Bill shall be compulsory in the Territories. Land patents
honceforth will be forwarded to the proper registry office and
there take their place on the register; this is with a view
of beginning a thorough system of registration of titles in
respect to all future operations in land. In respect to lands
to be brought on the register, of which the titles now exist,
it is proposed that these rogistrars shall exorcise a scrutiny
for the purpose of ascertaining correctly the validity of each
title and to identify the properties to which 1he titles appear
to refer. The registrar shall thon-and this applies both
to existing titles and those to emanate from the Crown
hereafter-issue a certificate of title, and this certificate
shall, while outstanding, operate and give to the person
naumed in it an indefeasible title, such certificate to be
conclusive evidence as to the title, so that even the
rightful owner, in point of morals u-nd equity, shall have no
right to recover the property agairst the registered holder.
It will enable the transfer of land to be accomplished by
entering into a memorandum of sale, the form of which is
given in theAct. It will make the transfer exceeui ngly simple
in form, available to every land owner, without necessity for
professional assistance, and that memorandum is to be consum-
mated and the transfer of the title to be effected by pre-
sentation to the registrar, the holder of thn property being
identified and surrendering bis outstanding certificate.
This will enable land to be transferred as chattels are, as
bank stock is, and as shipping is under Acts re-
lating to these properties. Another important pro.
vision of the Bill, and one that did not meet
with favor last Session in the Senate, is that which
aims at the abolition of the distinction between rosi and
personal property. It is proposed that land shall be in the
position of chattels rosi in the North-West Territories
heoreafter, thereby at once sweeping away the doc
treins relating to rosi property, whicb encumber its
progress and transfer, and have created a good deal of
difficulty in the acquisition and transfer of property in the
older Provinces, to say nothing of the accumulation of diffi-

Mr. Thoxpsom.(Antigouish).

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

Mr. MILLS. This is, no doubt, a very important subject,
and one which, I believe, the Government -or one of their
supporters has introiuced to the attention of the House on
some previous occa ons. As early as 1873 I had the honor,
as a member of tLo Government of my hon. friend from
East York, te introduce a measure on the same subject, or
one of a cognate character, and that has been upon the
statute book froin that day tW this, but the portion of the
measure which provided for the registration of titles has
never been dealt with up to the present moment. I know
that, on that occasion, the organs of the hon. gentleman
who leads the Government took very strong ground against
the proposed change in the registration of titles for real
property. I suppose, now that thé measure emanates from
that side of the louse and has the support of the Minister of
Justice it will receive different tYeatment fram what it did
some years ago. Of course I do net know what the pro-
visions of the Bill, as introduced by the Minister of Justice,
are, but I think there were some serious defects in the
measures which the hon. gentleman on that side of the
House submitted to the consideration of Parliament on this
subject. I may mention one or two of those defects. The
Bill provided that property, on the death of an intestate,
should vest in the real or personal representative, but it made
no provision whatever for the partition of the estate. Now,,
unless that is done, there wili be really no provision for the
registration'of the estate in the interest of the various ownrs
to whom it wouid devolve by succession. Of course, I will
net say anything with respect te the provisions of the hon.
gentleman's BilH, because I have not got it before me,

6

and cannot discuss it in this respect, but I have
no doubt that it will be a very great improvement
upon the la w as it now stands -that it will greatly facilitate
the searches made in respect to titles, and will cheapon the
transfer of real property. Unless, however, the hon. gen.
tleman's Bill does provide for the registration or partition of
estates, it will certainly be defective

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

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

rREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS.
Mr. CIIARLTON moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.

11) for the more effectual prevention of Cruelty to Animals.
He said: This Bill was introduced last Session, but at too
late a date to receive the consideration of the House. It im-
poses penalties for mahiciously killing animais, for unlaw-
fully and malciously attempting tokili, for acts eof wanton
cruelty, for injury done to animals in driving, for using live
animais as targets, and for neglecting impounded animals.
It also makes provisions with regard to the transportation
of live stock on railways, the feeding of such animais,
périods of rest, care of cars, etc. The Bill, when printed
and distributed, will, I trust, in its humane and merciful
provisions, recoive the approbation of the members of this
fouse.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time,

MORTGAGES ON RE&AL ESTATE.
Mr. McMIU LL N move: for leave to introduce Bill

(No. 12) to amend the Act relating to interest on moneys
secured by mortgage on real estate. He said: In 1880
an Act was passed providing that moneys secured by
real estate mortgage, if paid after the lapse of a
certain period, could b paid off on certain condi.
tions. One condition was that the mortgager should pay
three months' interest in advance. I propose to alter
that clause, providing that three months' notice may
be given. I also propose to shorten the period from five
years to three years, as mortgages are now usually
drawn upon real estate for a period of fivo years. I also
propose to put in another clause that will permit the mort-
gagee or any other person entitted to pay the encumbrage
on any property to pay it off at a shorter date than three
years under certain conditions.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

SUPREME COURT.
Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny) moved for leave to intro-

duce Bill (No. 13) to limit the appellatejurisdiction of the
Supreme Court as respects matters of a purely local nature
in the Province of Quebec.

Several hon. MEMBERS. Explain.
Mr. LIANDRY. The title explains for those who want to

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

TIMBER LICENSES IN THE DISPUTED TERRI-
TORY.

Mr. WALLACE (York) enquired, How many applica-
tions have been made for licenses to cut timber within
what ls known as the "Disputed Territory" since 1872, giv-
ing the number in each year? fHow many Orders in oun-
cil were passed authorising the issue of such licenses,
giving the number in each year? fHow many licenses were
actually issued, stating the number in each year and the
period for which they were issued respectively ? The
amount paid for ground rent of timber limits, stating the
number of payments made on passage of the Orders in
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Council before the issue of the license and the number who
paid after the issue of license ? What amount has been re-
ceived by the Department of the Interior for dues on timber
cut under license, and how many licensees have made pay-
ments on account of dues? How many persons have at1
this moment authority by license to eut timber in the
" Disputed Territory," and fôr what periods respectively do
their licenses extend? How many permits have been issued,
in each year since 1872, toe cut timber in the "Disputed
Territory? " What amount bas been received by the Govern-
ment as dues on timber cut under sncb permits? How
marny persons are at the present time authorised to eut
timber under permit in the "Disputed Territory? " Ras
any stim, and, if so, how much, been refunded to persons
who have paid money to the Department for timber licenses
or permits but who have cut no timber under such licenses
or permits ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). In answer to the first ques-
tion, there were 308 applications made, as fol ins: in 1872,
11; 1873,2; 1874,2; 1875,5; 1876, 1; 1871,2; 1878, 1;!
1879,6; 1880, 4; 1881, 11; 1882, 26; 1883, 108; 1884,126;
1885, 3. On the second point: There were 1 15 Orders in
Council, made up as follows: 1873, 4; 1874, none; 1875,
noue; 1876, none; 1877, none; 1878, 1; 1879, none; 1880,
2; 1881, none; 1882, 1; 1883, 48; 1884. 60. On the third
point: There were 4 leases for the term of twenty-one
years, and 23 yearly lienses expiring on the 31st
Deocember of the year in which they were issued. Of
these, i was granted in 1875, I in 1876, 1 in 1878, 1 in
1880, each of those being leases for twenty.one years ;
18 were granted in 1884; 7 in 1885. Of these
yearly licenses. I may say 23 in ail have lapsed, and have
not since been renewed. lo licenses have been
issued for 1886. On the fourth point : The amount paid for
ground rent is $18,263.35 altogether. Twenty-three per-
sons paid $7,578.28, prior to the issue to them of
their respective licenses, as ground rent for 1884; twenty-
four persons paid various sums, amounting lu ail to
$5,624.81, prior to receiving the instructions for the survey
of their respective berths, but have not yet received their
respective licenses. Al the leaseholders (three) and four'
of the licensees have paid ground rent since the issue of
their respective leases or licenses. The licensees who thus'
paid did so for the year 1885, and the amounts paid by them1
was $1,005.03. On the fifth point : The lessees of twenty-
one yeers, or their assignees, have paid to this Department
the sum of $27,520.86. The holders of yearly licenses cut
no timber, so far as we know, under their licenses, and
paid no dues. On the sixth point: The following three
firms only :-The "Rainy Lake Lumber Company," "The
Keewatin Lumbering and Manufacturing Company," and
IMessrs. Dick and Banning." Ail those are cutting under
twenty-one year leases, the first named expiring in the year
1896; the second in the year 1896; and the third, who are
the assignees of W. J. Macaulay, hold two such leases, cover-
ing in ail a tract of 100 square miles. One of these leases
expires in 1899, and the other 1901. On the seventh point:
Ne permits were issued to eut timber in this Territory
prior to the year 1881 ; since that time 63 permits have
been issued as follows: 1881, 5; 1882, 14; 1883, 28;
1884, 16. We have collected the sum of $27,416.32 as
dues on timber eut under permits in the disputed Territory.
All those permits have expired. Under the regulations all1
permits expire on the lt of May next succeeding the
issue thereof ; consequently as no permits have been
issued since 1884, there have been none such in force
since May lst, 1885. T' %re bas been no refund made
to any of the parties who have paid money to the
Department, but bave eut no timber under such licensei
or permits.

Mr. WALL&oE (York).

DISTURBANCE IN THE N. W.-CLAIMS PAID.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, What amount bas
been paid from the lst July, 1885, to the let March, 1886,
on account of the recent rebellion in the North-West, or of
claims arising therefrom ?

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

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. My question covers
all the expenditure-not that of the Militia alone. ?erhaps
the Minister of Finance can imform me whether the only
expenditure made ha-, been through the Militia Department ?

Mr. MOLELAN. The statement in the Finance Depart-
ment of the amount paid fromi st July, 1885, to lst March,
1886, on account of the recent rebellion in the North-West,
or of claims arising therefromu, is as follows: Miscellaneous
Justice, including North-West Territories, $35,577.83; ex-
penses and losses arising out of troubles, including expen-
diture by the Department of Militia for transport of troops,
etc., $!,128,3 10,01; i.undry claims for losses paid, $65,790 ;
expenses of North-West rebellion losses commission,
$2,017.65; or a total of $2,231,695.49.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIG HT. Is that in addition to
the other amount ?

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

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

Mr. McLELAN. Yes.

THE PUBLIC DEBT.

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

Mr. MoLELAN. $208,522,695.15.

DIGBY PIE R.
Mr. VA[L asked, Is it the intention of the Government

to make such temporary repairs to the Digby Pier, as wilI
admit of steamers landing passengers and freight on said
Pier till the permanent work is completed; if so, when will
the work be commenced ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is the intention to imme-
diatoly proceed with the work.

DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTPH-WST-CLAIMS
COMXISSION.

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

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

SETTLERS IN MANITOBA AND THE NORTR-WEST.

Mr. CHARLTON asked, What is the number of settlers
supposed to have settled in Manitoba and the North-West
Territories in the calendar year 1885?

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

42



COMMONS DEBATES.

CENSUS OF MANITOBA, NORTH-WEST TERRI.
TORIES AND KEEWATIN

Mr. CA [ERON (Huron) asked, Hlas the census of Mani
toba, the North-West Territories and the District of
Keewsain, or either of them, been taken under the Act 48
and 49 Victoria, Chapter 3 ? If so, what, by said census, is
the white population of Manitoba, the District of Keewatin
and of the North-West Territories separately, and what is
the Indian and half-breed population in each ?

Mr. CARLING. The census of Manitoba and the North-
West Territories and the District of Keewatin has not been
taken under the Act referred to. A census of the three
districts of the North .West Territories, Assiniboia, Sas-
katchewan and Alberta, was taken in August, 1885. The
population of the three districts was as follows: Whites,
;3,344; Indians, 20,170; Half-breeds, 4,848; tAal popula-
tion, 48,363.

FLOUR SUPPLIED TO NORTH-WEST INDIANS.

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

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

TRIAL OF LOUIS RIEL.
Mr. AMYOT moved for:
Copies of all documents forming the record in the case of Her Majesty

against Louis Riel tried at Regina, including the jury list, the names of
the jurors challenged, and by whom they were challenged, the list of the
iurors empannelled, the motions and affidavits fyled, the evidence, the
incidents of the trial, the addresses of counsel and of the prisoner, the
chai ge of the Judge, the names of the Judges or Assistant Judges who
tried the case, the names of the counsel for the prosecution and for the
defence; and in short, of every document whatsoever relating to the
trial, and also of the verdict and of the recommendation to the mercy of
the Court.

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

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

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly.
Mr. BLAKE. I believe that document was very exten-

sively distributed throughout Canada, and it appeared with
the imprimatur of the Queen's Printer. I also refer to the
report, or the so-called report of the trial. The Adminis-
tration having taken the course of issuing the document
during the recess, should have submitted it all sponta-
neonsly.

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

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

oti0 "agreed to.

RESPITES GRANTED TO LOUIS RIELi
Mr. AMYOT moved for:

Copies of aIl Orders in Council respecting the several respites granted
to Louis Riel before hi execution.

Mr. THOMiPSON (Antigonish). There are no such Orders
in Council.

Motion withdrawn.

POST OFFICES IN NORTIIERN DISTRICTS.
Mr. COOK moved for:
Return of the number of Post Offices established lu the Muskoka,

Parry Sound, and Nipissing Districts, with the cost and revenue of each
office for each year respectively, since 1879.

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

Motion agreed to.

ELECTORAL FRANCHISE ACT-INSTRUCTIONS TO
REVISING OFFICERS.

Mr. CASEY moved for :
Copies of instructions or circulars issued to Revising Officers iii re-

gard to the performance of their duties under the Electoral Franchise
Act of 1885.

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

Mr. CAsir.

with reasons endorsed, directly to the applicants. Others,
as again the revising officer for the two Elgins, have re-
turned the rejected applications in batches to the persons
tbrough whom they were sent in. That is the course he bas
pursued in the east riding. In the west riding, so far as I am
aware, he bas returned no rejected applications to anybody
except the revising officer's clerk, and they have lain in the
clerk's office until the president of the Reform Association
applied for them and got tbem ; so that the personswhose ap-
plications were rejected did not know it in time to make a
second application in a more acceptable form and thereby get
their names on the list. Unfortunately, these acts of the
revising officer, who happens also to be a judge, cannot be
questioned ; bis rule is absolute ; no appeai can be bad
from it ; and it is all the more necessary that his action
should be criticised in this House, which I consider is the
proper place in which t7 criticise it, and that the attention
of the House should be given to it. I said that the
revising officer of Elgin, insisted on individual appli-
cations being made by parties claiming registration.
The result was that both parties circulated large numbers
of printed forms of applications and declarations amongst
their friends, asking them to fill them up and send
them in to the revising officer's clerk. This was done.
Now, to carry out the spirit of the Act, to carry out the
policy announced by the Premier himself last Session, the
course of the revising officer, when these applications were
sent in to him,[t conceive should have been this. He should
have simply required an intelligible statement from each
individual elector as to the qualificatiors he claimed,
and a sufficient identification of bis property, where the
qualification was a property qualification, and an intelligible
declaration as to the other points required from resident
income voters and others. Instead of doing that, he bas
assumed to treat these applications as he would a technical
pleading in court-; he bas assumed to require an absolute
adherence to the wording of the Statutes; he bas assumed
to require that no contraction of words shall be used, and
that ordinary business language shall not be sufficient,
thereby making it absolutely impossible for any ordinary
farmer, farmer's son, tenant, mechanic, laboring man, or
other person unlearned in the law, without having a copy
of the Act before him at the time of his application, to put
in an application satisfactory to this lynx-eyed official.
By such condu't he bas gone far towards practically dis-
franchising all those classes of votors. Of course their
chance is not entirely gone yet. They have still the oppor-
tunity of going to the first or second Court of Revision and
having the error of the revising officer rectified; but this
is subjecting them to great cost and great trouble; so that,
if he is not disfranchising these parties, he is imposing
upon them a tax which the law did not contemplate, as
the sole condition on which their names should be regis-
tered on the voters' list. It may be said, why did they
not consult a lawyer and get their names registered ?
Everybody does not wish to go to the expense and trouble
of consulting lawyers with regard to this matter,
and the necesmity of consulting a lawyer before we can
claim our undoubted legat rights to exercise the franchise.
We have been accustomed to see our names put on the
votera' list by the sole action of the local municipal autho-
ritie, and that is the rule in every Province as regards the
Provincial franchise. It is only in regard to the Dominion
franchise that a man must be taxod to secure the franchise.
Even a reference to a lawyer would not, in every case, secure
this right to the voter, for a great many of the applications
I intend referring to were drawn up by lawyers, and the
applications were rejected by the revising officer as incor-
rect in a technical sense. When I say these application a
were rejected on more legal quibbles, I am prepared to back
up my assertion by reading a few of the objections raised,
and giving the louse the substance of the applications
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themselves, so that the House may judge whether the objec- whether he is one or the other, and will reject the state-
tions were quibbles or not. The first case I meet is rejected ment that he is a British subjeet by either the one or the
as being illegible. The revising officer endorses these other.
words: "Many of the words are to me perfectly illegible."
I submitted the application to several gentlemen, who had An hon. MEMBER. He is a painstakæg oficer.
never seen the applicant's handwriting before, and they ail Mr. CASEY. Yes; ho bas taken all pains to find excuses
declared that every word of the application was logible; to reject theso declarations. Another application states:
while, on the other hand, some of us had considerable diffi- "I derive an income from my trade of not less than $300 annually,
culty in making ont the endorsation of the officer. I and have so dxived such income and been such resident for a number
submitted the application to the editor of a newspaper, of years, and now reside at the village of Morpeth."
a gentleman who understands manuscript pretty well, and The intoigent officer says ho "muet have been in receipt of
he said it was good copy, such as compositors would suob income far twelve înonthq next before the firet day of
declare excellent. If applications are to be rejected on the January, 18M." Hoenanot understand that, having been
ground of their being illegible to the revising officer, there for a nurber of yoars, ho muet have been thore for
though perfectly legible to other people, we can only twelve nonths.
come to the conclusion that the officer is not fit for the
place. On another application the officer endorsed that he
is the judge of the facts and that no conclusion should be Mr. CASEY. Uis names le Hughes. Here is another
stated in the declaration. Then we have another one re-oerejectod. The applicant states that his name is John
jected on the ground that "the declaration muet show that Praschau; that, by a mistako on the voters' list, bis namo
the applicant is a tenant on lease." The applicant simply and thutof his fathor lad beon exchangod; that ho bas been
states the nature of the property on which he claims to be put down as the faner and bie father as tho farner's son,
qualified, ard that ho holds it as tenant aid has held it and that le desire to ho put down as the son of the mar
as such for the required period, but he omits to say "under who owns the north haîf of lot 3, in the llth concession of
lease." I think there is a fair presumption when a tenant Aldborough. This is rofu@ed on the ground that liemuet
has held property for some time, he is holding it under state the value of tho roaI estato. Lt happons that both the
ease. IfI am not wrongly advised by legal gentlemen,a lease, faner and the son are on Ibo voters' list which the judgo
under the wording of the law, need not necessarily be a is te take as the primd Jade ovidonce, and yot ho rejects this
written document, a verbal agreement being sufficient. application and throwe then both off This man's father
Another application in which the applicant states : 'I am is shewn by the doclaration te own 100 acres in a lrosper-
a wage earner of at least three hundred annually, and have eus part ef"the country, which ie judgo muet have known
derived such wages and have been such resident for one 10 b;3 worth mnch more than $300, and if thnt le not prind
year before the first of January, 1886," is objected to becauso Jade evidonce I do net knuw whaL is. liore is another case
the word " dollars "is omitted, as if the applicant could have in which the judge objocte te a man ststing ho is a British
meant cents; and again on the ground that "wage-earner " subjet by birth or naturalisation, and ho goos further. The
is not sufficient, that the applicant "muet derive an income man States
from his earnings." I take that to be a technical quibble. Iar the son of Donald Campbell, of the Township of Howard in
We know that a wage earner means a laborer in Sore the County of Kent, who is the occupant and owner of the south bah',
calling, and not a salaried official, or he would call himself
so. 1 do net think it je the officer'e butiness whàt the The judge endorees this:
man'e calling je, se long as ho jesiown te derive an inceo, Il su he a British eubject by birth or by naturalisation? Whih l ait?
wage or ealary, of $300 from whatever lie dees. Hie legalIn what nunicipaliy i8 the land situated?
description is net entered on the voterh' lisi; ho ie mcroiy The man swears he is fthe son of Donald Ca~mpbell eft HUb 1a
put down as an incemo voter, and it does not malterlnthe lotiluerufo a twnsi , and as been a roiie t thereon
Iast freni what source ho derivod an income, so long with h e father for eue yer bofore the let January,

as it ie net from an inveelment eut of Canada. flore e a and this intelligent officiai wnts te kna w tm? munici.
vcry remarkablo case : A man applies to bo rogistered, pality in whic i T is situatod after boing told the lot, tho

'ing ho ie owner of a lot on sucli a concession ini sucl townshipa snd the county, and that te man lias roeided
a township, and is assossed on the same for the eum of $150.upon it continuoly f r a certain t hre. The appli-
The officor endorses: "l if it je net tee late and hisnane cant in this case is net a Conservative. onre are severa
appoars on the asseommentroll at a valuation of $150, it xsy thers endorsed "ote hlatfo, liot printed." This recl s the
bo ontere d; torwiee net." Hoe objecte to a refereucote remark I uade befoi e that notice shoud have hn given of
tho new assosmment roll as a proof of value, bst if the narne the time when the liet would e printed se that applications
is on the old assoasmont roll ho je willing te keep it. What mighl ho put in beforo that date,.flore is one who
right lias lie te objeet te the new rolHo is obliged by swearse an the son of Donald Shaw, who own certain
section 16 te take the assessmentroll as prima' facie evidenc land whieh s worth $6,00v, and that lie las been a reidont
of the value. It will be rather startiing te hon, gentlemen on th said and at leiston e year prier te lin Janary,
cucerned in the paesing of the Act asat Session to ho told 1886. Tho tudgesys ho must have bo n a residont kcon-
that wagee earned wi Il net qualify. "l t e not sufficient t tinuously" on thcfahm. Wel, if ho were dating with a
earn wagoe," ys thierevising efficer-you mut"Il deriv f an p!eading in court upon whichs. large sura of mney
income." But how caui a marioarn wage sud still hoasid depeded, peroapcstu quibbling might o defnded,
net te derive an income from hie work in moey or money's but te require fren a t armer,s son who fille up hie
worth. Tl ije a peculiar state of thinge that ne eue can own declaration su an amount of legs1acumen
und erstand. I think it ienly the m"d of a reviIing as te insert ovory particular word would b t
officor that couid concoive such a state of thinge. flore ie requiro impessibilitios, and teo make it impossible for theso
anoher one rejected betaush the legal description et the eruns te ho rogieterod. Another prson swars ho as
applicantgje net inserted. argued before, that there is no been occupant of a lot for a certain tim, doscribing it
nodessity to inoert the lega description. It e snobedy's definitely, and thorovising offlecr canet make eut in what
business what the mao ver sen ig ds hoas the required municipality that je situated. ihie again is the type of a
incere. Again, another point s made that the dciaration cosiderablo rumber on which I ask the judigmont of the
ays:wIham anBitish subjet by birth or naturalisation"10. ouse and of tle iawyere in tle fouse. Tho applicant
ad our inteigont reviseing o jcercays ho muet stato doolareî that ho dorivosI"an inoomo a a railway ou-
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ployee suficient to qualify as a voter under this Act."
The judge states that he" should state facts and not con-
clusions. The returning officer and not the declarant is to
judge of the right to be placed on the voters' list," meaning
that he should state the amount of his earnings. I think,
as the revising officer is only to require primd facie evi-
dence the solemn declaration should be sufficient, but I
admit that that is not such a giaring case as some of the
others I have ïuoted Here is another person who claims
to be registered as a fisherman, because he bas boats and
nets to the value of $200, and continues:

"I am a tenant of property for which I have paid rent of $40 per
annum for the lait two year.'

le is rejected because he cannot be registered as a fisher-
man unless ho owns real estate besides bis nets, &c., and
unless he is a tenant under lease. He is disqualified
because he bas omitted the words "under lease." I have
seen, though I have not in my hands, any number of
other rejected applications from the other riding of
Elgin, rejected for even more frivolous ressons than
these. In one case it was because the applicant stated
that he bas been the occupant for one year Ipreceding"
the lst January, 1886, instead of one year Inext
before" the lst January. This keen-sighted judge saw
such a distinction between -,preceding" and Ibefore" as
to invalidate the application on that account. In another
caso a young friend of mine put in an application for
a second person, which was rejected on the grounds that it
was not in due form. To make that right ho put in
a second application in the words of the Act, "in money or
monoy's worth," and that was rejected because it did not
say whether it was in money or in money's worth.
Probably some of my friends in the neighboring riding
have such instances to bring up, and I will not go into any
more of them. I wish to say, in a general way, of this
lino of conduct, that it is simply an act of oppression and
taxation to the persons who are duly qualified to vote, but
who cannot obtain the legal recognition or right without
being nut to the trouble and expense which this proceed-
ing will cost them. Undoubtedly these persons will ap-
ply to the preliminary or final court of revision to get
these quibbles set asido and have their rights recognized;
but that will involve a large expense to these parties, and
probably it will also involve a considerable expense to the
conntry. I do not yet know upon what scale the revising
officers are to be paid for the work, but it is reasonable tu
suppose that the pay will have some relation to the extent
of thoir work; and if they can show that they have a large
amount of work to do on this primary revision, in all pro-
bability they will claim larger salaries on account of it,
even if they a-e not paid by the day while they are doing
this work. We know it is to the interest of the revising
officer to make as much work for himsolf as he cau by
forcing people to go to the primary or final court of revis-
ion instead of putting the names on the first list. I do
not say this gentleman is doing it for that purpose,
because I do not pretend to see into bis motives; but it
is a temptation to any irresponsible official in that position,
to make work in the hope of making pay for him-
self, and that temptation ought to be removed - I say it
will be a sourc3 of cost to the indvidual and to the com-
munity to deal with the primary applications in the way in
which these have been dealt with. I hope the flouse will
express such an opinion on the matter as will prevent other
revising officers from acting in a similar way, and perhaps
prevent this one from acting in a similar way in the future.
But there are other matters besides applications on which I
want tuobe informed, and which I intend to cover by my
motion. If the motion is not sufficiently explicit to cail
for them, I hope I shall be allowed to amend the wording of
it in suchaseuseas to obtain the information I want. Iam

Mr. CAss

informed that instructions, and letters, have been sent to
revising officers in regard to the cost of printing votera' liste,
which I take to be a part of their duty, as expressed in my
motion; and I intended to obtain those instructions along
with the other papers by the motion I proposed. If the
Minister will state to me whether be considers th.s motion
sufficient, and will consent to its amendment ifnot sufficient,
i shall ho obliged to him. The Act calls undoubtedly for a
considerable amount of printing, and we want to know
whether we are getting it in the cheapest way possible, if
any competition is allowed for it, or whether the printing
of the lists is given entirely at the wiil and pleasure of the
revising officer; also what the probable amount of it is likely
to be in each constituency. With these remarks, 1 simply
ask the Minister in charge of this subject, for any
explanations ho may give as to what instruction are issued,
or will be issued, and when they will be brought down.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. There is no objection to laying before
the flouse copies of the Orders in Council, circulars and in,
structions, or rather suggestions, that have been sent to the
revising officers by the Department which bas undertaken
the administration of the Act. My hon. friend, I suppose,
does not expect me to answer bore the brief that ho bas
laid before the louse against the actions of the revising
officer in the division which is represented by the hon.
gentleman. According to the Act, one of the functions of
the revising officers is to makre a compilation of the votera
to b3 put upon the list. He is to obtain h:s information
firom the lists of voters already existing, from the assess-
ment roils already existing, of which he is to get copies
and that information i to be prima facie evidence that the
voter's nrue should be put on the ist ; while it is also the
duty of the revising officer to get any other information
that he may procure to assist him in preparing these lists.
It may be, as the hon. member bas said, that some of the
revising officers have understood that, either by necessity,
or by the interpretation they gave to the Act, they have
not to go beyond the voter's list and the assessment rolls
already existing, in preparing their first list. Others,
however, interpret the Act as allowing them to take
other information to aid in the compilation of the list
which they have to publish before the firat of March.
of course, the reviting offiers have a certain amount of
discretion in the exercise of their duty. The hin. gentle.
man bas pointed out some of the inconveniences under
which they labor. These might be remedied at the first
revision; certainly at the last revision. With regard to
the applications which appear to have been rejected, and
which the bon. gentleman has partly read to the House,
if there is any inconvenience it is that which necessarily
arist s from the working of a new Act which extends
the franchise in this Dominion. Nobody will deny that in
the first application of the law there will necessarily ho a
certain amount of difficulty, trouble and inconvenience; but
I think, aiso, every one will admit that after the Act gets
thoroughly into operation there will be much less difficulty
and friction, and that system will be found to be easier than
the present system of registering votes, and will be found
to work more satisfactorily, more impartially, and less sub-
ject to partisanship in preparing the lists. I hope, and [1am
sure the country hopes with me, that after a little while
there will be far less htigation before the courts than we
have seen heretofore in the contestation of the liste. The
lists, as prepared according to this Act, will ho more com-
plote, botter made and more satisfactory in every respect;
and if, after exporience, it is found that any amendments are
required, they can be adopted, so as to make the law more
intelligible and give less trouble in its administration.

Mr. CAMERON (Kluron) I think the Kouse was
fairly entitled, at the hands of tho Minister who has nder-
taken to reply to my hon, friend, to tome explanation amtg
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the conduot of the revising officers whose actions are'
called in question by this motion. It is not simply the
statement of the hon. member from West Elgin (Mr. Casey)
we have to deal with, but the hon, gentleman has
fortified his position by sworn declarations made by nearly
a score of persons who applied to be put upon the votere'
list in the ridingof West Elgin. And so far as one eau
judge from the declarations, they appear to be a full
compliance with the letter as well as with the spirit
of the law. Yet we have this revising officer promptly
rejecting those applictions and refusing to put those
name3 on the voters' lists, and the hon. gentleman
does not think it necessary to give any explanation or say
a word in regard to that grave charge. The hon. gentleman
states that they ex pected to have a little difficulty, a little
rasping in the working of the statute at the beginning. We
so stated last Session; but the hon, gentleman and other
hon. gentlemen declared that it would work with perfect
ease, that there would be no difficulty in working the
statute, and that justice would be done to both sides of
olities. Well the explanation which the hon. member
as given shows very clearly that justice is not being done

to somebody. The Secretary of State says: IlWell, it
is truc that those mon may have failed in their applications,
but, if they failed to get upon the preliminary list, they may
be admitted at the final revision." But the hon gentleman
forgets the expense, and trouble, and worry, and annoyance
endured by those men, who by the letter and spirit of the
law are entitled to vote and are yet called upon
to make an application before the revising officer
to be put upon the voters' list in that way. I
would ask the hon. gentleman what guarantee there is, if
the revising officer bas rejected an application, backed up
by the sworn declaration as to qualification, in making the
preliminary list, that the same officer will not, upon soma
pure technicality, reject the application on the final revi-
sion. Then the applicant is helpless; be has no remedy,
he has no appeal. For hours, nay, for days, we urged on
the floor of Parliament last Session that the Government
should give the voter some protection against the partisan-
ship or misconduct of revising officers, by allowing an
appeal to the Sup-rior Court, but we wero told that thore
would be no remedy and no appeal. Elon. gentlemen
declared they were appointing a class of mon who would
be above partisanship, who would deal out fair play to
both sides of politics, who would do justice as between man
and man; and yet we sec the kind of justice that is being
meted out in the riding of West Elgin. West Elgin is not
an isolated case. There are many instances and cases
where returning officers have pursued precisely the same
course. To some extent, I think, the responsibility rests
on the shoulders of the Gûvernment. They did not pre-
pare rules or give sufficient instructions to the revising
officers to secure a uniform practico, or if the Govern ment did
i'ue such instructions, the officers paid no respect to
them. In one county you will find the revising officer
positively refusing to give to those on one side of politics
the slightest indication as to the mode of procedure or as
to the time when ho would make up the preliminary
list. In another county we find the officer, alive to
the necessity of doing juastice between man and man, giv-
ing proper notice. I know an instance in which the
revising officer told those on one side of politics that, if
the lis. was placed in his hands on a certain day, that
would be sufficient; but whon the lit was placel in hi@
bands two weeks before the day named, ho rejected it on
the ground that it was to-> late. Yet we are told there is
no friction and no injustice done. There is injustice done
ail round from the beginning to the end of the matter, and
we have the proof in the statement made by the hon. met-
ber for West Elgin. I know a case in whioh the revising
officer, when the list was put into his hand-and the same

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

Some hon. MEM BERS. Name, name.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Do not be alarmed ; you

will get the name in abundance ottime to suit your pur.
poses as well as mine. I know another case in which,
when the Liberal list was placed in the hands of the
revising officer, he called into his office the le.-ling Conser-
vatives of the locality and consulteit with thcm on the
subject. Such difficulties have crept in at every stage
of the proceedings. There has been placed in my
bands, within a short time, a long list of names of
mon who applied to be put on the votera' list in a certain
riding, who made what I elieve to be the proper declar.
ation, but were rejected, some without reason and some
with reason, by the revising offiler. Let me give you,
Mr. Speaker, a few samples to supplement the statement
made by the hon. member for West Elgn (Lir. Cascy). I
understand that the revising officors before entering on
the discharge of their duties held a meeting in Toronto
and laid down certain rules for theirguidance. One was that
if an applicant desired to get on the preliminary list, and
made declaration of his qualification, the rovising officer
should put that name on the list. Well, I hold in my
hand a doclaration made by an itidividual, and it reads as
follows

." I am a resident of the said electoral district and am in receipt of an
income ainouuting in money or rnnysWorth to Dot Ici. than $300
annualy, a ndbave reepive arsch inome for one year before January,
1888, aud reside (at 8o and 8o) in the said electoral district."

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

Sir JOIN A. MACDONA.LD. Will the hon. gentleman
allow me to interrupt him. It will be 6 o'clock in five
minutes. There cannot be any business done afterwards,
becanse from 7 o'clock we take up Private Bils, thon
Public Bills and Orders, Governmont Notices of Motion
and Goverument Orders. Thero will, therefore, be no
necessity for our coming back again.

Mr. BLAKE. Tho bon gentleman is quite right.
Under the Orders of the House there is no business we can
do to-nighf. R ETURN ORDERED.

Return showing the number of convicts in the Dominion Peniten-
tiaries for the years 1884-85, who wore employed at work that com-
petes with free labor; the kind of work employed at; thi number
employed at each kind of work ; the nurmber employed outside by con-
tractors; and the amount received per day by the Government for each
coniot go erployed and where the good aso manufactured were
disposed of.-(hlr. Wilson.)

Sir JOH N A. MA&DONALID moved the adjournment
of the House.

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

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

THunSDAY, 4th March, 186.

The SPEAKRa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

FRAYEa•

PIRIVATE BILLS PETIT[ONS-EX PENSION OF TIME.

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

Motion agreed to.
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FIRST READINGS.

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

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

INSOLVENT BANKS AND FINANCIAL
INSTITUTIONS.

Mr. EDGAR, in moving for leave to introduce a Bill
(No. la) further to amend an Act respecting insolvent
banks, insurance companies, loan companies, building so-
cieties, and trade corporations, said: The object of thi
Bill is to confer upon employees of insolvent companies the
same privileges as to preferential claims for wages, that
were given to employees of traders under former Insolvent
Aets, esnecially the Act of 1875. That is the sole object
of the Bill, and I think it is one that will commend itself to
the louse.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

ELECTORAL FRANCHISE ACT-INSTRUCTIONS TO
REVISING OFFICERS.

The Iouse resumed the consideration of the proposed
motion of Mr. Casey for copies of instructions or circulars
issued to revising ofmcers in regnrd to the performance of
their duties under the Electoral Franchise Act of 1885.

Mr. CAMEROT (Huron). I pointed out yesterday. Mr.
Speake', some of the difficulties that applicants desirous of'
having their names placed on the voters' lists had to
encounter, by the strict mode in which the revising officers
interpreted the law, and in some cases owing to the difficul-
ties they had to encounter because the revising offiners acted
in deflance of the law. I pointed out that some of the revis--
ing offloers in the various municipalities had rejected names
that were sent in duly fortified by a sworn declaration. I
say this is ail wrong and it ought to be checked by the
Administration. These facts must have come to tbe notice
of the Government of the day, and the Goverinment ouht
to have takeni proper precantions ind stnps to see that the
parties who wcre entitled to be placed upon the voters' list
should have a fair opportunity of being placed there. I com-
plained, and I still complain, that so far as we know the
Governmont did not issue to the revising officers
proper instructions - instructions that would, at al]
events, procure a uniform practice and uniform pro-
cedure among all the revising officers. It will be recol-
lected that when we were discussing the Franchise Bill in
the last Session of Parliament, we pointed out the various
difficulties that the Liberal partv would have to encounter
in perfecting the voters' lists in so far as they were con-
corned. We pointed out that those officials, being appoint-
ed by the Government, would ho in almost every case the
friends of the Governmont. and that the chances were that
one side of politics, the Liberal party, would not get thei
justice that they were entitled to have at the bands of thei
revising officers. These mon, of course, receive their ap-
pointments fro te Government ; thcir emoluments cnti rely
depend upon the Government; and I notice that the Firsti
Minister, with his usual craft in political matters, did noti
fix the emoluments last Session ; that important item wasj
kept over until the revising officers had performed the1
most important of their functions, whieh is the preparation1
of the prehiminary votera' lists. We have in many instancesi
serious reason to complain of the way the law is beiDg
administered. I do not mean to say -far from it -that ail
the revising officers are partisans. There are many who are!
fully aive to the propriety of dealing fairly with both par.
ties, and who discharge their duties fairly and honestly,i
andigeannot be led; even a hair's breadth from the!

Mr. oDeàa.

path of duty by the leader of the Government. But
on the other hand, we know there are revising officers who
do not adhere either to the letter or the spirit of the law in
any sense, and whether they are revising officers or judges
who are revising officers, the same statement applies; and
be they judges or not I am prepared to assume the respon.
sibility of stating that in many cases they are not acting
fairly with the electors of this country. I noticed in the
Conservative press that after the appointments of the revis-
ing officers were made, the Governiment got credit for
appointing the judges. They said the Government had
appointed in nearly every case the county court judges.
1 say the First Minister is entitled to no credit for appoint-
ing the county judges. We fought the question on the
floor of Parliament day in and day out and night in and
night out, and it was only by the persevering and firm and
determined attitude of the Liberal party that we compelled
the First Mfinister to promise that as far as practicable he
would appoint judges revising officers. But the right
hon. gentleman was equal to the emergency. He appointed
in several counties junior judges; in c xinties where junior
judges were no more required than is a third wheel to a cart.

'hey were appointed revising officers-they, fresh from
the political struggles in which they had been engaged;
and the right hon. gentleman made them in every
single instance revising officers. I am bound to
say, with respect to some of them, that they have so
far discharged effectually and well the duties they were ex-
pocted to discharge by the Government when they wera
appointed. I say every obstacle is thrown in the way of
voturs gotting upon the lists by some of the revising
offi cers. I do not charge all with it, as I have already
said, but by some of them every technicality that will
assist them in rejecting a voter is employed, and the appli-
cations are rejected accordingly. The Secretary of State
told us that we might naturally expect to have these
difficulties in the initiatory stops for the enforcing of the
Act. That was not the language made use of by hoa. gen.
tlemen opposite when the Bill was up last Session ; but we
find the difficulties are here and meet us at every siep, and
the Secretary of State gives us consolation by sayin g that
we miay expect then. If we have them in the preliminary
stops, and when a mana makes an honest application fortified
by an honest declaration uuder oath, what may we expect
from some officers when they prepare the final voters' liists
and when there is no appeal whatever from their decisions ?
[ say an electoral body can be placed in no more un-
fortunate position. A political party can be placed in
no more unfortunate position than we are placed in
by the effects of this Bill. There are some cases, many
cases, the cases cited by the hon. gentleman for West Elgin
(Ur. Casey) in which even the Secretary of State would not
undertake to justify the action of the returning officer. The
hon. gentleman said nothing in justification of the course
pursued by the revising officer in those cases cited. The
hon. member had clear and positive testimony under oath
from those men that they sent in their applications to the
returning officer and that the revising officer refused to
put their names on the list. So gross an outrage was
co umitted and so scandalous was the conduct of the revising
officer that even the Secretary of State would not undertake
to justify it. I propose to fortify the statement made by
my hon. friend from West Elgin by referring to two or
three more cases, because it is well that the revising officpra
should undertand that Parliament is bound to discuss and
should discuss their conduct where clear cases are made out.
I should be very sorry to call in question the action of the
judges and revising officers, unless fortified with the neces-
sary documents placing the charge beyond the region of
possibility or doubt. I hold in my hand two applications
made to be placed on the voters' lists by two gentlemen in
a certain constituency in western Ontario.
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Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Name the county.
Mr. CAMIERON (Huron). You are very anxious to get

information.
Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I want to get the truth.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). You always want to get

information on everything.
Mr. SPEAKER. Order, order.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I hold in my hands two decla-

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

" That I am a resident within the said electoral district, and derive an
incorne frorn my earnings, in rnoney or money's worth, of flot iessu than
$300 annually, and have so derivedsucbincome and been lssc a resi-
dent for one year next before the lt day of January, 1886, and now re-
side in the said township."
I say, Sir, that that is a compliance with the law, and I
think I can challenge even the Minister of Justice upon
that point. Sub-section 6, section 4, provides:

" Io a resident within such electoral district, and derives an income
from his earnings, in money or money's worth, or fron some trade,
office, calling, or profession, or fron some investment in Canada, of
not less than $300 annually, and has so derived such income and been
such resident for one year next before the said lst day of January, &c."

I say that this declaration is a declaration within the spirit
and letter of the law, and yet this revising officer rejected
that declaration, and sent it back to the man who made it,
and he had not an opportunity of correcting the mistake,
if there was any. I think I can also, in this case, challenge
the Minister of Justice to make any correction upon this1
declaration; and yot the revising officer, for reasons best
known to himself, rejected it. It may be said: What
wrong is done to the man, since he has the right to appeal1
to the court of final revision to have his name placed on thej
roll ? Sir, if this man is to be at the mercy of the revisingi
officer, who rejected his application in the first instance forg
no legal reason known to anybody, and that does not appeari
upon a careful reading of the Statute-if he is rejected upon
such grounds as I have mentioned, what reason has the
applicant to suppose that greater justice will be meted outi
to him in the final court of revision ? I say that under
these circumstances a man bas little chance of getting on
the voters' list. I will give you another case. Here is an1
applicant who wishes to be placed on the list in a constitu-r
ency in western Ontario, and his declaration under oath ia
as follows:-

"I derive an income from my earnings in money, of not less than $300
annually, and have so derived such income and been such resident for
12 months prior to January lst, 1886."

Well, Sir, upon reading the Statute one would naturally
suppose that that was a sufficient declaration to justify a
man being placed on the list, but in this case the applica-
tion was rejected, and why ? The revising officer says,4

7

first, ihe should show that he derives ean income from hii
earnings. Well, I say that the man does swear to that.
Another reason assigned by the revising offleer is :

" That he should state 'that he las so derived each income sud ha
been such resident for one year next before the firet day of January, A.D.
188.'"ý

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

" That he is in receipt of an income from bis occupation and calling as
carpenter of $300 and over, annually, and was so in receipt of said in-
come as aforesaid and resided as aforesaid for one year next prior
to, etc."

Observe, this applicant says "lnext prior " to the lat of
January, 1886, and this revising officer to whom the appli-
cation is made, rejects it because he did not use the words,
9 next before," instead of "next prior to." Well, I had
supposed that in these modern times common sense would
prevail in such matters as these. I recollect, and the Minis-
ter of Justice recollects the time when, if a man did not
cross bis "t's " and dot his "lP'a,' he was subject to a demurrer
and the proceedings might be set aside. Ithought that wo
lad got beyond that stage, but these wise revising officers
are introducing the old system and if an " i " is not dotted or
a "t" crossed, the man who is applying for those rights which
every freeman loves, is deprived of them, because the re-
vising officer stupidly says the man has used the words
" next prior to" instead of "next before." Here is another
case in which the qualifications are stated in the following
words:-

"I have been for twelve months prior to the st of Jauur, 1886, and
am now, a resident of St. Thomas, and my wages are POOor more
yearly, and were such for one year prior to the lot of January, 1886."

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

of wages amounting to $300 a year, and was in receipt of the same for
twelve monthe prior to January lst, 1886."

The revising officer rejects this application because lie says
the applicant should swear that ho is a resident "within "
the city, whereas the man swears, "I live in the city."
The revising officer finds a distinction between in the city
and within the city. Perhaps the Secretary of State will
be able to point out where ho bas erred in that respect.
He makes this further objection : that the applicant should
state that ho derives an income from his earnings, while
the man swears that ho is in receipt of an income of $300
from his wages. What are his wages but his earnings ?
and yet this revising officer, appointed by this Government
to do justice botwoen man and man, sees fit to reject this
man's application on that ground.

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

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I do not care whether ho is a
judge or not. The matter bas been published for weeks,
not only in the Opposition press, but in the Mail newspaper,
and it was the duty of the Government to draw this officer's
attention to the misinterpretation of the law lie was laying
down, and compel him, on pain of losing bis place, to deal
fairly between man and man. It is said that this man bas
rejected Conservative votes on the same grounds. I do not
care for that; it only shows how unfit h is to ho placed in
a position so sacred and important as that of revising
ofcer. Here is another application, in which the appl-
cant's lawyer, instead of writing January in full, contracted
it to Jany., and the revising officer imagined that there was
some other month in the year that commenced in the same
way, and rejected the application because January was not
spelt in full. In no court are such technicalities as these
allowed to prevail; and here the law ought to be interpreted
in a liberal and generous spirit, and if there is a doubt of a
man s right to vote, that doubt ought to ho decided in favor
of the voter until there is an opportunity of finally testing
it at the court of revision. But in cases wbere there has
been no doubt whatever this and other revising officers
have rejected the namos of applicants. Not so has the law
been administered in other cases. We have given some
instances in which the applications, verified by the proper
evidence, have been rejoctcd. The revising officers had a
formal meeting in Toronto, and decided that the nanes of
applicants who made proper application, accompanied by a
sworn declaration, should be placed on the list, and that no
other names should be placed thereon except those on the
assessment roll and the voters' list. But some of these
revising officers, in clear defiance of the law and of the
statements of the First Minister last Session, have placed
hundreds of names on the lists without any declaration
having been made. W e know that in more than one
county, where there are Indians, the revising officer bas
placed the names of from 56 to 448 Indians on the list
without any application having been made by them. Some
prominent Conservative has been sent to the Indian agent,
and has got the names from him.

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

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). If the hon. gentleman will
take the trouble to enquire lu the different constituencies
where there is an Indian population, ho will find the truth
of my statement. I am told on credible authority that the
names of Indians have been placed on the list without any
application having been made by them, and I say that is
not in accordance with the statement made last Session by
the First Minister, who assured us that Indians should be
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treated like white men-that if they made application to
the revising officer and showed their right to vote, that
their names would be placed on the votera' list. I am told
further that in some cases where the Indians did not want
their names to be put on the votera' list at all, their names
appear on the list, and they are entitled to vote at the
next parliamontary election. Now, Sir, these are some, but
by no means all, of the objections we have to the conduct
of these revising officers. The fact is, some of them do not
obey the law ; they do not care for the law ; they are a law
to themselves; they do as they please. If the Govern-
ment has given them instructions, and they do not obey
the Government and the law, they have no right to be
there, and the sooner they are made aware of that the
botter. I complained last night, and I complain again, that
there is a want of uniformity in the practice. In some
constituencies the revising officers give notice of every
step taken. That is proper. Some do not give any notice,
and they decline to give any information to one aide of
polities. By referring to the Statute of last year, yon will
find that by sections 19 and 20 the re'rising officer is bound
to hold a court for the preliminary revising of the votera'
list, and section 20 provides that any person who desires to
be placed on the votera' list- -

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

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

" The list of votera under the Dominion Electoral Franchise Act
have been completed, and no more nanes will be added, until the final
revision in July."

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

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). It is in the Mail, the organ
of the Opposition, and the paper they swear by. It bas
gone abroad to the electors of Toronto that nobody can
apply to be put on the votera' list at this preliminary
court. Whether the paper be wrong or right, this mislead-
ing paragraph bas gone abroad to the public. I am told,
however, that the Mail is not wrong and that the revising
officer has so decided. If that be so, ho bas gone in the
teeth of the Statute, and I hope the Goverument has not
given instructions to revising officers to so decide. It is
said the Government have found that the costs of printing
the lista will reach so enormous a sum that they have
decided on putting a veto on adding names at the prelimin-
ary court, as in that case the lista will have to be printed
twice after the preliminary revision. That somebody is at
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fault is perfectly clear. In the working out of the Statute
we meet with every kind of difficulty, not only difficulty
raised by the revising officer, but an amount of labor,
worry and expenee that no man except hon. members
on this side contemplated whon we were discussing the
Bill last Session. The worst wish I have for hon. gen.
tlemen opposite is that they may have the same labor,
worry and trouble, and the same annoyance and expense,
as we on this side, in looking after the lista. In the first
place, before the preliminaries are prepared we have to
attend every polling division to see who ought to be put
on the list, and after the list is publishod the work bas to be
done over again to see how many Tories have been put
on and Liberals struck off who ought not, and we have
to go to the expense of subpænaing voters who have been
left off, in order that they may establish their right to
vote. There ia only one way of rectifying the wrong and
undoing the mischief and relieving candidates from all this
worry, and annoyance, and trouble, and expense, and I
trust that way will ho adopted before long; that is, to re-
peal the Act from beginning to end.

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

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

Mr. COOK. When a very tough case comes up the Gov-
ernment require a good digestive organ to swallow it, and
in this case they have selected the proper person. The
hon. member for Huron (Mr. Cameron) bas said that we
want justice. It was stated last Session by the Government
that justice would be meted out all round. That reminds
me of the story of the Irishman who went to a lawyer. The
lawyer said: You want justice; ho said: No, I want law.
That is what the Government want to-day. They do not
want justice, but they want to carry the election by means
of the revising barristers, and therefore last year they in-
sisted on forcing upon the country this iniquitous measure
-a measure more iniquitous than any known. The bon.
member for East Hastings (Mr. White), I am told, bas
boasted ho was one of the men who strongly urged the
Government to pass this measure, and because the chances
for his re-election would be nowhere without it. He stated,
I am told, tbat he had worked among his ILdian friends and
had converted them ail to Orangeism, so that he was sure of
their support. I can refer to other places where there are
Indians ; I can refor to an island in a certain lake where
there is an Indian settlement, who, I know, refused to allow
a Conservai ive to go in there and form a Conservative as-
sociation, and, in consequence, the revising barrister re-
fused to put them on the list, giving as a reason that he
did not believe tbey were in the constituency over which
ho had jurisdiction. I should say, from the attitude taken
by the hon. member from Hamilton to-day, it was fortunate
he had not been appointed to the position of junior judge of
his constituency, therefore entitling him to the position of
revising barrister from the course taken in this matter by
the Government, as it is quite plain what course ho would
pursue in making up the electoral list. I could point
to a revising barrister in one constituency who entirely
rejected declarations, although the junior judge in the
adjoiniDg constituency accepted exactly similar declara-
tions. 1 would like to know what my hon. friend from
Hamilton thinks of that. Yes; and there was an
expense beyond that of the Government, which is going
to be enormous-an expense to the Liberal party
Names were selected, and the revising barrister in that
constituency refused, and still refuses, to give any infpr-
matièn, and, when the solicitors or the offluials of the
Reform Association call upon him, he distinctly states
to them; There is the law; go by that. That same senior

judge at another time, under the old system, when an appeal
was made to him from the court of revision to put a man
on the voters' list whose name should have been there, and
who was as much entitled to vote as the Premier of this
Dominion, and who had a farm and had been left off inad-
vertently, instructed his lawyer to attend the court of
revision, to get bis name restored to the list. When all
the facts were elicited and the jidge saw ho was entitled to
vote, said: "Where is the man?" The solicitor said:
" I am acting as bis solicitor; ho is not hore in person;
I am acting for him." The judge said: "If ho is
not here, I will not allow him to go on the list." Do
you say that such a man should be trusted with revising
the lists in any respectable comnmunity ? I say not. I do
not know what course a man can take in matters of this
kind; but I tell that revising officer that in the constituency
that ho is adjadicating upon in reference to the voters' list,
ho will fail in his attempt to put more Conservatives on than
Reformers. I tell him ho will fail in his attempt, bocause
there is an indignation in that constituency to day that
cannot be easily quelled, and I adviso him to do what is
fair and just in the matter. I do it bore upon the floor of
Parliament, knowing every word I state, and I will en.
deavor to assist the people in that constituency, or in any
other constituency, to do what is right and proper te put
every person on the list who should be there, so that, when
we make an appeal to the people, it will not be a one-sided
appeal as those gentlemen would like to have it. I do not
know what these gentlemen have to say now, after passing
a law, putting it on the Statute-book, making it law, when
they discover that such practices have been indulged in by
the revising barristers. I suppose it is the duty of the First
Minister or the Secretary of State, when they discover a
matter of that sort, to at once advise that officer that ho
has not performed his duties aright, and that ho should be
dismissed. I go further than that. If that revising officer
happons to be a judge, and ho acts in a partisan manner in
connection with his position, who will have any confidence
in his judicial position as a judge of the county; and it would
be the duty of the Govern ment not only to dismiss him from
the position of revising officer, but for this louse to remove
him from thejudgeship, and give it to honorable and honest
mon who will have the confidence of the country, or, at all
events, of the Conservative community in which ho lives.
It is not only the Liberals who complain, but the whole
community, the honest Conservatives-and 1 am rglad to say
there are some. Ihave found some even in my county during
the recess. I visited my constituency; I held meetings; and
I tell the Government that the strongest mon, the most intel-
ligent and intellectual men of their party have turned their
backs upon the right hon. gentleman, and notwithstanding
bis revising barrister at bis right band, and advisod, as my
hon. friend says-and I have no doubt they have had bis ad-
vice-to make all the Tory votes they could and defeat all
the Liberals they could at the next election, ho will fihd
himself mistaken. That is my opinion. I am not afraid to
state it in my place here, and face to face with the mon I
expect to defeat at the next election. As far as the re-
visi'g barrister is concerned, sometimes ho may not do the
bidding of the hou. gentleman opposite, for there are
some honest, true Conservatives who will change their
views when they make their cross on the other side of the
ballot. I am not in the fortunate position of my hon. friends
about me. I have nothing to present, because the revising
officer refuses to give back the declarations ho rejected.
There we are. What is to be done in that case? I do neot
know ; but I assure him that at the time the preliminary
trial comes on, I will demand of him te act honestly, and,
if the Government do not and if ho does not act honestly, I
will se that ho does. I will see that ho will not use illegal
means against me. I am making reference now to my own
constituency. I have referred before to other constituen-
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cies, and I could refer to constituency after constituency as
to the meanness, the lowness resorted to by hon, gentlemen
opposite through their revising barristers for political pur-
poses.

Mr. DUNDAS. 1 think the hon. gentleman should have
placed a little more charitable construction upon the actions
of those who differed from him, perhaps honestly. In the
con4tituency I have the honor to represent, the Conserva.
tives feel that they have suffered very harshly from the
action of the revising officer. There, 314 votes offered to the
revising officer-ali Conservative-have been rejected,
while but 23 of the Reformers met the same fate. The affi-
davits accompanying the 314 applications were in the same
form as that generally use throughout the Province, and I
believe accepted by most of the revising officers in other
constituencies. I do not for a moment accuse our revising
officer of partiality in this respect. The officer is the
county judge, and every person who knows him knows
that he would be abovo acting in a partial manner.
What he bas done I believe he bas done honestly, but
it bas borne very harshly upon our party, and I believe he
has taken a narrow view of the law. I will only add that
I had no intention of bringing this matter before the oiuse
had it not been that so much bas been said by hon. gentle-
men opposite as to the way in-which they were treated. We
find that it will be necessary to have these 314 persons
come personally before the revising officer in order to have
their names placed upon the list, but, notwithstanding this,
and that the revising officer bas for his clerk his own son'
and that the lists are prepared in his son's office, and that his
son is a member of the Reform party, and, I think, an
officer of the Roform Association of the county, stili we do
not accuse him of any pat tiality. I simply rise to poi L i ou t
these tacts, and to say that these decisions or constructions
that have been placed upon the law, by the revising officers,
have not in ali cases been in favor of the Conservative party.

Mr. LISTER. I rise simply to make a few remarks in
relation to the motion now before the House, and not
for the purpose of finding any fault with the revising
officer in the county which I have the honor to represent,
a gentleman who has been lately appointed and who, thus
far, has shown every disposition to do what is right to both
parties. I think, Sir, that this discussion, so far, bas shown
that there are difficulties about the working of this Act
which must beregretted by every person who has anything
to do with it. It is unfortunate that the revising officers
throughout the country have taken different views of the
law; and I think it is to be wished that they should take a
broad, generous and liberal view of the law, as we were
promised by the First Minister when this Bill was first in-
troduoed. .But, unfortunately, many of them have taken a
contracted view of it, and while some of thiem accept evi-
dence which, in my opinion, is quite sufficient to justify the
placing of a name on the first list, many others
reject that evidence, thus causing great inconvenience,
in money and time, to the people who take an
interest in this matter. Now, Sir, from the statements
made by the hon. member for Huron (Mr. Cameron) and
other gentlemen who bave spoken bore to-day, it appears
to be a very difficult matter for a white man to get uponj
the votera' lists. The mon who pay the taxes of this
country, who defend it from outside aggression and
internal rebellion-these men, it appears, have very great
difficulty, at all events, in some constituencies, in getting on:
the lista. I would say to the hon. gentlemen who spoke about
the Indians, that in many of the reserves throughout this
country, the Indians have been placed on these liste without
their knowledge, and in some instances against the consent
of the Indian banda themselves. I know, as a fact, that
the Indian agent has brought in names of Indians to be
placed upon the lista, unverified by affidavits, or any other
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evidence which would show that these men were entitled
to be placed upon that list, and their names have been
placed upon it, and they are voters to-day. I know, 8ir,
that in a county very close to my own, there is a band of
Indians living, and 26 of them have been placed upon the
voters lists as being entitled to vote, while some 20, I
believe, of those Indians have stated that they did not want
to be placed upon the lists, and if compelled to vote they
would vote against the Government. Now, Sir, in another
oounty I believe theý county of Brant-the lndian agent has
made a list of names of the Indians and given them to the
revising officer; their names have been placed upon the
voters' list, and these men will vote at the next election-
perhaps for the Government candidate. I merely point
this out to the House to show that the white men are not
being treated properly. Surely, if th6 Indians of the coun.
try are to be placed upon the lists at the more request of
the Indian agent, it is but fair that the revising officers
throughout the country should take a liberal view in
favor of white men in construing the Act which
they are working. No man knows, except those who are
somewhat intimately engaged in election matters, the
trouble and expense that people who desire to vote will have
to take to get their names upon the lists. I think, Sir, that
the Government are not discharging that duty which we
have a right to expect from thom unless it advises, as it
appears to have done in other matters, the revising officers
throughout the country to take a liberal view of this Act.
Now, we do know that the revising officers have received
declarations before the first lista were sent to the printers,
and all declarations received by them before that time will
secure the names being placed upon the list. We
know that after those Iists are printed a pieliaiinary
revision is to be held. Now, that revision is only
to be held in one place in each constituency, and it
was never intended by the Act that people should go to the
expense and trouble of attending that court of revision.
Ail that the Act contemplated was that deciaiations should
be furnished to the officer at that first court of revision,
and ho should accept those declarations as prima facie evi-
dence of the right of the person to vote. I know that in
my constituency the revising officer has so construed the
law, and I think that it is the correct construction, in the
intereqt of all parties conecrned, because Conservatives
have to go to the trouble as well as Rcfoîmers. It is impos-
sible that the revising officer should know the names of all
persons in the constituency who are entitled to vote, and in
order to have those names upon the list it is necessary thit
both parties should be vigilant, and that those names should
be presented, and ali that he should require is that primd
facie evidence of the right to vote should be presented to
him, and on that the vote should be placed upon the list.
There is, then, a final revision, at which the names who are
wrongfully put on the list eau be appealed against, and if
the appeal is sustained the names are to be struck off,
so that no wrong may be done to one party or
the other. Sir, this discussion shows how unworkable
this Act is. This discussion verifies and justifies the
opposition made to it during last Session of Parliame- t.
Sir, if I am correctly irformed of the cost of administering
this Act, it will take, at least, half a million dollars to put
it into operatioe. In the county of Lambton, from which
I come, the printing atone will cost upwards of 81,500, and
when we remember the fact that this work is to be repeat-
ed from year to year for five years - the usual
duration of a Parliament-it means that the voters' lists
upon which every election in this country is to be held, wil t
cost the people upwards of two million dollars-double, I
believe, the expense of au elention. Now, Sir, the Gov-
ernment itself has found this Act unworkable. The motion
aks that the instructions given by the Government to the

revising officers should be laid betore the louse. I would
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like to ask what right this Goverument bas to give instrue-
tions to the revising officers. The Statute clearly enough
points out the duties of these gentlemen, and if the Govorn-
ment thought proper to take upon themselves the respon-
sibility of advising the men whom they appoint, surely i
they ought to give them such instructions as would makel
the practice uniformin placing voters upon the liste. There
is another thing that I will say. It is charged that these
judges act in a partial or partisan manner, and it is a matter
to be sincerely regretted that a ny gentieman occupying a posi-
tion on the bench in this country should act in such a way.
And, Sir, if it is found that they are acting as partisans-
acting in the interest of the gentlemen who appointed them
for the purpose of defeating the popular will, then 1 say
that if it should happen-and I believe it will happen in
the very near future-that a change of Govornnent will
take place, I believe, Sir, that it will be the duy of the
new Government to dismiss them, not only from their pr-i.
tions of revising officers, but from the judicial position
which they have disgraced-if these statements are true.

Mr. LANDLIRKIN. I desire to say a few words on this
motion. 1 hope the Government will consent to bring
down all the papers asked for by my hon. friend from
Elgin (Mr. Casey). I would like to ascertain what advico
has been given by the Government to their revis-
ing officer who has been appointed by the Gov-
ernment to preside over the ridiug that I have
the honor to represent. I have bot oe word to say
against that officer, I know of nothing of which to com
plain personally ; but I understand that the printing,
which was given to the local newspapers in the riding I
represent-that is, the printing of the lists, has been taken
away from them by the revising officer. I do not
krow whether the revising officer, Judge Lane, has been
the means of doing this or not, or whether he has acted
under instructions from the Dominion Government; but the
fact remains, so I am informed, that this patronage, which
should belong to the local newspapers, has been taken from
them and given to an outside office. Every hon. member
knows the importance of the local newspaper. They have
special functions to perform and receive but very few per-
quisites from the Government, and I consider it is a great'
hardship on those papers to have that patronage taken
from them and given to outaide papers. In South Grey,
lat year, the list for the township of Artemesia was printed
by the Flesherton Advance, the list for the township of
Bentinck by the lanover Post; that for Durham by the
Grey Review, that for the township of Egremont by the
Confederate, that for Glenelg by the Markdale Standard, and
for Normandy by the Durham Chronicle. Thus the local
papers had the advantage of printing the lists, which
were well done. Now, I understand this Government
has taken away the printing from those papers and
given it to an outside office. If this has been done
by the revising officer, I do not support his action.
I hold that the patronage relating to the necessary print-
ing belongs to the papers in that county. Outside papers
receive in many cases very large sums from the public
treasury, and I consider that everything in the way of local
printing should be given to the local papers. When the
rill was before the House last year I opposed it, and I esti-
mated at that time that the cost of printing would exceed
$600 in each riding. I remember that hon. gentlemen op-
posite laughed at the statement and thought the estimate
much too high. I was told by a revising officer, the other
day, that a contract had been let for printing the prelim-
inary list, and in each riding the coSt would amount to
nearly $900. What it will amount to in my riding I doi
not know. The outlay of public money in connection withj
the introduction of this measure will be enormous. Hon.i
Membrs at the time it was introduWed had not theo slightet

idea of the enormous tax they were thus placing
upon the people of the country. If the Government
had been aware that, at a tine of great depression,
they would by adopting this moasure, have placed such
enormous burdens upun the people, 1 think-provided
they had been ah ve to the country's interest-they
would not have forced the adoption of that measure at that
particular time. I am amazed at the statements made by
the hon. member for Huron (Mir. Cameron) in regard to the
conduct and decisions of some of the revisirng officers on
applications made to be placed on the voters' list. The
country will likewise he amazed, and the people will learn
that the object of the Government was, as t stated last Ses-
sion, to perpetuate power for the party now in power. I
believe, as the Act comes to be fully understood, not onlyby
the Reform party but by the Conservative party, it willnot
be approved. Honest mon, to whatever party they belong,
will not approve a moasure which places such enormous
burdens upon the people, and at the same time leaves open
the door to offences against the liberties of the people. I
notice that in one of the ridings -I think it is in the riding
of North Wellington-they have sevoral local newepapers,
which in the past have printed the votera' lipt, and have
done the printing as well as printing is done by the Gov-
ernment themselves. Yet the printing of the preliminary
list was awarded tothe Mail newspaper, a newspaper that
last year received, in the Immigration Department alone,
from the Dominion Government for printing, $7,200.
The Mail could weli have afforded t , have been magnan-
imous with the country newspapers and allowed them
to receive the printing to which they are justly entitled,
and which I demand they shall have. We find that the
pa pers in the large centres frequently obtain large sums
from the Government for printing. I am not going to
complain particularly of that; but I do complan that
when the Government has an opportunity of benefit-
ting the country press they cripple it to build up their
subsidised organs for the purpose of perpetuating their
reigu of power in the country. The London Free Press
last year received 810,793 lrom the Government for printing
immigration pamphlets. The Hamilton Spectator received
$1,500; the Montreal Gazette, a paper which I think the
Minister of the Interior has heard of before, 87,299.66,
obtained when that gentleman was a monher of the Guvein-
ment for a great part of the year. In order to show the
country newspapers how ill-used they have been by the Gov-
ernment, I will read over a list of some amounts which have
been paid to some of the leading organs. In three years the
Mail received for printing, for one department, 822,777.21;
Montreal Gazette, $20,342.80 ; Hamilton Spectator, 88,369.-
28 ; London Free Prees, $22,589.50 ; Prescott Messenger,
810,454.16. There is not a paper in the riding I represent
but is equal in intelligence and circulation to the Prescott

fMemsenger, and I cannot understand why such a large sum
should have been given to that organ. I notice that the
paper having the largest circulation in the Dominion,
one which stands head and shoulders above all those
in point of ability, a paper having double the circu-
lation of those papers I have mentioned -I refer to the
Toronto Globe-ail it received last year for printing was 87.
If the Government had desired to let these advertisements
be known to the country they would have been printed in
the Globe, which is read not only in every quarter of this
Dominion, but in the Old Country, the United States, and in
every other civilised country. Yet we find that the Toronto
Globe is only'down for 87, and the Tornto Week, edited by
that distinguished political econonist and scholar, Gold-
win Smith, only receives from this Government $3. I
say plainly and fearlessly that if the Government acted
in this way to the local press it was unworthy of them;
aud if it was due to the revising barrister, thon he bas my
condemnation. But I would ay, at the me time, that il
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he did not do so I will not condemn him, or condemn him motives, because I believe he desires to carry out what he
for any act, so long as it is right and just, for be will have belioves to be the meaning of the Act, but it is one of the un-
my support as far as I can give it to him. The gentleman fortunate things with regard to this Act that it bas been so
who is now revising barrister is deputy judge of the county loosoly framed that it is susceptible of many interpretations.
from which I come. Last Parliament he occupied a seat in While the case of the Indians in the county of Brant
this louse, but he has been appointed deputy judge by the is, I believe, as I have stated, we see it reported by the news.
Government, and also revising barrister, and it will be my papers from other places that the revising officer has gone
duty to strengthen his hands in every way I can, so long as to the municipality, has told the residents of the reserves
he deals justly, fairly and honestly between the parties. that under certain conditions they eau have their names
That is the position I take with regard to him. I do not enrolled if they desire, thus giviig the Indians the option
assail him, but whoever took away the printiug which legi- of having their names enrolled or not; and I believe that in
timately belongs to the local press of the country shall every case in which that course bas been pursued, the In-
have my condemnation; I shall not Fit silent, without dians have largely refused to avail themselves of the pro-
uttering my protest against what I consider a wrong done visions of the Act, thus justifying the argument we usod,
towards that portion of the press on account of the work it last year, that the Indians were not themselves parties to
is doing. The local press are doing a great work in educa- the part which was being taken in regard to them. I should
ting the people in many things, and supplying them with say, however, that those agents who had simply given the
information upon matters which are of vast importance to Indians permission to enroll themselves if they desired
them, and I would not sit silent and see the rights taken were correct. It will be remembered that I offered a
away from the local press and given to the hirelings I have motion during the debate, that no Indian should be en-
mentioned. rolled except on his own application, and subsequently that

Mr. ORTON. As the hon. gentleman has referred to he should not be enrolled without bis consent, and that

the revising officer for North Wellington, I may state that I the First Minister having spoken adversely to my motion,
had it from lis own lips that the reason he was compelled Iurged on him to give some attention to the question of how
to have the printing done in Toronto was, simply, that the Indians should b enrolled. I pointed ont that on the

there was no office in the county that was capable of getting reserve they had no assessment rolls, the rolls being the
out the list in time. basis of the list in other cases. The First Minister, as I

remem ber bis reply, stated that the revising officer would
Mr. LANDERKIN. I would ask the bon. gentleman if proceed to the reserve and hold lis little court-the fact of

there were no papers in the riding he represents which a man being an Indian making no difference in that respect
were competent to print in time the lists for elections to the -and that any Indian could apply personally or by agent
Provincial Legislature. and have bis name placed on the list. Some of the revis-

Mr. ORTON. I do not know anything about that, but ing oflicers have acted in that way, but as it was not
the fact as to the Dominion franchise lists is as I have incorporated in the law, the revising officer in the county
stated. of Brant did not so interpret bis duty, and did not consuit

with the Indians or obtain their consent in any way, but he
Mr. LANDERKIN. I have only to say that if there are bas simply made an assessment and placed them on the

not printers in the bon. gentlernan's county capable of list. Withont finding fault with him I would point
doing the work, there are in mine. out, as has already been pointed out, that if

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I did not intend to say any. uniformity of franchise is the object-and we know
thing un this question, but a remark made, no doubt inad- how that was dwelt on by hon. gentlemen opposite -

vertently, by the hon. member for Lambton, necessitates what a lack of uniformity there is in its provisions. Here
my saying a word or two. That bon. gentleman stated we have had instances cited of parties, of whose right to
that in the county of Brant the Iidian agent had handed vote there could be no question, who made application, who
in the names of the Indians to the revising officers, and made the declarations and took all the steps required by the
tLut ho had enrolled them in that way. I have no doubt law, yet failed to have their names entered on the pre-
that the hon. gentleman, having heard that the Indians liminary list; while in other cases parties who have not
were eniolled, supposed that it was done in that way, but I sought and do not desire to be placed on the voters' list, are
think it is ouly just to the Indian agent to state that he had placed on it without their consent. We are receiving evi-
nothing whatever to do with it. As I understand it, the donces very early, as I was sure we should, of our unwisdom
Indian agent has no power under the Act to band in the in dealing with this question. I am propared to move, as
names of Indian voturs. I think it is contrary te the Act- soon as I can, for a resolution which I believe was unani-
at least it was intended to ho, and I think we accomplished mously adopted by the chiefs of the Six Nation Indians in
that intention. I should think that, if 'ny Indian agent in council about two months ago, in which they declared that
other ridings-as I have heard it stated is the case-lias they did not want to have this Act applied to them at all.
handed in the names of Indians on bis resorve and these We have not yet been able to get a copy ofthat resolution.
names have been received by the revising officer, that Upon application by a newspaper to the local superintend-
agent, and the revising officer as well, have transcended ont of the band for a copy of the minute, ho said ho did not
their duties. The hon. member for Bothwell thinks not, feel at liberLy to give it without permission of the Depart-
and he is a legal gentleman, more capable of judging i han ment at Ottawa, but that he would write for that permis-
1 am; but I think it was the intention to prevent the Indian sion. Up to the present I am not aware that he as received
agent from interfering in that matter, either in the prepar- it. I have, therefore, placed a motion on the Order paper
ation of the lists or otherwise. The Indians on the Brant with the view of obtaining it. Now, hore is the applica.
reservation have been enrolled, 1 believe, to the number of tion of the Act to parties who do not desire to be enrolled,
a great many hndreds, but I think it was done by the who have actually protested against being placed on the
revising officer appoiuting a bailiff. who went down to list, and who, if my information be correct, are placed on it
the reserve and made a kind of assessrrent, thereupon against their consent, while others who have enjoyed the
placing them upen the list. If I were to judge of what was rights of citizenship hitherto and are fally entitled to be
right and proper, my judgment being guided by the opinion enrolled, by some little quibble or objection of the revising
of the First Minister himself in bis declarations in Parlia- officer are excluded from the preliminary list entirely. In
ment last year, I would say that the revising officer had the discussion which has taken place to-day, ani in the
made a mistake. I do not wish, however, to impugn bis numerous discussions which in this Session and in future

Mr. La D 1m,
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Sessions will undoubtedly take place, occupying the time
and attention of the House and lengthening the Sessions by
days, if not by weeks, as well as in the fact that the con-
duct of the judges is brought into review, and that charges
of partisanship are likely to ba directed against the judi-
ciary, we have other evidences of the unwisdom of the Act,
&part from the question of expense. The expense,
as I estimate it now, will be quite equal toi
the enormous figure suggested by the Opposition
last year. My own opinion, from what information
I can get, is that not less than $200,000 will1
be spent for printing alone, to say nothing of the salaries
of the officiais. But over and above all that, the right of a
British citizen to exercise the franchise being placed in the
power of any one individual, without any appeal from his
decision, is something which I feel this Session to be as ob.
jectionable as I did last Session. Under the system of pre-
paring the list which prevailed before, the individual could
maintain his right before the assessor when going his
rounds, if the assessor chose to act in a partisan spirit,
which I believe was not the case, or to question a man's
right to the franchise, lie had an appeal to the court of
revision, composed of men elected by the ratepayers them.
selves, upon whose conduct they could pronounce judgment
every twelve months, and who, if their decisions were not
correct, or if they manifested partisanship, could be re-
moved from office. If even then a man felt that partisan-
ship was being displayed, he had a right b appeal to the
county judge. But under this Act, we have the case of a
judge who is a revising officer, brought prominently before
the House. On the merest technicalities and quibbles, he las
tried to prevent men getting their names on the list,
and if he should persist in his refusai, there is no ap.
peal from his decision at ail; it is wholly in lis
power to dispossess these persons of the right to exer-
cise the franchise. These are some of the many ob-
jections which were urged against the measure last Session,
and which have gathered force during the time that has
intervened, and it seems to me that they will make them-
selves still more apparent as discussions will arise in the
future upon the operation of this Act.

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

Mr. Mc MULLEN. I wish to offer a word of explanation
with regard tb the remark that dropped from the hon.
member for Centre Wellington (Mr. Orton). I wish to
state that I have good reason to believe that the revising
officer of North Wellington was willing to offer the print-
ing to the local press, but owing to the short time in which
the work had to be performed he was obliged to send it
outaide of the riding.

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

have the opportunity of getting their names placed on the
preliminary list with very little or no expense. In the
Province and constituency which L represent, ail tenancies
expire on the lst of Mav as a genoral rule, and as tenants
have to show that they'have paid their rent np to the st
of ,anuary, 1886, they cannot be enrolied until they show
that rent has been paid for the lat month prior to the
revision. It has been decided by some of the revising
officers that they cannot put the names of tenants on the
list at ail until the final revision. The effoct of that is that
persons who 'have made applications to be placed on the
preliminary list are obliged to notice in advance of the
final revision, to atterd the barrister's court, and L) incur
considerable expense before they can get their naines on the
list. lu the citios of St. John and Portland, where the tonan-
cies ail expire on first May, the result is that the revising bar.
rister docs not put their names on the list, and the parties
are obliged to make two applications, the exponse falling on
the final revision. If a party swears he is a bondfide tenant
and has really paid rent prior to January, 1886, that would
be quite sufficient, without compolling hin to produce a
certificate to show he had paid rent on the first May or
June prior to the date of the certificate.

Mr. MU LOCK. I am glad to be able to offer my testi-
mony with regard to the efficiency of the revising officer
wuo has to do with my riding. When this Bill was betore
the House last Session, the question arose as to who should
have the final revision, in the case whero the revising officer
was not a judge. I then advocated the course that has been
adopted, namely, leaving the final adjudication in the hands
of the county judge, in case he were not the revising officer.
I did not approve of the B.1l, but when the Governmont had
decided on forcing it through, I endcavored to have it made
as perfect as I could. I can well understand that decisions
of the judges should not be fraudulent, but yet striko
the lay mind as fraudutent. Still I believe that the
county judges, as a class, speaking, at least, for those of
Ontario, have endeavored to establish uniformity of practice,
have honestly set to work to try and put the Act in force
according to its practical neaning. It is, therefore,
specially to be regretted if any of theu ahould so far mislun-
derstand the object of the Act as to defeat its end by any
technical meaus. I acquit thom ail of any intention to do
wrong, for it would bc most lamentable if the public were
obligod to withdraw to-day any confidence in the judiciary,
because they may fail in some particular duties that may
attach to their office. Shouild a judge, holding the office of
revising barrister, prove hinself unfaithful in that capacity,
there is no position of public trust which h should be permit.
ted to enjoy for a moment, and I trust the Hlouse will always
be sufficiently indopendent to rernovu Irom office any judge
who, in the dischargo of his duties as revising officer, has
clearly been proved unfaithful to his trust. When the
House loses its sense of equiry to the extent that it will not
administer suoh punishment, no matter to what party the
officer may belong, there will cease to bo any safeguard to
the rights of the people. It is of the utmost import-
ance to the country and to the Government itself that this
Act, as put into operation by the revising officer, shall
give entire satisfaction. In view of what has occurred, it is
manifestly clear that some of the revising officors are mis-
apprehending their duties and defeating the object of the
Act, by attaching undue importance to technical objections,
and such a course is, in effect, as idijarious as if it were the
result of malice or design. As theC Government las sent
certain instructions to revising barristers, it would be pro.
ductive of great good if they would follow up the courde
they have adopted by intimating to the officers that in future
they should endeavor to carry out saubstantially the object
of the Act, which is that every man who possesses the
necessary qualification bc placed on the votera' list, if he
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makes any reasonable attempt to be placed there. Such a
course on the part of the Government would redound to
their credit and to the good of the country.0

Mr. CASEY. I agree with what the hon. the Secretaryt
of State said yesterday in one respect, namely, that I couldt
not expect him to answer in detail on the spur of the moment1
the charges I brought, but I feel deeply disappointed thatt
be did not express his condemnation of the transactionst
which I laid before the House. Even if ho did not beieve
that [ had established my case against this particular revis-
ing officer, he should have denounced proceedings, which, ift
established, are, on the face of them, unfair, ujust, and with-1
out precedent. If the Government have been already lacking
in their duty in not sending instructions to the revising officers
which would have prevented transactions of the sort, I havet
stili further ground for regretting the course they have taken.
Leaving aside these particular cases I have brought before
the louse, the point I wish to emphasise is this: when the
officer is compiling his first list, he is not sittiug in his2
judicial capacity, as he will bc on the final revision; ho is
merely acting as tho municipal clerk used to act and not as at
judge, and should therefore require no greater acquaintance
with the law on the part of those applying to be registered
than a municipal clek reqüired on the part of those who
applied to bc put on the old voters' list. lu this case, exces-t
sive technicality has been insisted on in my county; I do not
know to what extent in other counties. Possibly, la many
of them, the same technicality has been insisted on, but the
revising officers have been more secretivo than in Elgin,
and have not given reasons for rejection or probably not
notified the applicants at all of their rejection. For this
reason more particularly, I brought on the debate, so
that votors all over the country should be warned in
time to enquire into the fate of their applications. As I
stated last year, the offlcers require watching, and the
facts prove the truth of that assertion. I agree with the
hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock), that it is quite
possible the revising officers, without the intention of doing
wrong, may do injustice, as they are men unused to
this procedure and accustomed to purely legal proceedings.
They have attempted to apply this in many cases where it
did not apply, where it should not apply, and in these cases
they will o serious injustice, even where they do not mean
to 0 wrong. Of course, I do not dany that there are places
where the revising officer mray have been appointed, and
probably has beon appointed, with the intention, on the
part of the Government at least, of getting the most favor-
able consideration for one side of the case. In such caises
as these, ho will spocially puy for watching. Ail I ask now
is sim ly publicity. We want to know what the Govern.
ment has cold these officers to do. As to this question of
printing, it seems to be no secret. We are toid on every hand-
it seems to have leaked ont from the returning officers them-
selves-that the printing is to cost so much per name-12c.
or 12½e. per name-and this is, of course, a pretty large
figure. 1 am informed by practical printers that 6c. per
name would be ample and would give a good profit. I do
not know of my own knowledge whether that is correct or
not, but I know that, unlesa you have competition, unless
yon do what the tow i ships do, ask the printing offices in
the various towns to compete, you will never have the list
printed at the lowest rate. No matter how low you fix your
arbitrary rate, it will always be higher than that which you
would get as the result of competition; and, further, it will
always be in the hands of the papers on one side. If that
amounat of 12c. per nane is correct, it will ameunt to from
8450 to 8500 for every constituency in Canada. That is
over68100,000 which is to go into the pockets of Conserva-
tive newspapers, for it will all go to Conservative news.
papers.

Mr. BOWELL. That is not seo.
Mr. Muioox.

Mr. CASEY. Unless some, very Conservative indepen-
dent organ can be found in some town whieh will get a shce
of it. As to the form, we are told that the instructions to
the revising officer were that he must not print the list
three times, as the Act says ; that he must contravene the
Act, and print it only once; that he may print all the copies
from the assessment roll, say 600 numbers per constituency,
that hoecan use 200 copies for the preliminary revision, and
then, by adding names at the foot of the pages in blank
spaces, can prepare the list for the final revision, and so, in
the same manner, can complete the list by strikirg out
with his pen or by adding names as the case may be. In
this way we will have a very peculiar, scrappy looking 1ist,
a list full of erasures, and subject to rmani pulation by the
revising officer after the final court has beea held, because
there is nothing to prevent his running his pen through any
name ho likes, and the result will be that that person will
be disfranchised, and we will have no security as to the
composition of the list. Of course, this is an attempt to
avoid the expenditure for printing which would be noces.
sary if the Act were carried out. The Government see that
the Act involves more expenditure than the country will
stand, and they have contrived a plan to avoid some of this
expense, but the resuit will be very inconvenient lists. As
to the Indian question, I have been informed, since this
debate began, from my constituency that the statement made
as to other counties is true there also, and that the course
pursued by the revising officer in my own county was that
which has been alleged. I am told that the judge inter-
viewed Mr. Beatty, the Indian agent at Higbgate, and got a
list of the Indians on the Moravian reserve who ought to
go on the primary list. I mention this only to urge that
such procedure is dangerous and improper, and I doubt if it
is not illegal, and it certainly should be put a stop to.

Motion agreed to.

TEMPORARY GOVERNMENT LOANS.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT moved for:
Return showing in detail sumo borrowed by way of temporary loan by

Government on lst March, 1886, from banks or other parties, in Canada
or eleewhere.

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

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

Sir RICHAiRD CARTWRIGHIT. Last year the hon.
gentleman's predecessor, I think, objected to giving the
rates of interest, but did give the names. Now, although
I do not want to embarrass the Minister of Finance, who has
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a great deal on his hands, I do not myself see why there
shoald be any objections to the names of parties who loan
money being made known to this House. I do not recol-
lect on any previous occasion, that particular information
having been refused, and I fail myself to see that there can
be any sufficient reason for not doing it. Of course, it is a
matter which, to a certain extent, we must acknowledge
rests in the discretion of the Government; but it is a new
precedent, as far as my memory serves me, and I do not
remember the information being refused before.

Mr. BOWELL. During the last Session of Parliament
the late Finance Minister did, as the hon. gentleman states,
g:ve the names of the banks and the parties from whom the
money was borrowed, but the hon. gentleman has forgotten
that when a second motion came before the House- and I
think if ho refers to the lansard he will find it there
recorded--the Finance Minister then refused to give the
names of the parties from whom the money was borrowed,
stating at the time-

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

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

for a return, and obtained an Order of the House, for copies
of all documents forming the record in the case of er
Majesty against Louis Riel tried at Regina, &c. What 1
desire to obtain is a copy of the shorthand notes of what
took place on the application to postpone the trial of Louis
Riel; the argument of prisoner's counsel in favor of and
the arguments of the Crown counsel against such postpone.
ment, and the observations and doecisions or rulings of the
judge thereon ; the shorthand notes of Charles Nolin's
cross-examination and the arguments of counsel and
decision of the judge thereon. In order to be suro that this
ground is covered, I move for:

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

2. The shorthand notes of that portien of Charles Nolin's cross-
examination wherein Riel's counsel endeavored toestablish Riel's inean-
ity ; Riel's protests against that line of defeace, and his desire to dis-
pense with the services ofb is counsel, and the arguments of counsel
and the ob2ervations and decisions or rutings of the judge thereon.

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

Motion agreed to.

REPORT PRESENTED.

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

RETURNS ORDERED.

same as the one which bas been made by the present Return showing thexpenses, in detail, with dates, incurred by the
Finance Minister. several meubers of the G overnment, and any other persou or personain the service of the (lovernmeut sent tu icuztrgid or elseweereo

Mr. BLAKE. I suppose it is intended to communicate behalfoi the Goverament, froin 16th Fehruary, 1885, to date ; as also a
the ateof nteestin achcase an no th avra- rae ?returu ehowing the' travelling expeuses in detail of Sir CJharles Tupper,the rate f interest in each case, and nt the avrage rate ? ommissioer tEgad, durig thsae riod.-(r.oer-

Mr. McLELAN. Yes, for each loan. ville, Brant.)
Return showing the amounts of' money paid to Chiai Kahb-ke-wa*qIuo-

Mr. BLAKE. For my part, I do not wish to give my na-by (otherwiso known as Chief Joues), editor otIlThe ludian News-
assent to the doctrine that borrowing transactions can take papar," during the past four yeurs, with a statement ot the services ren-
place between the Government of this country and individ- dered for such payments. aud ail correspondence and (rders in Council
uas, without this House being made cognisant of the per conection therewith.-(r. Somerville, ra)

sons. Ithink it is an utteriy unsound notion. think Return of al the hardware and railway supplies urcased in Halifaxsons I tinkiL i annttely nseud noion I tinkby the' Departineut of I1ailways and Canals for the, latercoloiial or any
that the sooner the corporations, who have transactions of Govermeut works, in each year from let July, 1878, to 3lst I)emuber,
ihis kind with the Government, know that they will be 1885, the names ut each firm, amont bytender ad coutract aud wLth-
held liable to have these transactions stated in Parliament, out, amount paid to each irm lineach year.-(Mr. Forbes.)
tbe botter ; and if public corporations decline to loan to Returu showing :-lst. The name of ach person on the superannua-
the Government and the people of this country, and have tiolstnh erst uperanaAt>. 1rd.nTh t a etc
their names made known, we had better not borrow ofttht superannuation fond hy ach person now on the list. 4t. The
them; we had botter borrow only of those who can afford total amount paid to each person now on the superannustion bst up to
to have the transactions stated, with the names of the per- tht' softanryp-ir. McM.lero.)
sons with whom the country is contracting.g officer under th Canada T perance Act fur the Couty Duffrin,

Motion agreed to. Ontario, for the vote taken under the provisions ut'saîdAct, ou the 3ath
day utOctoher, 1884, giving a detailed statement et bis accouut and the'

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY-PRILVATE CAR S. amont oaid hlm, givingeach item separately.-(Mr. McMullen.)
Return showing copies ut' ail reports, communications, letters or other

Mr. WELDON moved for: papers from any Government agent or other person, te auy mc'mbdr oftht' Goverument or ta any Department of' the' Govornment, since the' let
Return of the number of private or official cars built or purchased for ut'April, 1882, referrîng to the insufflciency u'tht'food eitbur as toquaI-

the Intercolonial Railway since the year 1878, aud the cist of each car. ity or quauîity, snpplied by tht' boverament 10 any Indiana in tht'Nortb-
Mî. OPE Thee bs ben n priatecarscf hat indWest Tarritories, or referring te the case of' any North- West ludians who

Mr. POPE. Threas been no private cars of that kinduffred or died from starvation.-Mr. Mulock.)
i urchased for the Intercolonial. There lhas been orie car Returna ut'ail cainalties to trains ou tht Intercolonial Railway arising
held for the general inspection of the railway, but it is as from collision, broken rails or any other cause, for tht'calendar year
much for the Canadian Pacifie Railway as the Intercolonial 1885; the respective causes sud dates; the names ut any conductors,
However, I will give the hon. gentleman the information engmt' drivers, or other officiais dismissed, suspendad or finad for anyswcb collision or other regacth rduty; tht amount a damage aiftscy)wîth resjpect tethat car. to prupertylu such cases; theoamount, u compensation paid owner

bf property destroyed or damaged, as welas amount t' daims alfor
Motion agreed te.i or damage to property (if any) unsettled.-(Vr. Weldon.)

Return showing the quantity epnrolling stock purchased for th pInter-
HghOcolonial Railwayduring each six monthes of teyear eiding 3st Decem-

LOUIS RIEL. ber, 1885, gvig esch kind ot' rolling stock, sud wiether purchase 
uder contrct or otherwise, thf parties frm whom bought and the uot

Mr. CAMERON (Huron.) I am nt quite sure whether ut'fac kind; alto a statemeat sowing what bas been buit lrGavern-

he Order cf the House on the motion of' the hon. member ieut workahops ueech kind.-(r. S el n.)
Return showing the hquantityd ut'stores purchased and taken into stockotion I chaveonMtre.Ayot)perTeo.gtl reman movy tefor the Interctlonial Railway durig tht'nast six hentheforitht' oear

ending 3lst Decenber, 1885, specifyig wha stores snd T t what kiud

eahosuhproswr ueanutd r.Teaon adit
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purchaeed under contract, and the names of the several contractors, and
the several amoonts paid under such contracts.-(Mr. Weldon.)

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

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

Return of the rolling stock repaired at the Government workshops at
Moncton for the Intercolonial Railway during the year ending 31st
December, 1885; also of the rolling stock of the said railway repaired at
other workshops during the same period, the places where such repairs
were made and the amounts paid.-Mr. Weldon.

Copies of ail petitions, communications, and representations in favor
of the commutation of the sentence of Louis Riel.-(Ir. Laurier.)

Copies of ail papers found in the Council room of the insurgents, or
elsewhere at Batoche, especially including: 1. The diary of Louis Riel.
2. The minute book and Orders in Council of the insurgent Council. 3.
The correspondence of Louis Riel.-(Mr. Laurier.)

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDAY, 5th March, 1886.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

REPORT PRESENTED.

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

the year

FIRST READINGS.

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

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

ANIMALS CONTAGIOUS DISEASES ACT AMDMT.

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

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

THE NORTH-WEST DISTURBANCE-TRIAL OF
H ALF-BREEDS.

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

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

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

HON. SENATOR O'DONOIIOE.

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

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

INCREASE OF NET PUBL1C DEBT.

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

Mr. MoLELAN. The increase from the lst March, 1885,
to the lst March, 1886, was $15,856,422.

THE CASE OF LOUIS RIEL.

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

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

THE GROSS PUBLIC DEBT.

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

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

BANKRUPICY AND INSOLVENCY LEGISLATIO.N.
Mr. EDGAR asked, Is it the intention of the Govern-

ment to introduce any general Bankruptcy Law this Ses-
sion ? If suc be not their intention, will any special com-
mittee be proposed by them, as was done last Session, to
consider the subject of insolvency legislation ?

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

THE CASE OF LOUIS RIEL.

3Mr. AMYOT asked, What is the date of the Order in
Council ordering the execution of Louis Riel?

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

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

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

BOUNDARIES OF ONTARIO.

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

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

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

THE CASE OF LOUIS RIEL.

On the Order,
Resolution, That this Hous feels it its duty to express its deep re-

gret that the sentence of death passed upon 'Louis Riel, convicted of
high treason, was allowed to be carried into execution.

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

Motion allowed to stand.

Mr. AMYOT moved for:
Copies of al commissions, letters, telegrams or instructions whatso-

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

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). i am not aware that
there are any such documents as are onquired for in the
first part of this Address, but if there are, they will be
brought down.

Motion agreed to.

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

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

Copies of all correspondence relative to the dismissal of Isaac
McLeod, Esq., Strathlorne, Inverness, from the position of Postmaster
at that place, including the Post Office Inspector's report.

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

Motion agreed to.

THE CASE OF LOUIS RIEL.

Mr. AMYOT moved for:
Copies of all letters, reports, telegrams and documents whatsoever

relating to the several respites granted, on or without bis application,
to the late Louis Riel ; also copies of the Order in Council directing the
execution of Louis Riel; also, of any letters or telegrams transmitted by
one of the physicians to enquire into the mental condition of Louis Riel,
or by all of them collectively.

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

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

Motion agreed to.
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POST OFFICE OF PICKERING, ONT.

Mr. EDGAR moved for:

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

He said: In December, 1883, one John Logan was the
deputy postmatster at Iickering post office. An investiga-
tion seems to have been held into the management of that post
office in December, 1883, while ho was deputy postmaster.
I have here a copy of what purports to be the evidence
taken at the time by a shorthand reporter for a local news-
paper. According to the evidenee, it seems that there
were charges made and evidence given against the deputy
postmaster of overcharges for postal material, of money
letters going permanently astray from his office, of opening
letters in that office, and of gross delays and mistakes of all
sorts, ar d it is stated in the report that on the conclusion of
the evidence the inspector told all those in the room who
bad complete confidence in Mr. Logan to stand up; 8 stood
up and 42 remained seated. Then the inspecter said he
would report the matter te the Postmaster-General at once
and take whatever action was necessary. It is veryimpor-
tant that the report which Mr. Sweetnam made after this
investigation should be made known, because since then the
Government has actually appointed Mr. Logan to the posi.
tion of postmuster in that place.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. AIl the documents that the
Government can control shall be brought down.

Motion agreed t.

CANADIAN PACI FIC RAILWAY AND NORTH SIIORE
IZA1LWAY COMPANY-CORRESPONDENCE.

Mr. LAURIER moved for:
Copies of all correspondence between the Government or any member

of the Government with the Canadian Pacific Railway and the North
Shore Railway Company, and between the two companies concerning
the prolongation of the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway to the
Harbor of Quebec ; of ail contracts between the said two railway com-
panies in reference to the same ; of all Orders in Council passed in refer-
ence to the same, together with a statement of ail moneys paid by the
Government, and of the names of the persons to whom such payments
were made, aiso in reference to the same, and in conformity with the
Acte 47 Victoria, Chapter 8, and 48-49 Victoria, Chapter 58.

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

Motion agreed to.

INTERNAL ECONOMY COMMISSION.

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

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

The Governor General transmits to the House of Commons, an
approved Minute in Council, appointing the Right Honorable Sir JohnA. Macdonald, G C.B., President ot the Queen's Privy Council forCanada, the Honorable Sir Hector Langevin, Ministerof ublic Works,
the Honorable Mr. MeLelan, Minister ot Finance, and the HonorableM r. Costigan, Minister of Inland Revenue, toact with the Speaker of theHouse cf Commons es Commissioners for the purposes and under theprovisions of the Act 31 Victoria, Chapter 27, intituled: " An Act
respecting the Internai Economy of the House of Commons; and forother purposes.'
GovERNMENT MOUSE,

OTTAWA, 5th March, 1886.
Mr. TIIoMPSoN (Antigonish).

RETURNS ORDERED.

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

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

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

Copies of aIl Orders in Council in relation to the Jlalf.breed priseoners
in the North-West, passed during the three months nExt preceding the
16th November, 1885.-(Mr. Desaulniers, Maskinongé.)

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

Sir JOHN MACDONALD moved the adjournment ofthe
House.

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

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAY, 8th March, 1886.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

REPORTS PRESENTED.

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

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

FIRST READING.

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

SUPREME AND EXCHEQUER COURT.
Mr. EDGAR moved for leave t> introduce Bill (No. 21)

to further amend the Supreme and Exchequer Court Act.
He said: While the Supreme Court Act seems to make
full provision for deciding controversies between the Do-
minion and any Province, or between one Province and
another, it is more than doubtful whether a Province has
the power to apply of its own motion to ascertain the opin.
ion of the Supreme Court as to the validity of any of its own
statutes; and it does seem to me to be not unreasonable
that the Provinces should have the power. It looks hard
that private parties should have to bear the expense, and
very often losses of other kind, in testing the validity of
Provincial Statutes in the courts, whereas we might, I
think, by a very simple provision enable the Provincial
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Governments themselves to obtain the opinion of the high-
est tribunal in the land as to the validity of their own
statutes. There seemed to be two ways in which this might
be done. One would be to enable the Lieutenant-Governor
in Council to refer the question directly to the Supreme
Court; but as that court is under Dominion jurisdiction,
that might be objectionable. Another way would be to
enable the Lieutenant-Governors in Council to do so by the
intervention of the Governor in Council, and that is the
plan adopted in the short Bill which I have laid before the
flouse.

Motion agreel to, and Bill read the first time.

RATE OF INTEREST IN BRITISH COLUMBIA.
Mr. BAKER (Victoria, B.C.) moved for leave to intro-

duce Bill (No. 22) respecting the rate of interest
in British Columbia. He said: At present no rate
of interest is specified by lâw in British Colum-
bia as collectable on accounts recovered under judg-
ments, and great trouble very frequently arises in
arriving at the amount of interest which bas been
allowed with the principal which bas been recovered. This
BIll is simply to provide what shall be the legal rate of
interest recoverable in British Columbia in that way, and
also to specify the maximum rate which can be recovered,
even where there is an expressed agreement.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

THE NORTH-WEST DISTURBANCE.

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

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

AMNESTY IN THE NORTH.WEST.
Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether it is the intention of the

Government to advise an amnesty in favor of persons
against whom the Government has not instituted proceed-
ings in respect of acts committed in the late rebellion in the
North-West ?

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

THE NORTH-WEST DISTURBANCE-TRANSPORT
SERVICE, ETC.

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

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I must ask the hon.
gentleman to move for the returns. It is quite impossible
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HON. SENATOR O'DONOHOE.

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

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

IMMIGRANTS SETTLED IN CANADA.

Mr. MILLS asked, What is the total number of immi-
grants reported to have settled in Canada during the calen-
dar year 1885?

Mr. CARLING. 79,169.

FRANCHISE BILL.

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

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is under considera-
tion.
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to give the information sought for except by bringing down
the papers connected with the different services.

THE CHINESE QUESTION.

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

Mr. CHAPLEAU. No official communication bas been
received.

Mr. BLAKE. I did not say "officiai."
Mr. CHAPLEAU. But I say "official."

POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANK, MANITOBA.

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

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. They will be established as
necessity requires.

BRITISII AMERICAN BANK NOTE PRINTING
COMPANY.

Mr. LISTER asked: 1. Whether charges have been
made agairist the British American Bank Note Printing
Company for smuggling into Canada engravings, vignettes
and other works of art from the United States without pay-
ing duty? 2. Whether charges have been made against
the same company for having entered importations of a
like kind under the proper value ? 3. If such charges have
been made, whether they have been investigated by
officials of the Government, and whether these officials have
submitted to the Government a report of the result of
their investigation? 4. If such practices have been carried
on by the company, over what period of time do they
extend ? 5. What is the value of such importations for the
last three years, as well as the total value ? 6. Whether
any sum was founI doe hy the company for unpaid
duties, and if so, what was the total amount so found to
be due ? 7. Whether a less sum than the amount found to
bo due was accepted by the Governiment in settlement, and
if so, what was the amount 80 accepted ?

Mr. BOWELL. In answer to No. 1: Yes. 2. Yes.
3. Yes; the charges have been investigated by the Com.
missioner of Customs in the same manner as all other
seizures, and the result reported. 4. The report is divided
iiito two periods, the first prior to 1875, at which time the
concessions which the Bank Note Company enjoyed were
withdrawn, and the second subsequent to that date and up to
January, 1886. 5. The value reported as illegally imported
or undervalued for the last three years is 8S99. The total
value reported is $15,517. 6. The sum found due by the
company for unpaid duties is 6588.20. 7. A sum less than
the amount found to be due was not accepted by the Gov-
ernment. The amount accepted by the Government was
$588.20, the full amount of unpaid duties; $294.10 being
50 per cent. penalty as per section 102 of the Customs Act,
and $308 to cover costs. Total $1,190.30.

INTERCOLONIAL RY-WORKING EXPENSES.
Mr. WELDON asked, What are the earnings and work-

ing expenses of the Intercolonial Railway for each month
from July lst, 1885, to February lst, 1886 ?

Mr. POPE. If the hon. gentleman will put that in the
shape of a notice of motion, I will bring down the papers
wit out delay.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON.

THE CASE OF LOUIS RIEL.

Mr. DESAULNIERS (Maskinongé) asked, Whether the
Government made enquiry with a view to ascertaining the
intention of the jury in the case of Louis Riel, in recom-
mending the prisoner to the mercy of the court ?

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

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

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

On the Order for the Resolution of Mr. Landry (Mont.
magny):

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

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

Motion allowel to stand.

INDIANS UNDER TIE RfBINSJN TREATY.

Mr. DAWSON moved for :
Copies of aIl correspondence between the Government of the Domin-

ion and the Government of Ontario, in reference te the amount due te
Indians under the Treaty of 1850, comnonly known as the Robinson
Treaty.

He said: In making this motion, Mr. Speaker, I desire
to draw the attention of the flouse, on*ce more, to the case
of the Indians affected by the Robinson Treaty. I have
frequently taken occasion to refer to this matter, but I am
sorry to say without any very encouraging result, further
than to obtain from the Government a full acknowledg.
ment of the justice of the claims made by the Indians. It
is acknowledged on all hands that there is a very large
sum due to them, and it is always given as a reason why
they have not ben paid, that there is a difference existing
between the Government of the Dominion and the Govern-
ment of Ontario, as to which of the two Governments
should furnish the means wherewith to pay them. The
Dominion Government claims that, by the wording of the
treaty, the payments to the Indians were made a lien on
the land, and that, as the Government of Ontario now pos-
sesses the land and derives the revenues therefrom, it is
bound to meet these payments. On the other hand, the
Government of Ontario holds that, by the British
North America Act, the charge of the Indians
and alt matters relating to them, including the payment of
their annuities, devolved on the Dominion Government.
The Government of Ontario, however, while maintaining
that it should not be called on either to pay annuities or
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arrears, suggested-very properly, as I think-that the Do-
minion Government should in the meantime pay the
Indians the arrears due them, leaving the adjustment of the
matter, as between the two Governments, to future con-
sideration. On the occasion of the visit of His Excellency
the Governor General to Algoma in 1831, the Indians of
Lakes Huron and Superior presented addresses to him, in
all of which they drew his attention to the injustice under
which they were suffering from the withholding of the
arrears due to them, and His Excellency asked me to make
out a memorandum showing how the matter stood. This I
did, and as the memorandum I then made states the
matter more concisely than I could give it in a speech, i
shall, with the leave of the House, read a few extracts from
it. The address of the Thunder Bay Bands-and al[ the
addresses are much alike-ran as follows -

To His Excellency the Governor General:-

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

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

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

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

" Your Excellency, we are sure, will pardon tbe poor Indians for men-
tioning these matters, for we have doue so with the greatest reluctance.
We are but a remnant, and a feeble one, of the once powerful tribes who
inhabited these shores. Oir race is passing away, and the day is not
distant when the land of our fathers will know us no more. In the
meantime, the white man might afford to deal at least justly, if not
generously, with a people who will soon cease to trouble him. He bas
our silver mines and our forests, and is extracting vast treasures from
these. Yet the miserable pittance due to the Indians is withheld. 1

" But we have done with our grievances, and shall conclude by wishingi
Your Excellency a safe and agreeible journey to the lands of the set-
ting sun.1

"May God bless and preserve Your Excellency,
"JOHN BAPTISTE BINES il,
"LOUIS CAPTAIN,
" ALEX[ DA BAGAR,

14Chiefs of the Fort William Band of Inians."

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

"As the case of the Indians at Fort William is identical with that1
of all the bands on Lakes Huron and Superior, I shall endeavor to ex-
plain how they all stand in reference to the arrears of Indian annuities
whichb have accrued under the Treaty of 1850, commonly known as the
Robinson Treaty. By this treaty, it was stipulated as follows :-

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

" This language is clear enough, and on reference to the offiaial cor-
respondence it will be seen that it is nowhere denied, but on the con-
trary admitted on all bands, that from the time the payment of $4 per
beadannually could have been made from the revenue of the cededt
territory, without loss to the Guvernment, the Indians were clearly
entitled to have their annuities augmented to that amount; but for aj
very long period the matter seema to bave received no attention, pay-e
ments of $1 49J per head to the Lake Superior Indians, and Si per bead(
to the Lake Huron Indians, being made annually.

" This state of matters continued until the fall of 1875, when, after ai
lengthened correspondence with the Ontario Government as to whichl
Government should supply the funds, a payment of $i per bead was
first made to the Indians by the Dominion Government, but of the
arrears, extending back over a very long period, they have not, up to
the present time, been paid anything whatever.

" As to the amount of these arrears, it should, in order to conform
to the treaty, be computed from the date at which the revenue fronm
the ceded territories became such as to admit of the stipulated payment
of $1 per head being made to the Indians, without losa to the Govern-
ment, and it cannot be very difficult to find that date, with an earnest
desire to discover it. A proper search in the records of the Crown
Lands Department of Ontario will show the yearly territorial revenue
derived from the ceded territories and the cost o~f its collection, both
before and since Confederation ; but in the unfortunate dispute--utill
pending-between the two Governments, as to which should supply the
funds to meet that portion of the arrears which bas accrued since Con-
federation, and indeed the whole of the annuities since the ceded terri-
tories fell to Ontario, information bas been but very sparingly supplied.
From such as can be had, however, a statement, at least approximately
correct, can be made, and in endeavoring to show how the matter
stands I shall b careful, in estimating the arrears, to keep within the
amount to which the Indians are justly entitled.

' In the first place, I would draw attention to the fact that soon after
the treaty was entered into the territories ceded becane productive.
In 1854 and 1855 mining licenses were issued and lands sold on Lake
Superior, the sales and lcense fees amountiug in these and succeeding
years, up to the date of the confederation of the Provinces, to $110,00J
-a sum more than sufficient, after deducting ail charges connected
with its collection, to have met the payments te the Lake Superior In-
dians in full. (See memo. of Commissioner of Crown Lands ot' Ontario,
page 32 of Return.) The amount realised during the saume period ironm
land sales, license fees and timber dues on Lake Huron was doubtless
much larger, but the Conmissioner of Crown Lands, in the commun i-
cation above referred to, gives no statensaut, alleging as a reason for
withbolding it that the eastern boundary of the tract ceded bail not
been defined. He might, however, bave given a closely approximate
estimate, seeing that the lands fron which any considerable revenue,
il not the whol., of the territorial revenue, had been derived were far
within the ceded tract, and in localities where Ihere could be no ques-
tion as to the boundaries. From the date o( iConfederation up to the
lst October, 1874, the revenue arisirg from lands on i 4ake Superior (see
memo. referred to) amtounted to $27!,C(00, while' on Lake Huron, within
the same period, although no taterment is given, 1 amu in a position to
say that the territorial revenue p aid into the Treasury of Ontario could
not bave fallen short of three-qiuarters of a million of dollars-the sales
of timber berths in one year alone ex' tleding . <,000.

Taking the whole periodi of tweuty yers initervening between 1855,
when the ceded lands haed becomec sufficiently produ 'tive to admit ut'
the I idians being paid from the proceeds thereof the full amount stipu-
lated in the treaty, without loss to the Government, and 1875, when
they for the first time received $4 per bead, h believe 1 am within the
mark in stating the total territorial revenue derived froni the ceded
tracts at $1,300,000. It is therefore evident that the condition in the
treaty making the annuity of $4 per lhead contingent on the Govern-
ment being able to pay it, without loss, from the revenues of the caded
tracts bad been fully met, and the Indians were, consequently, entitled
to the full benefit of the stipulation throughout the whole period namned,
that is, from 1855 to 187b.

" It remains to be seen how much of the stipnlated amount has been
paid to them and bow much rena nrs doe. On reference to the accom-
panying return, it will be seen that the auount paid to the Lale Suse-
rior Indians wae, as I have already said, $h.49 per bead annually, while
the Lake Huron Indians rereived at tirst $1.to> per lheail, and latterly
only 95 cents per bead. The calculatíon made by the lnister of th i
Interior as to the difference between thesumt actually paid annually and
that which sBhould have been paid will, I suppose, hbe accepted without
cavil, and on reference to bis report of 12th Julv, 1875, and the Order in
Council of the 22nd of the sane month based thereon (pages 24 and 25
of Parliamentary Return) it will ha seen that the difference between $1
per head, to which the Indians were entitled by treaty, and the sum they
actually received is computed at the annual anount of$10,484 and that
to meet any probable deficiency in this estimate tite sum of $11,000 is
allowed by the Order in Council for the payment to be made in that
year (1875). Taking, however, the lesser sum as the correct arnount,
and applying this calculation to the period ut twenty years initervening
between 1855, when, as already stated, the full amout of $4 per he-ad
should bave been paid, and 1875, when it was for the first tine actually
paid, it appears that annual paymients aggregating $209,389, without
reckoing interest, have been withheld from the indiens, but in any
fair calculation the interest should be adJed, and at the moderate rate
of 5 per cent , s&mple interest, it would amount to $110,082 making, with
the above stated aggregate of the sume yearly witthiheld from the aanuities,
$319,762.

" The poor Indians are too often accussed of being in a chronie state
of grumbhing, because in addresses and petitions, which are sometimes
but little heeded, they tell of their grievances, but let an equal number
of poor white men have a wrong like this te complain of, and it is need-
less to say that they would grumtble in a much more audible manner
than the Indians bave done.

. The amount due to these poor people, if funded and the proceeds
jadi:iously applied, as they doubtless would be under the careful man-
agement of the Indian Branch of th Departiment ut the Interior, to the
establishment and maintenance of schools, such as the Shingwauk Home
at Sault Ste. Marie, the Orphan's Home at Fort William Mission and the
Industrial Schools on the Manitoulin, would bave an excellent effect
in bringing the Indians to adopt the habits of civilised life.

" But the sum stated, although considerable, is not al that the
Indians may claim or are fairly entitled to. A large number of the
Lake Huron Indians do not participate in the annuities at ail, although
the ceded lands belonged as much to them as to their more favored
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brethren officially known as Treaty Indiana. The lands on Lake Huron
were in fact ceded by a part and not the whole of the Lake Huron
banda, although the territorial rights of all were equal, and there are
now considerable numbers of Indiana on Lake Huron who are treated as
aliens and non-treaty Indiana, and all this on grounds so flimsy that
they would not bear a moment's investigation. The annual pavment of
$4 per head should apply equally to all the Indian population. But the
treaty stipulated not alone for $4 per head, but for 'such further sum as
Her Majesty may be graciously pleased to order' (see page 1 of Return).
Now the Indiana of the interior all get $5 per head, besîdes carpenters'
tools, twine for nets, farming implements and cattle. In view of all
this, it seems singular that the bands on the Great Lakes have not been
better treated, more especially as the Treaty, even if its provisions had
been fairly carried out, was in itself, to say the least of it, illiberal
and unjust, so much so as to have elicited frotn the Imperial Oommis-
sioners who in 1856 investigated the condition ot these Indian, the fol-
lowing very pointed remarks : 'If we considered that it came properly
uithin our province we wouli not hesitate to exp ress our decided regret
that a treaty 8hackled by auclî stipulations, whereby a vast extent of
country has been wrung /;om the Indiane for a comparatively nominal
sum, should have received the sanction of the Government.' What
would these Commissioners say now if they could rise and see that, for
a period of twenty years, les than even a third part of this 'nominal
sum,' as theyjustly caîl it, was paid to the Indians.

" On further reference to the Return, it will be seen that in a memo.
dated 141h Jan, 1874 (page 15 of Returu) the Attorney General of On-
tario remarks as follows

' 'The Dominion Government should settle with the Indians without
question as to what Government ought ultimately to pay.'

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

" It is the Dominion Government alone, as representing the old Prov-
inces, that i liable for that part of the balance of the annuities remain-
ing unpaid at the date of Oonfederation, and it forms a good deal more·than half of the entire enm due.

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

''This is very plausible as an excuse for the neglect of the Indian
claims, but, unfortunately for any weight it was intended to have, it is
incorrect. As regards the cost ofsurveys, the then existing rules of the
Crown Lands Department rendered it necessary for parties leasing or
purchasing mining tracts to have all surveys made at their own expense,
so that those surveya were effected without any cost to the Government.
It i alsoa tated in the same memorandum that ' it was contended up to
a comparatively.recent period that the profits realised from those re-
sources were so immaterial as to be inadequate to supply any appreciable
increase in the annuities payable under the Robinson Treaties.' The
territorial revenue at Lake Superior amounted to $110,000 at the date
of Confederation, and probably to about double that amount on Lake
Huron, forming together quite au appreciable sum, sufficient at least to
have enabled the Governmeut to meet the stipulated payment without
lose. As to the statement contained in the nemorandum from which
i have just quoted, that 'it was contended,' etc., I am afraid there
was little or no contention in the case. The matter had, in fact, drop-
ped out of sight, and the Indians, after 'grumbling' in vain for twenty
years, had quîetly, although reluctantly, accepted a situation for which,
in their distant hoines on the shores of the Great Lake, they saw no
rom ,dy."

I have been particular, 3Mr. Speaker, in drawing attention
to this most important matter, s0 that hon. members who
have not had an opportunity of studying it, may be able,
on reference to the Hansard, to se how it stands. I have
said that the matter is an important one, and it really is
so. It is of importance to the Indians, because many of
them are in want and need the relief that would be afforded
them by an adjustment of their claims ; and it is of very
great importance to us Canadians that the fair fadie of the
country, in dealing with the native races, shall not be
darkened by our remaining passive while they are suffer-
ing from the non-fulfilment of a treaty solemnly entered
into with them in Her Maijesty's name. These Indiiins have a
way of communicating intelligence among themselves,
which but few white men are aware of, and during the
troubles of last spring the Indians of the Saskatchewan
found means of exciting the Indians in the western sec-
tions of Algoma. So much was this the case, that the
people of Rat Portage bacame apprehensive of a rising
among the Indians of Rainy River and the Lake of the
Woods, and applied for arma and troops. These Indians,
however, kept quiet, but they were well informed as toi

Mr. DAWSON.

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

Motion agreed to.

Mr. DAWSON moved for:
Return of all statements and estimates made by the Department of

Indian Affairs, of moneys due tu Indians under the Robinson Treaty;
also of all correspondence and documents whatever in relation to the
same subject.

Mr. Speaker, I have said all I intend to say with respect to
the Robinson Treaty ; but there was another treaty mod e
in the district of Algoma, and that was a treaty with the
Manitoulin Indians. In 1836 Sir Edmund Bond Head enter-
ed into a treaty with them, by which the Manitoulin Is-
lands should remain their property forever. Of course, it
subsequently became very desirable that the islands should
be thrown open for seulement, and in 186. the thon Super-
intendent-General of Indian Affairs went up there and
made a treaty with the Manitouhin Indians. 0f all the
treaties which whito mon have made with Indians, I be-
lieve that was the very worst treaty as regards the Indians.
It was a treaty most unjust in its provisions, and it has re-
sulted in the downright robbery of those poor people.
Why, Sir, after this treaty has been in operation for twenty-
four years, what is the result ? How much have the In-
dians got? The sum of $1.79 par head per annum is ail
these poor people who were obliged to relinquish their
land under this Manitoulin Treaty, which was carried out in
the year 1862, now receive. Ihave had petitions from the In-
dians of Manitoulin which I have laid before the Government
lately, and I have replies from the Government stating that
their case would be very carefully considered, as I have no
doubt it will be. I think that these Indians, now that they
have ceded their territory, should be placed in the saine
position as the Indians under the Robinson Treaty, and be
treated in the same manner as other Indians This treaty
was very hard and onerous in its provisions; it compelled
them to make the surveys; and why these people should
have been done out of the territory which was granted t.
them on such harsh, onerous, and I may say, heartless con-
ditions, is more than I can conceive. The Indians then-
selves objected, and a portion of the bands stood out; they
retained their own territory; they would not yield to the
seductions of the then Superintendent-General of Indian
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Affairs, but they held out for their lands. What is the
consequence ? They are flourishing and getting rich, while
the others are in poverty and want. Their petitions are
now before the Government seeking aid, and I hope the
matter will receive the carefual attention of the Government

Motion agreed to.

COLONISATION COMPANIES.

Mr. EDGAR moved for:
Copies of: 1. Letters patent incorporating the Prince Albert Colonisa-

tion Company. 2. Agreement executed between the Prince Albert
Colonisation Company and the Crown for the colonisation of Dominion
Lands. 3. Letters or applications by John White or others, on behalf
of the Trenton Colonisation Company to the Minister of the Interior,
requesting that its name be changed to the Prince Albert Colonisation
Company and ail correspondence on the subject. 4. Correspondence
between John White and the Department of the Interior respecting
applications for lands either on behalf of the Trenton Colonisation
Company or the Prince Albert Colonisation Company, and in particular
all letters from Mr. Burgess to Mr. White in the year 1882. 5. Letters
or applications by the Prince Albert Colonisation Company, or a2yone
on theirbehalf, for lands, timber limits, coal claims, or any other
privileges in the North-West. 6. Correspondence between the Depart-
ment of the Interior or any of its officers and J. 0. Jamieson, relating in
any way to the affaira of the Prince Albert Colonisation C ompany,
especially copies of all such letters to J. 0. Jemieson in 1883. 7. 8tate-
ment of accounts to date between the Government and the Prince
Albert Colonisation Company. 8. List of shareholders of the Prince
Albert Colonisation Company showing names and numbers of shares,
and whether held in trust or otherwise, according to allotment made by
the Board in May, 1883.

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

Motion agreed to.

HARBOR OF REFUGE AT PORT ROWAN OR PORT
ROYAL.

Mr. JACKSON moved for:
Return of the report of E. W. Soare, Government engineer, in refer-

ence to the practicability of constructing a harbor of refuge at Port
Rowan or Port Royal, in the Connty of Norfolk, Province of Ontario,
the survey having been made during the season of 1885, giving his
opinion la reference to the construction of said harbor, and giving the
probable cost of the same.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There is no report as to the
practicability of constructing a harbor of refuge at Port
Rowan or Port Royal, nor has Mr. Soare given his opinion
in reference to the construction of such a harbor. The
only thing the engineer was entrusted with was to take
certain soundings, in order that the Chief Engineer of the
Department might ascertain from the data so obtained
whether it would be practicable to have a harbor of refuge
there. 1 would, therefore, advise the hon. gentleman not to
insist on his motion.

Motion withdrawn.

LICENSES TO CUT TIMBER.

Mr. CHARLTON moved for:
1. The total number of Orders in Council or Departmental Orders,

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

9

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

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

3. The total number of licenses issued under the authority of the several
Orders in Council ; the total area covered by each licensewhether the
area consisted of detached pieces of land or of compact blocks, and the
period of time in each case during which the license was operative ; and
in the case of permits, the purpose for which the timber was required.

Mr. CHARLTON. I have no objection to the fullest in.
formation.

Motion agreed to.

RETURNS.
Mr. BLAKE. When can the hon. gentleman make any

statement as to the papers he will bring down relating to
the North-West Territories ?

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

Mx. BLAKE. Then the hon. gentleman doos not propose
to bring down any spontaneously.

Sir JOHN A. 'MACDONALD. I do not say that.
Mr, BLAKE. Does he ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, I do.
Mr. BLAXE. When?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They are in course of

preparation.
Mr. DAVIES. Last Session I asked for returns of a

report made by the commissioners appointed to investigate
certain fishery claims of Prince Edward Island. It was
promised, and, I believe, is ready, but has not been brought
down.

Mr. McLEL AN. I will make enquiries aboutit. I was
under the impression it had been laid on the Table.

RETURNS ORDERED.

Copies of ail Orders in Couneil passed for the granting of the subsidy
authorised by the Acta 47 Victoria, chapter 8, and 48-49 Victoria,
chapter 58, "for a line of railway connecting Montreal with the harbors
of St. John and Halifax by the shortest and beut practicable route;" of
ail reports of engneers upon which said Orders in Council may be
based, together with a statement of ail moneys paid in connection with
the sane, and cf ail persons to whom such payments may have been
made.-(Mr. Laurier.)

tieports made by persons not in the service of the Government to
whom samples of flOur for the Indians in the Nortb-West vere submitted
for inspection during the years 1883, 1884 and 1885.-(Mr. Paterson,
Brant.)
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Statement of the names and post office addresses of aIl persons
employed in taking the census of the North-West Territories; the
amounts paid to each as salary and expenses, distinguishing between
those who were alread in the empioyment of the Government and
those who were not.-( r. Landerkin.)

Return of the expenditure made by the St. John Bridge and Railway
Extension Company on their railway and bridge connecting the Inter-
colonial and New Brunswick Railway; together with a statement of the1
amounts advanced by the Government to the said Company and the
dates of such advances.-(Mr. Weldon.)

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

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

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

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TUEsDAY, 9th March, 1886.

The SPEAER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PlÂTRs.

ASH WEDNESDAY-ADJOURNMENT.-

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved:

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

Motion agreed to.

until

TIME FOR PRESENTING PRIVATE BILLS.

Mr. IVES moved :

That the time for presenting Private Bills be extended to Wednesday,
Bst March, instant.

Motion agreed to.

OFFICIAL REPORT OF THE DEBATES.

Mr. DBSJARDINS moved:

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

He said: The House will remember that last year the
Committee reported in favor of ohanging the form of the
report of the Debates from royal quarto to octavo, and,
changing the type from long primer to brevier for the
main report and from minion to nonpareil for the quota.'
tions. It was expected then that some change would be
adopted in the system of printing the departmental and
parliamentary documents, so that the Committee thought it
wóuld be easy to make the change suggested, which was
considered likely to reduce the expense of the publication
of the Debates and to render the volume more convenient
for handling. But no measure having been adopted by the
Government, we had to try and make some arrangement
with the printers who had the contract hitherto. Whilst
tbey were ready to continue for one year the publication on
tie conditions of the former contract, they objected to the
change proposed in the report, on account of the heavy
ontlay it would involve for one year only, while they had
no guarantee that they would obtain another contract.
The Oommittee felt that, under the circumstances, they
should reoommeid lie extension of the cotract for a further
year as the only practical way out of the diMulty.

Motion agreed to.

EVIDENCE IN CRIKINAL CASES.

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

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

MEMORANDUM OF SIR ALEXANDER CAMPBELL-
COST OF PUBLISHING.

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

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

SECOND READING.

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

RETURNS.

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

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

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

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

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

H1OUSE OF COMMONS.

THURsDAY, Ilth March, 1886.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRATERs.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 24) to incorporate the Kingston and Pembroke
Mutual Aid and Insurance Go., Limited-(Mr. White, Ren.
frew.)

Bill (No. 25) respecting the Northern and Pacifie Juno-
tion Railway (o.-(Mr. McCarthy.)
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Bill (No. 26) to incorporate the Tecumseh Insurance Co.

of Canada.-(Mr. Macmillan, Middlesex.)
Bill (No. 27) to amend the Act to incorporate the West

Ontario Pacifie Railway Co.- (Mr. Macmillan, Middlesex.)

CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hastings) moved for leave to intro.
duce Bill (No. 28) to amend the Criminal Law of Canada.
le said: This is a Bill similar to one which I introduced
last Session. Owing to the multiplicity of legislation, and
the very many able, elaborate and interesting addresses
which we had on the Franchise Bill, we did not succeed in
reaching it. It is intended to amend the criminal law so
far as it relates to a notorious class of offenders known as
burglars. From what comes under our immediate notice
and observation, I am satisfied that the crime of burglary
is rather increasing than dimiVishing. Besides appropriat-
ing our valuables and our goods and ourselves, it has led to
incalculable injury to our property; besides almost fri ghten-
ing out of their lives our wives and children. If burglars
are frustrated in their design in any way, they do not besi-
tate to commit murder. Our merchants and bankers have
been put to a great deal of expense in placing coverings
over their safes with a net wire and a telegraphic attach.
ment, in order that, when an attempt at burglary is made,
an alarm may reach the police station ; but even this is not
always found successful, and the criminals manage to
evade the vigilance of the police. Another reason for
amending this law is, that many of these men who
are incarcerated are only sent to prison for a very short
time, and, as soon as they are released, they proceed to ply
their avocation as assiduously as ever. In fact, it is no
punishment or warning to them whatever to receive those
short terme of punishment. I might give an instance of
this. In the city in which I live, a couple of burglars were
in the act of breaking open the safe in the office of the
Burreli axe factory. The men who work in that factory
go there early in the morning, and they discovered these
men in the act. Finding they were caught, they ran off
and they ran a distance of half a mile, pursued by the
factory hande, and then managed to get through a broken
wind>w in the basement of a church-no doubt, a very
painful operation-and then climbed up a stairway and
secreted themeelves in the steeple. The men who were
following them despatched a messenger to the police station
while they kept watcb; the chief of police came, and, when
the men were comm-anded to come down, they did so relue-
tantly. I suppose they did not aspire any higher. They
were taken to the plice station, and their names were
placed upon the list ; not the list which has given so
much anxiety to the hon. member for West Huron
(Mr. Cameron). I was going to say-but I do not see
him in his place-that I do not know what sort of
constituercy sent him to the House, but as these were young
men and of a style unknown to us from their peculiar shaped
visages I would not be surprised if they came from the
riding of that bon. gentleman, they certainlyi did not come
from the 50 square miles of timber limits which he has
falsely add maliciously referred to in his flaming and lying
declamations in the west as reoeived by me from the Gov-
ernment to support Sir John A. Macdonald. These men
were tried by the judge who was holding the court of assize,
the Hon. Mr. Justice Armour, were found guilty and were
sentenced to the penitentiary for a period of seven years.
They were found tobe old gaol birds. One of therm had
already seirved five years. I mention this to prove the fact
that the punishment they had received was no warning what-
ever to them, and that as soon as they got out of prison,
they resumed their old calling as vigorously as before. I
propose to amend this law in this way: The Act, chap. 21,
sec. 50, states what shall constitute the crime of burglary.

Thenext section, sec. 51 of chap. 21, 82 and 5 'Vie., makes
it discretionary with the judge to send these men te prison
for any term he may choose. Now, I do not intend to ask
the louse to take away that discretion, because I think
that it would scarcely be fair that a woman who may break
into a laundry and steal a few articles of clothing, or a man
whe may break into a grocery and steai candy, should be
sent to the penitentiary for life, but I propose adding a clause
which shail read as follows :-

But when it sha obe fonud that such person, at the time of commit.
ting such offence, had in hie possession any Implement known as a
burglar'a tool, or any murderous weapon o any kind whatsoever, ho
fhal, when convicted, be sentenced to imprisoument in the penitentiary
for life.

Then I would add another clause to it to this effect:
Where any person la convicted of the crime of burglary who bau

already or previously been found gailty, or convicted of, or served a
term of imprisonment for a ainilar offence, he or she, upon such con-
viction thereot, shall be sentenced to imprisonment in the penitentiary
for hife.

Then there is another clause in the Act whioh I propose
to amend-that is, section 59, which provides that in the
case of parties being armed or disguised, etc., who intend
to break in or enter any house, at any time he may please,
I intend to ask the House to amend that clause, by adding
after the word "penitentiary " the words "for a period of
seven years." in clause 60 of that Act, instead of leaving
it discretionary with the judge, I would substitute after the
word "imprisonment" the words "for a period of ten
years." Then thore is another clause which I tbink it
advisable to add, allowing to the senior, junior or deputy
judge to try theso cases summarily, in any county or united
county whero the otfdnce is been oommitted, or Lhe arrest
has been made, and the powers of the judge shall be the saine
as those given to othor judgos under the Act. I hope, Mr.
Speaker, that the Act will commend itself to the liouse,
and will recoive the support of hon. members and the
countenance of the Minister of Justice.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

DOMINION ELECTIONS ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. MaCARTHY, in moving for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 29) to amend the Dominion Elections Act, 1874
said : The object of the Bill is to extend the hours ot pol-
ling in cities. At present the hours of polling are from 9
o'clock in the morning till 5 in the afternoon; I propo e to
amend it as far as cities are concerned by making the hours
from 9 in the morning until 8 in the afternoon.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

MEMORANDUM OF SIR ALEXANDER CAMPBELL -
COST OF PUBLISHING.

Mr. LAURIER, in the absence of Mr. LANGELIER, asked,
What amount was paid to various newspapers for distribut.
ing to their readers the memorandum of Sir Alexander
Campbell on the Riel matter ; the names of the newspapers,
and the sum paid to each ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The memorandum of Sir Alex. Camp-
bell was first published in English on a large fiy-sheet,
copies of which were sent to most of the papers in the
Province of Quebec. We have received, I think, but one
account from those newspapers who published it,
which was from a paper in the Eastern Townships, of $510.
The two newspapers who published the memorandum in
French, were the Monde and the Minerve, of Montreal. ,Each
of them have accounts varying between $30d and' $400;
neither of them bas been audited or verifled, but $125 have
been paid upon them ; no other payments have beèn made.
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MAJOR-GENERAL LAURIE AND GENERAL
STRANGE.

Mr. CASEY asked, Was Major General Laurie on the list
of the Aetive Militia when he went to the North-West, and
was he ordered to proceed there on duty ? Was he gazet-
ted as an officer of the Active Militia during the campaign ?
If so, when, and to what rank ? In what capacity did he
serve, and at what rate of pay ? Was Major-General
Strange on the Active Militia list on March 27th, 1885 ? If
not, when was he gazetted, and to what rank ? What com-
mand did he hold during the campaign ? By whom
appointed, when, and at what rate of pay ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I would ask the hon. gentle-
mon to allow the question to stand, as 1 have not yet got
the answer in writing.

KnR. HUGH MoDONALD.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether Mr. Hugh McDonald was in
the Pilotage Commission for North Sydney, and between
what dates? Whether he is still in the Pilotage Commission,
and if not, what are the reasons for the chaige ?

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. McDonald was in the Pilotage Com-
mission for Sydney-not North Sydney-between March 3,
1879, and June 19, 1885. At the latter date it was thought
better, in the public interest, to abolish the Commission for
Sydney, and erect in its place two Pilotage Authorities, on
neither of which Mr McDonald's name appears.

]ROBERT STATHER.

Mr. WELDON asked, Ras ony order been made for the
removal of Robert Stather from the penitentiary at Dor-
chester to the penitentiary at Kngston, and of what date ?
Has Ihe said Robert stather been removed from the Dor-
chester Penitentiary, and when ?

Mr. TIIOMPSON (Antigonish.) A warrant was made
for the removal of that prisoner from the penitentiary at
Dorchester to the penitentiary at Kingston; it bears date
19th February last. Robert Stather has been removed from
the Dorchester penitentiary, about the 24th or 25th of that
month.

SUBSIDIES TO RAILWAYS.

Mr. CHARLTON asked, 1. The total amount of money
paid by virtue of requirements, of 47 Victoria, chapter 8,
intituled: "An Act to authorise certain subsidies and
grants for aid in respect of the construction of the lines of
railway therein mentioned," and the separate amounts paid
up to lst March, 1886, by virtue of the requirements of the
said Act, to each Province, railway company, corporation,
&c., mentioned in the same; 2. The total amount of money
remaining to be paid by virtue of the requirements of the
said Act, and the separate amounts payable to each Pro-
vince, railway company, corporation, &c., mentioned in the
same.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In the absence of my col-
league, the hon. Minister of Railways, I must ask the hon.
gentleman to make this a notice of motion, because it is too
complicated to be answered in the way he wishes it. If he
makes a motion we will bring down the papers.

JOSEPH A. WOODRUFF.

Mr. SOMERVILLE (Brant) asked, What amount was
paid to Joseph A. Woodruff, returning officer for the county
of Lincoln for the Scott Act election, held last June ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Four hundred and fourteen dollars
and ninety cents.

Mr. CHAPLIAU.

THE RIEL MEDICAL COMMISSION.

Mr. AMYOT. Though I gave no notice, I would like to
enquire into a few facts regarding the medical commission:
lst. When were the reports of Drs. Valade and Lavell
received by the Government? 2nd. Were the medical
reports of Drs. Valade and Lavell which were brought
down, made by telegraph or by letter ? 3rd. Were there
any reports, telegrams or letters as to the mental condition
of Louis Riel sent to the Government by either Drs. Valade
or Lavelle, other than those already brought down, and if
so, when will they be laid before this House ? I make this
enquiry before the disscusion begins, because I think the
points are essential.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I am not in a position to
answer from memory the questions of the hon. member.

EXECUTION OF LOUIS RIEL.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny)-(Transration)-moved that
it be resolved:

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

Mr. Speaker, on the 16th of November last, a man, con-
victed of high treason before the courts of the country,
ascended the steps of a scaffold at Regina, and paid by his
life the part he had taken in the rebellions uprising in the
North-West. On the 16th of November last, the hand of
the executioner tightened the fatal knot around the neck of
a political convict, and Louis Riel was launched into eter-
nity. What is called human justice was satisfied. The
announcement of this great event was flashed out throughout
the country with ail the speed of the electricity which
carried it. It was received with various feelirgs. And let
it be recorded as a disgrace to mankind, there were men
who organised publie demonstrations to celebrate, in the
face of a sorrowing public, this dismal end of the drama of
Regina. On the other hand, a portion of the population
stood up in its indignation and solemnly protested against
an execution which circumstances seemed to condemn, and
against the Government who had ordered it. Since this ill-
fated date the social body, as a whole, has undergone violent
and painful convul- ions and a whole class of our peopleis kept
in an agitation, which, although perfectly constitutional,
weakens our strength and has, for a moment, threatened to
bring us a war of races. And, wherefore, this uneasiness ?
Wherefore, on the one hand, this manifestation of a delirious
joy ? Wherefore, on the other hand, this explosion of deep
sorrow, of a real disappointment, of a disapproval which
has loudly and solemnly asserted itself in the face of a whole
country ? More than once, heretofore, men who had been
condemned by the laws of the country and the verdict of
their fellow creatures have left the prison cells for the
scaffold. More than once heretofore the sentence of death
has received its terrific though just sanction without causing,
in the community, that strange commotion which has been
caused by the announcement of the execution of the chief
of the half-breeds. But the death of Riel has been sur-
rounded by circumstances of such a nature that it is
looked upon by some as the gratification of a long-sought
vengeance, by others as a provocation flung at the face
of a whole nationality; by several as a breach of the
laws of justice itself; by several, also, as a weakness on
the part of the Government, as the wanton sacrifice
of the life of a man who has been immolated
to sectarian hatred and prejudice. This execution
lias caused a great commotion, and owing to the circum-
stances under which it bas taken place, this simple question
of justice has at once become a political and a national
question. As sucli it has foroed itself upon the attention or
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the people of our Province, as such it has also been looked condemnation of the execution of Riel, or the Opposition
upon by the people of other Provinces, and if Ontario would have introduced a complex motion wherein, besides
wishes to upbraid Quebec for its popular agitation, for its the condemnation of the Riel execution, would have been
indignation meetings, Quebec, on the other hand, can point fonnd a condemnation of the general poliey of the Govern-
out the incendiary articles published by the great Ontario ment in the administration of the affairs of the North-West.
newepaper, and ask the country at large and the members In the first case, the motion of the Opposition being similar
of the Government in particular, what is to be thought of to mine, wbo could have pretended that their vote would
the acrimonious criticisms of the Mai/, of its infiammatory have given a different result ? No one, assuredly. Con-
appeals, of its insulting articles, where the deepest ignor- sequently, Mr. Speaker, that being the case, who could
ance goes hand in hand with the most blind of fanaticisms. blame me for my action to-day ? But let me suppose
Since an opportunity is offered, it is my mest imperative the case of a complex motion in which the Opposition would
duty to protest, as a member for the Province of Quebec and haïe asked for both the condemnation of the Riel execution
as a Conservative, against these unfair attacks, these insult- and also of the administration of the Government in the
ing threats; and I do it without any reserve, convinced as I North-West. What would be the resul t of the vot e asked for?
am that this protestation on my part will find a faithful echo There is no need of being a prophet to foresee it; and I may
in the hearts of all those--to whatever nationality or Prov- affirm, without fear of being mistaken, that such a motion
ince they may belong-who sincerely wish that their would not certainly have had the support of all those who
country may grow prosperous in peace and harmony. It are ready to vote against the Government on the simple
is very unfortunate that the contest between those who question of the execution of Riel. Such a motion would
condemn the execution of Riel and those who defend the then gather against the Government a less number of hon.
action of the Government should have been placed in members than those who will support the motion now laid
Ontario as well as in Quebec on this dangerous national before the House. At ail events it is my firm conviction
ground. Consequences much more serious than the hanging that from all points of view my action of to-day bears the
of a man or the overthrow of a Government might be the stamp of the strongest logic, and as my motion is worded in
result of the strange position taken by the combatants. its present form it is worthy of the moRt serious attention of
Let us thank God who bas saved them, and let us bear in this House, and it is the only one which can unite against
mind that great and noble causes have no need of either the Goverument all the available forces of the Opposition
the vain calculations of politics or the passionate appeals to and the Conservative faction which opposes the Govern-
sentimentalism to prevail and to escape triumphantly from ment at the present time. Such is my justification. I
the claws of computing selfishness or blind hatred. Mr. owed it to the House and the country, and I give it
Speaker, it is precisely because I wish to avoid this double 1 stripped from all artifice. I give it entire, without any
danger, it is because I am deeply convinced of the rightful-1 montal rosei vation, with the strongest conviction that
ness of the cause now submitted to the free deliberations of it will dispel the - doubts which may exist and
the representatives of the people, that I am determined to will convince my friends of the excellence of my intentions
present my motion under the humble garb with and of the righteousness of my actions. Men wbo have
which I have clothed it, convinced as I am never been my friends, men who have always worked
that nothing in its form will clog its move- against me ever since I entered politics, journalists--I
ments or impede its progress. It is not a national mean such writers as those of the Free Press and the Globe
question, a question of pure sentiment, wbich I am about to -who do not know me at ail, and who are com-
discuss in this Bouse ; it is not a political question as regards pletely ignorant of the manner in which I have acted
party interests ; no, it is a question of simple justice, a recently, have manufactured quite a fanciful story in order
question of public right. Placed on this ground, the only to create for themselves the easy task of uttering their
true ground in my humble opinion, my motion will, I hope, high sounding tirades. I have too much contempt for such
receive the greatest possible number of votes. What doos nonsense and such malevoient insinuations to meet them
it ask ? The pure and simple expression, unexplained as to with anything but a general denial. But if any hon.
the motives, of the condemnation of an act of the Govern- member will take upon himseif the task of repeating these
ment-the execution of Louis Riel. By not giving in my absurdities in this House, I am ready to overthrow this frail
motion any motives for the regret which I ask this flouse scaffolding and to prove once more the notorious bad faith
to express, I leave to each one full liberty to support this of these ignorant scribes. The House will allow me not to
motion for whatever motive he may deem sufficient, and by insist any further and to come back withont any transition
this means I ensure for its adoption every chance of success. to the motion I now make. I have said that this motion
Is that working in favor of the Government, is that serving was made without stating the motive, that it does not
their cause as bas been asserted in certain quarterse? No, involve in its wording the enumeration of the motives for
indeed, since my motion is so worded as to unite against which I invite the representatives of the nation to express
the Govern ment the strongest possible vote. It would be by their votes the condemnation of the execution of Riel.
o' herwise, and I would then understand the charge brought I have explained this prudent reserve on my part, which
against me, had I followed the policy suggested by one of leaves to each and every one the most complete facility to
the large newspapers of Montreal and had I coupled condemn the Riel execution for whatever motives they
with my motion a declaration approving the general may deem sufficient. These motives are not wanting, and,
policy of the Government in their administration of the for my part, I have no hesitation in stating mine. In my
affaire of the North-West. In that event, all the opinion they are more than sufficient to justify my having
Opposition would have refused as one man to vote for my introduced my motion. Some few weeks ago the Govern-
motion, and the country would see to-day the sad spectacle ment has caused to be distributed a pamphlet which con-
of a handful of members being crushed in a ridiculous con- tains the report of the case of the Queen v8. Riel charged
test. I did not want such a result. For the same reason, and convicted of the crime of high treason. The House
and in order to be consistent with myself, I did not deem it will allow me to read a short extract from that pamphlet.
necessary to wait until the Opposition would be ready or Here is what I find at page 154:
to agree with them on the policy to be followed. And I "Sitting held on Saturday, 6th August, 1885.
believe I am -perfectly right. Indeed, what good could "The court aasembled at 10 o'clock a.m.
have been reasonably expected from such an agreement? "(In the jnry returning, after having retired to consider their verdict,
One of two things: either the Opposition would have intro- v er e theconyr a.akd: Gentlemen, are you agreed upon your
duced a motion similar to mine, asking the pure and simple "Is the prisoner guilty or not guilty7
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"The jury fiand the prisoner guilty. give their opinion, les than any one the jury could
"Olerk.-Gentlemen of the jury, harken te your verdict as the court have been supposed to lean towards clemency.

recorde it. Yen find the priarmner, Louis Riel, guilty, so uay yoae en upse o en oads cemny
IlThe jury answered : Guilty. Their position was one of the most peculiar whieh
dgA juror.-Your Honor, I have been asked by my brother jurors te could be. Before them appeared the man who, in

recommend the prisoner to the mercy of the Orown. their opinion at least, had raised the standadd of rebellion.
" Mr. Justice Richardson.-I may say lu answer to you that the recom- For these men of the NrthWet Re

mendation which you have given will be forwarded in proper mannerF-Wes [Uielwas the source, the
to the properlauthorities."I principle, the fomenter of the insurrection, and ho muet
That verdict returned by a jury whom no man in this have appeared to them as carrying the ineendiary torch
country suspects of having sympathised with the unfor- everywhere, stirring up the Indians, sowing devastation
tunate half-breed; this recommendation to the mercy of and death under his footsteps, the footsteps of an agitator
the Crown, which the jadge promised to forward to the and a false prophet. They had to deoide hie fate. They
proper authorities, have, in fact, been forwarded hers at had to declare by their verdict, whether the chiet of the
Ottawa, and left in the hands of the Minister of Justice. half-breeds was or was not guilty of the crime of high
The Erecutive met. On the table of the Council, in that treason of which he was accused. To declare that Louis
room where the fate of a poor convict was to be decided, Riel was not guilty, was to bring ab>ut an acquittal, the
were, together with the verdict of the court, a bundie of consequences of which these men had reason to fear; it was

petitions from all parts of the country, not only from the to set the chief of the half-breeds at full liberty; it was to
Province of Qaebec, but from Ontario, from Manitoba; not prepare for themselves--such at least must have been their
only from Canada, but from the United States and from opinion-ail the inconveniences, ail the disappjitments,
the old countries in Europe. All of them prayed for a com- ail the miseries from which they hal just issued; it was to
mutation of the sentence of death; ail of them asked, in the leave the country in a continuous agitation and perhaps the
name of justice itself, that the recommendation of the jury prey of a new insurrection. O? course they could
should be herkened to. And long before the popular not desire all these consequences, and nothing short
agitation had commenced, fourteen days before that which of the death of Riel could avert them. On the
was to be Riel's last day, the man who has now the honor other hand they had before them a man who sought
of addressing this House, joined his feeble voice to that of to justify the uprising of which he had been the heart and
ail the friends of clemency and justice, to pray with them soul, who held the various Government, who have held
that the verdict of the jury might be respected in ail its power for the last fifteen years, responsible for a disastrous

integrity. Here is the letter which I wrote on the subject: administration of the affaire of the North-West. They had
"VILLA MASTAÂ, 2nd November, 1885. before them a man whose ways were peculiar, who had

i Hon. Sir Hucvon L. LANGEVIN, K.O.M.G., O.B., M.P.C. already been twice locked up in lunatic asylumî, a man who

linister of Publie Works, Ottawa. 'pretended to b- in direct and constant comminication with
ONiseofPublicaorrsttaa.oftheinthethe Spirit, who dreamed of a new division of the North-

name of my county and I mnight add as expressng t e'general feeling West into sevn ditinct parts, which parts his own fertile
in the Province of Quebec, I now fulfil the most imperative of duties and generous fancy gave to I forget which nations of old
while praying the Executive, through your mediation,the commutation of Europe. He was a monomaniac. His antecodents gave
the sentence of death pronounced againet Rielr an undeniable proof of it, and this proof was cori oioratedlunail uuprejudlced and serions minds theru exise a ruaI doubt as to 1
the mental condition of the poor convict. His actions are really those by hie actions and pretensions at the lime. The jury were
of an insane mon and nobody can be unaware of the fact that this man convinced of this, and if they could not find him "not
has on two different occasions been locked up in a lunatie asylum. The guilty " they felt that, before God and man, they couldjury bas invoked the clemencv of the Crown in his favor.

" Itis thie clemency which ferave and which in my opinion the Govera- ncither find him simply "guilty" without invoki-ng at the
ment ought to grant under the present circumstances. The execution of same time in hie favor the benefit of extenuating circuma-
Riel would certainly be considered as an act of Draconian severity not stances. This js what they did, and while returningte say a barbarous act ; the people wil bold the Government respon- against Louis Riel a verdict of "lguilty " the jury havesiblu for it and will cali thuni te account for it. aan edc f"uiy h uyhv

"If the Government have nothing at ail to reproach themselves as added to it thie recommendation to the mercy of the Crown,
regards the half-breeds and the administration of the North-West ; if which is no less, under the present circumstances, than theaIl their employés have scrupulously done their duty and have in nosupremway wbatever contributed to the uprising of those who, however, have e declaration that n their opinion Louis [iel eught
suffered, then, let them tie the rope around the neck of this unfortunate not to be executed. This was overriden by the Governmont
m"Bu for resons unknown to me. They have offended ail the
tuent, I a kthe exercis esetf eq royal preoativeauthe name o cfh h a notions of a wholesome administration of justice, they have
beneflicent policy. taken the law into their own hands, they have overlooked

"Belleve me, honorable Sir, all precedents, and, let it be said without hesitation, they
"Your very devoted, have deserved the blame and condemnation which my

"PH. LANDRY." motion asks this louse to inflict upon them. The motive
How did the Government answer these numerous requests, which I invoke is sfficient in itself to justify the conduct
these appeals to mercy ? The hon. Minister of Justice in which I have always followed until thie day from the date
answer to a question put last Friday by the hon. memher of the 16th of November last, notwithstanding the state-
from Bellechasse has told us. On the 12th of November, mente to the contrary which have been put forward by
1885, an Order in Council was passed directing that "the law certain newspapers which speak without any knowledge of
should take its course." Such i- the officiai information the facts. It the motives which 1tinvoke are sufficient in
which we have received. That is to say the Government themselves to obtain the condemnation ofthe Govern mentdo
have laid aside the recommendation of the jury, and refused not think, Mr. Speaker, that there are no others. It wilIl be
to consider the numerous petitions to which that recom- sufficient to point out some of them, and I wilI leave to other
mendation had given rise and which came to them from al hbon. gentlemen who will speak after me the duty of develop-
parts. In other words, Mr. Speaker, and this is my firm ing them with a great deal more scienee and ability than
conviction, the Government have ignored the verdit I ccould do it myself. There is a very certain fact, which
returned, and, by ordering that the law should take its nobodyhaseverdenied and whichtheGovernmentthemselves
course, they have made a most positive act and they have have acknowledged, and it Îe that there has alwaye existed a
assumed a responsibility which the jury themsolves had very serious doubt as to the question whether he had the full
not dared to assume. And, nevertheless, that jury, if we and entire enjoyment of his intellectual faculties. This doubt,
consider its composition, if we bear in mind the circum- which, according to ail probability, existed in the minds of
stances of time and place in which they had to move and the jury at Reginà, and which was the motive of theirrooom-

Mr. LANDRy.
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mandation to mercy, this doubt has been shared by all the that the doctor may at once give a certificate aocording to
classes in the community, and it exista in a still higher the facts. Or else the case submitted will present no doubt:
degree in the minds of those who, from near or far, have as those of acute mania, of madnesa, of general palsy, of
had occasion to follow the varions stages of Louis Riel's idiocy, or imbecility. ln all these cases any doctor may in
agitated career. Those who do not share this doubt are a few minutes certify the insanity and give the motives of
precisely those who are convinced of the insanity and of his judgment. Quite different is the question whon one
the irresponsibility of the half-breed chieftain. It was the has to certify that a man is porfectly sound in mind, that
duty of the Government to fully dispel the darkness which he is responsible for all his actions. Take a monomaniai,
had surrounded this question; they owed it to themselves, for instance, or a maniac having lucid intervals. It
and they owed it to the country, to throw the brightest light will require a deop study, a constant observation,on this 4uestion of the most vital importance, and to prove, sometime of long duration, to discover a disease which
beyond cavil, that the man they were sending to the scaffold often only manifests itself by intermissions, at periods
was not a madman. What did the Government do in such more or less remote, or which only disoovers itself
an emergency ? They appointed a medical commission, when you have succeeded in touching the sensible part of
composed cf three physicians, Drs. Jukes, Valade and this wandering intellect And yet, in the present case, the
Lavell. I regret that at a time when such great excitement Government have accepted the declaration of a medical
prevailed, when the whole country was ablaze, that the commission which certainly has not had the time which
Government did not deem it proper to choose outside was necessary to be able to certify in ail oortainty that Riel
of the Mounted Police, which had taken such an was not insane. The Goverument have acted with undue
active part in the suppression of the rebellion, and haste, and they have opened the door to the just recrimina-
even outside of the country which, as a whole, tions which are made to-day. The doubt which existed on
waged war against Louis Riel. 1 regret, I say, that the the question whether Louis Riel waa in the full possession of
Government did not deem it proper to choose elsewhere, in bis mental faculties has not therefore been cleared. Nay, it
England, in France, or in the United States, for instance, exists stronger than ever, and even the report of the medi-
men who are considered as authorities on such matters; real cal commission, which report was brought down by the
specialists, men who devote their lives to the study and Government, establishes beyond contradiction that Louis
treatment of these diseases of the human mind which are so Riel was suffering from "partial delirium." What does
delicate. In the face of such a decision, in the face of such a Dr. Jukes say ? I quote his own words:
choice, the critics would have laid down their powerlOss "I cannot escape the conviction that except on purely religious ques-
shafts, and all through the country unanimous applause tors reiating to what may be called divine mysteries, he wau, when
would have greeted the action of the (cverrniment. I 1 ave entrustei to nMy care, and stili con tinuies to be, sane and accountable
nothing to say against the doctors I have just named. 1 am îfrb hi actions.de I eltberefore record my opinion that, with the reserva-

tion above made, Riel is a sano, clear-hoadod and accouatable being
personally acquainted with Dr. Valade, and I hope and trust before God and man."
that his two colleagues are like himself, perfect gentlemen, Drs. Valade and Lavell even go further. Here is the opinion
honest men and good doctors. And yet-who would dare of Dr. Valade :
to deny it ?-there is one weak point, one extremely "i am of opinion that while Riel suffered under hallucinations onweak point in the composition of that commission political and religions questions, on other points ho was quite sensible
from the standpoint of public opinion. It was said at and could distinguish right from wrong."
the time-at least it was said by those who did not Dr. Lavell thue expresses himself:
know any of these doctors-it was said: The Govern- IqIar of the opinion that although Riel held and expresoed peonliar
ment have appointed an English doctor from Ontario, and views as to religion and eneraI government, he was anaccountable
a French Canadian doctor from Ottawa, tlut is to say, two being and capabie of iiatiuguizhing righlt from wrong."
men, one of whom will decide in favor of Riel, and the other Riel says Dr. Jukes, is sound in mind, except on religious
against him. I know, Mr. Speaker, that this preconceived estions t i suffe i fromhallucinations, adds Dr. Vlgado,
opinion does not give justice to the perfect impartiality of q uestins an reiios q utions, nans Drader
those who were chosen, but at ail events this wasaua opi'io on poli tioai and re'igious quetttions; hoeontertains and pro.
which o if it wer notoentirel e ventsa thi was n op one fesses peculiar i Jas, peculiar viws as to religion and general
pubic i and it wasno enir treasonable, wat neverthlessa govern mort, add in its turn Dr. Laveil. We have therefore
pubhe opinion, and it is for that reason that I regret that a triple deposition stating that, on religions questions, Rielthe Governmçnt should have run counter toIt.And they is unsound in mind, and out of three doctors two of them
have run counter to it, it cannot be denied, they have declare besidos that the half-breed chieftain is not sound in
shocked it violently by choosing as a third commissioner mind as regards political questions. In one case the unani-
one of their own employ¢s, a surgeon from the Mounted mous statement of the medical commission, in the other the
Police, from tins arrned corps whichb las been througb the mu ttmlto h elclcmisoi h te h
campaig of thei orth-West and which lhas left several of mjority of the commission declaring really that Louis Riel
casmeaign o the orth We d thi has flleft ueeral to sutier,; from partial delirium. Such is the question of facta
its members on the prairie where they had fallen under the clucitated by the report of thlp commision. West does
bullets fired by the half-breeds under the command of Riel. science say? I will quote an authority, Lelorrai, doetor
As regards its composition, the medical commission in law and doctor in modocine. Here is what he writes in
appointed by the Government cannot therefore offer to the his work entitled: L'aliéné au point de vue de la respo'sabi-
public that guarantee of impartiality which would have been ité pénale, page 20.
ofiered by a commission composed of strangers and of spe-, "Fhe monomaniac, he say, eis the madman who, in a certain order
cialists. But there is still more than that, and 1maintain, with of ideas, if we are to judge froma appearances, speaks and acts like a
all tI~e authorities, with ail those who have made of mental man whose mind is sound, but whose reason a haunted by specal
diseases their special stuîid, that the medical commission has delirious ideas, alwsys the same as a rule, and frequent hallacisationas

which, in most cases, may b considered as having created them.
fored Timabe enioiforh to hveiecase a tattere- The partial delirium is, as Fairet expresses it, expansive or expressive.
fore it has been impossible for it to have given a satisfactory in the first case we will retain for it the name of monomania; in the
judgment on the question submitted to their investigation. second, we wili give it that of lypeania, whieh was give* to it by
To declare that a man is insane is not quite the same thing Esquirol case of the monomaniac, the fied ideas bear the stamp of bold-
as to declare thatle is not insane. The reason of this is ness and pride. The individnal is over-excited beyond ait expression,
obvious. As a general thing, when a doctor is called upon 1he believes he has been charged with a high mission, called upon to
to give his opinion on a case of insanity, the case is well dictate laws, or commandan army ;he liaboth power and fortune. it

is the megalomania which sometimes takes a religions oharatr, andcharacterised, beçause, as aule, the disciple of Esculapius then consatuates theomania; the madman is prophet, MessGah, Uo
1s OI~ O~lled w1g the pasient is udergoing a crisis, so imseM."
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Io not that, Mr. Speaker, the most minute and the most
faithful description of that partial delirium from which the
unfortunate chief of the half-breeds was suffering ? Now,
the question is, to what extent Riel was responsible for his
acts. What is the jurisprudence established on such mat-
ters, and what light does science throw on this subject ? I
am quoting Lelorrain, page 57:

" In the case eof partial delusion the following is the system adopted
by the English law: When, while considering as in accordance with
reality the delirious ideas of a madman, ho bas done a lawful act; when
believimg lie was attacked for instance, ho has killed to defend himself,
the law declares him irresponsible. But if he has committed a marder
outside of the case of self defence, to avenge himoelf for simple
defamation or an inult, then he has been guilty ofimurder." (Maudsley,
page 93.)

That is to say, for thost who believe in partial responsi-
bility, there is in the monomaniac two entirely distinct
men: one who is insane, and the other who is perfectly
sound in mind; the first alone is irresponsible for his crimes
or misdemeanors. He is impelled to commit them by an
hallucination, a delirious idea, a delusion. If the fact with
which the accused is charged is foreign to his delirium, the
insane man then become responsible. But in truth, on what
ground says with reason Judge Ledd, quoted by Maudsley,
one of the most remarkable authorities as regards mental
diseases, on what ground eau it be held that an act inspired
by a delirious idea has at the same time taken its motive in a
determination of that part of the intellect which remains
sound. And the celebrated English specialist adds:

" In fact, it is mere chance which always decides whether an insane
man will be punished or relaxed." (Maudsley, p. 93.)
Well-meaning mon have at all times protested against this
doctrine of partial responsibility, which was accepted relue-
tantly, as will be seen by English jurisprudence.

" In vain," says Broussais, in his work intitled : De l'Irritation et de
la Folie, volume 2, page 378, "Iu vain are we told that a few mono-
maniacs are perfectly reasonable on all subjects which are foreign to
their prevalent ideas, still they may reason correctly on simple questions
as regards their physical wants and all ordinary topics. But to the best
observera, noue of them are able to hold a serious conversation requir--
ing attention to deal with a question of morale or philosophy without
falling more or less into inconsistencies; no Don Quixotte l perfect."

Brierre de Boismont, is still more explicit. Here is what
he says in the Annales Medco Psychologiques, volum>j 5,
page 368:

" Is it possible to limit the field of action into which a prevalent idea
may exert its influence ? What physiologist would assert that such an
idea is foreign to such another, and could not in any case be associated
with it in the mind of a sound man, much less in the brain of an insane
man ?"
Faîret states:

" That ho ias never met with a case eof real monomania." (Des maladies
mentales, page 436.)

Tardieu thus expresses himself on the subject of the so-
called monomaniac. See Btudes aMedico-légales sur la Folie,
page 200 :

" The prevalent Mea stands out in relief on a ground generally and
originally altered and the partial delirium is only the highest note et the
greaterclash which existe between the varions intellectual and moral
functions."

I know, Mr. Speaker, that to these authorities quoted by
me other authorities may be opposed. Let them be quoted
and the only conclusion to be drawn will be that on so
serions a question the learned men do not agree. There-
fore, a doubt existe. Who is to benefit from it ? The
accused, answers all the established jurisprudence. There
is one last author whom I would like to guote, because he
perfectly summarises atl the question and solves it in a very
clear and satisfactory manner. I allude to Dr. Lelorrain in
his L'alidné au point de vue de la responsabilité pénale. fie
thus expresses himself on page 24:

" The insane man, whose delirium is partial, may reas ensibT out-
side of his fixed ideas, and te a certain extent, even on these ubj ects.
He may, believing his ideas to be true, draw from them logioui on.

Mr. LAiDar.

sequences, except in cases to be hereinafter mentioned. * * *
Far from us the idea of denying the existence of this dualism which is
to be met not only in monomania but in ail forms of insanity-one must,
however, know how to interpret it. In fact, madness in every form is a
dédoublement of the individuality, and this word which has been applied
to a special condition is one of the characteristics of madness.

''lBut the understanding of the monomaniac is not composed, as the
theory which we are attacking would have as believe, of two distinct
parts : one diseased and the other sound.

'' However limited the delirium may be, it is impossible to determine,
no matter how shrewd the examination may be, in what proportion it
has altered the mental faculties ; even when apparently it in limited to one
false idea, it could not be inferred from that, that all the other ideas are
sound. In fact, however elementary a thought may be, it is, to a certain
extent, the sythesia and the resultant of several others ; its formation as
such muet have required the concurrence of factors, sensations, remem-
brances, partial judgments, association of primary ideas, and all a
series of more or less conscious operations.

'' Thus when we are in presence of delirions conception, however
limited it may be, we must forcibly infer from it that many springs have
been warped, and even that the whole organism is defective; otherwise
the good working of one of them would be sufficient to correct the error.
In order that a delirous idea may take hold of the mind, there muet be a
participation of all the faculties."

And the author ends a whole dissertation on this interesting
subject by the following conclusion, to which I call the
special attention of all my hon. colleagues :

" Justice, reason and science agree to condemn that theory of the res-
ponsibility of the insane man called monomaniac, when ho is supposed
to act outside of his delirious ideas. In truth, monomania does not
exist, or at least, the partial delirium is nothing but a momentary syste-
matisation of the general delirium and must involve the irresponsibility
on the saine grounde as mania."

As it will be now readily seen, this grave doubt which has
entered the mind of a whole people, when the question was
raised whether Riel had or had not the full enjoyment of his
intellectual faculties, has not been dispelled. The composi.
tion of the medical commission was not of such a nature as
to tend to dispel it, and its report put into our hands con.
firms our idea that Riel was suffering from partial delirium,
and consequently raises the controverted question of the
responsibility of the convict, increases the doubt in his
favor and justifies us in saying with Shakespeare, in scene
ii of Act V of Hamlet:

'If Hamlet from himself be ta'en away,
A nd, when he's not himself does wrong Laertes,
Then Hamlet does it not, Hamlet denies it.
Who does it then? His madn&ess."

I have just given you, Mr. Speaker, the second motive
which 1 invoke to ask from this flouse an expression of
regret that the sentence of death pronounced against Louis
Riel should have been carried out. Taking into considera.
tion the antecedents of Riel, knowing that this man has
been twice locked up in a lunatic asylum, the Government,
after baving received the medical report of a commission
appointed under rather suspicious circumstances, had only
one duty to fulfil, and that was to commute the sentence of
the doomed man. Not having done that, having ordered
the execution of a monomaniac, they have deserved the
condemnation involved in my motion. And should it be
necessary to give an additional motive in support of that
motion it is to be found in the fact that Gen. Middleton, the
representative of Federal authority in the North-West during
the last rebellion, has treated with Louis Riel by asking
him and accepting his surrender. On the next day atter
the capture of Batoche, when the half-breeds, beaten and
dispersed, laid down their arms and surrendered to the
victorious General, the latter, seeing that he had been
unable to take Riel, fearing undoubtedly a continuation of
the hostilities, the uprising of the Indians, whom Riel,
being at liberty, could at any time muster up on the war-
path, took a sheet of paper and wrote the following letter
to the chief of the half-breeds :

"l B.&,ocu, 13th May, 1885.
"MI. RIEL,-I am ready to receive you and your council and to pro-

teet you until the Government shall have decided as regards your res-
pective cases.

"FRED. MLDDLETON
jorr- General, Commamding 2oops YinF. W.2"
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This letter bears date the 13th of May, but it was sent on
the 14th, as stated in a telegram sent to the hon. Minister
of Militia by General Middleton himself. I will now quote
the words of the commander himself. lere is. what he tells
us in his official report, page 15:

" May 15th. I sent detachment of mounted men under command of
Major Boulton to patrol the woods. la the afternoon, two scouts
Armstrong and Hourie, who had been sent with Boulton and who had
strayed themselves from the troops, met Riel, who sirrendered-

And the General adds the following significant words:-

i and produced the letter which I had sent him and in which I sum-
moned him to surrender and promised to protect him until the Dominion
Government had decided en his case. The scouts brought him to my
camp, and, as you are aware, I made him a prisoner. "

It is therefore proved by the avowal of the General himself,
that he had treated with Louis Riel by asking of him and
accepting his surrender. Now, this action was never
disavowed by the Executive. once the Executive share
the respousibility of it, and instead of ordering the execu-
tion of the half-breed chief, after having treated him as a
belligerent, they should at least have spared his life, which
he had confided to the manliness of a soldier and to the
generosity of his country. For this third motive, I ask
this flouse to condemn the execution of Riel. This exocution
is, moreover, condemnable because it shocks all the notions
which have been accepted and put into practice for a great
number of years, whenever a sentence of death is to bo
applied to an offence of a purely political character. The
crime of high treason, of which Louis Riel has been
accused, necessarily belongs to this class. Were there
any precedents which the (-overnment might have invokeýd
to justify this clemency which the jury asked ir favor
of the chief of the half-breeds ? they could be found by
merely crossing the frontier and asking the Americans how
they have treated Jefferson Davis and all those gallant
Southern generals who fought against the eagle of Washing-
ton, how they have treated Sitting Bull and his savage
bordes ? If we enquire of the Mother Country to know
how were treated those who have raised the standard of
rebellion against her, our attention will be drawn to Cote-
wayo escaping from the scaffold, and Arabi Pasha leading a
peaceful life in that terrestrial paradise known as the
Island of Ceylon. And how did France act towards Abdel-
el-Kader who killed her son% in the burning deserts of
Algeria in the deep passes of Kabylia. Abdel-el-Kader,
the rebel, being a prisoner became an honest citizen, and
like the ambassador of a great country he had his residence
in Paris, his box at the opera and his drives at the Bois de
Boulogne. Capital executions for political offences are no
more in the habits of our times, and in the present case
neither the safety of the state nor the mainten-
ance of order in the North-West required this exces-
sive severity shown by the Goverument when they
ordered the execution of a man convicted of a political
offence. And for this fourth reason I ask this House to
simply express regret for the condemnation and execution
of Riel. There are still other motives which will undoubt-
edly be developed during the present debate. For my part
I think that those I have given are sufficient to justify my
vote. I regret to be in the painful obligation to part with
those with whom I have always agreed. I do it neverthe-
less, without any hesitation, as on the day after the execu-
tion of Riel, I took, without any hesitation, towards my
country and the country at large, a position exactly similar
to that which I now occupy. I have been charged with
motives which I repudiate. It has been loudly stated in
some parts that there was an agreement between myself
and the Government with regard to this motion. I deny
the assertion.

Some hon. MRMBER. Well done I
10

a Mr. LPANDRY (Montmagny). The assertion came from
men who have corrupted their ways and who, to-day, in order
to serve meanu party interests, do not know whether they
ought or they onght not to regret the execution of the chief
of tho half-breeds. What do I care for these hositations,
those calculations of the last hour ? What do I care for the

, insults which an ignorant and intoxicated pen pours out in
the columns of a cortain pross which belies its title and
styles itself free. Those only are truly free, who know
how to place their duty above al], and who, obeying the
dictates of their conscience, work sincerely for the glory
and h nor of their country, and ask the people in an
u edoiguing and disinterested manner to repudiate the
bloody act which threatens to soil the pages of our history.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I must say
that during the last four months it has sometimes been
very hard for me, as a Minister of tho Crown representing,
with my two Frencli colleagues in the Cabinet, specially the
French population of the Province of Quebec, to remain
siuent. i thought, however, that it was not before the crowd,
it was not ut the church door, it was not in public meetings
I should meet the accusers of the Government, and espci-
ally the accusers of the Ministers of the Province of oue-
bec-I thought the proper place to meet our accusers was
on the floor of Parhiament, in the House of Commons,
where we could meet face to face our accusers, where our
trial was to take place, where we were to be arraigned, and
where our peers wore to be found. Mr. Speaker, I say
that at times it was hard for us to romain silent, when we
saw in so many places in t lie Province oc Quebec especially-
I should say entirely in tel Province of' Quebec-some of
our friends, with our opponente, denouncing us as traitors
to our race, as traitors to our nationality, and as traitors te
our country. I thought that ater having been
twenty-nine years in public life, having had
the confidence of my countrymen of ail origins,
not only in my own Province, but also in other
Provinces, I might have boon spared the title of
traitor. But, Mr. Speaker, thauk God that word traitor bas
net been pronounced even by the majority of my Province,
and I know it has not been pronounced by the country at
large. No; we are not traitor to our country, or to our
blood, or to our nationality. We have done our duty ti our
Queen and to our country. We were not, as wore our
accusers, without any oath of office. We had responsibility
as Ministers of the Crown, we had responsibility as a
Cabinet, we had responsibility as the advisers ofIthe Queen'a
representative, and we had a duty to perform to ourselves,
to our Queen and to our country, and that duty we believe
we have performed properly, and we believe that this House,
when we have been bard and have explained, and that
history as well, will say that we acted rightly and did only
our duty. These attacks, these insults that have been
heaped upon our heads have passed away. Now the sober
thought, tbe sober reflection of the people las come back
and we can bo heard, whilst three or four months ago only
passion, sentiment, hatred, would be heard; but to-day
here before the representatives of the people, before our
peers and judges that are to give thoir verdict either for or
against us, we can be bard, and we intend to be bard,
and we intend te oxplain the position of the Govern-
ment, and show what we have doue, why we did it, sud
aise why we ishould be sustained by this House. First,
what we have done. Last Session, when Parliament was
sitting, we heard from day to day the report of the events
that were passing in the North-West. We bard that some
of our best mon in the North-West, settlers and others, had
been made prisoners by the chief of the Metis, Louis Riel;
that he was there with bands of armed mon and was defy-
ing the authorities, and intended to have his authority
established there against that of the Q4ueen. We heard
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that, not content with having the half-breeds in arms, he
had also called to bis help the Indians, the savages of the
North-West in order to secure for himself a footing in the
country, and that then. as we saw afterwards by the trial that
took place at Regina, he sought to go through the country
destroying it and establishing the rule of theb half-breed and
the Indian. That was one of the crimes which were com-
mitted at that epoch. Those things were known to us, and
to our consternation we heard that, not only had peaceful
Bettlers been made prisoners, not only had peaceful settlers
been murdered, not only had a number of our North-West
Mounted Police been killed, but that two peaceful mission-
aries, who had never done anything to those savages but
good and good works, had also been murdered after
Louis Riel had called upon the Indians to rise
and come to his help. This news coming from the
far west to this part of Canada, coming to the authorities
here, bad this effect, that of course we at once ordered the
militia of the country to come to the relief of the settlers
of the North-West and put down the rebellion. What was
the result of the appeal made by the Govern ment to the
militia of the country ? Did they besitat-- ? No. Mr.
Speaker, we could have had three times, five times as many
volunteers and militia as we had. The diffi -ulty was to
choose amongst them, and to injure as little as possible
this portion of the country by taking from their ordinary
avocations men who were enrolled and wished to go to the
front. Well, Mr. Speaker, amongbt the men who volun-
teered or were called upon to volunteer and come to the
help of the Government and the belp of the authorities of
the country, and put down tbe rebcllion, were two French
Canadian battalions from the Province of Quebec, one from
Montreal and one from Quebec, both of them commanded
by members of this House, one sitting on this side and the
other sitting on the other side of tholue. Arid why
wo. e tho-e battalions sent to he we-t ? Were they sent
only for the purpose of showing we had a militia in this
country ? Did these battalions go simply to make a
promenade? They knew perfectly well, and it was accord-
ing to their wish, that they were called upon to maintain
order, to meet the rebels, to fight them and to
kill them if necessary. That is the unfortunate state of
things in war, but it is a necessary state cf things. Those
men knew it; they bd patriotism enongb to go, and I
inever doubted, and there is no one in this Ilouse who would
doubt for a minute, that the militiamen, whether English,
French, Scotch or Irish-no matter to what nationality they
belong-that even one of them would hesitate in
assisting to put down rebellion. These men went to the
west; these battalions went there; the cavalry, artillery and
infantry, with the worthy, courageonis and brave General
Middleton at their head. That fight was the first in
this country where a force of militiamen, entirely com-
posed of Canadians, bad to be put in the field to put down
a rebellion without the help of British troops, and the
operation was complete. The rebellion was ended.
These men found the half-breeds and Indians entrenched;
they fought them ard carried their entrenchments. At
Batoche Riel was present with his half b!eeds and Indians,
and for four days they fought the Queen's troops, the
militiamen of Canada, and the result was that the rebels
were defeated and the authority of the law was made
supreme. Af ter that, Riel was arrested. lHe had not the
glory of falling on the battle-field as a soldier, but he was
made prisoner three days after the battle and brought to
General Middleton. We are told by theb on. gentleman
who made this motion, and whom I must congratulate on
the quiet and =moderate tone of his speech -

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Sir HECTOR LA.NGEVIN. Yes; I always recognise in
an opponent a good or a proper act, and i must-say-

Sir HECTOR LANGEVI.

Some bon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Hon. gentlemen seem to
think that my using the word "opponent " is a laughable
expression. The hon. gentleman has put himself in the
position of an opponent to-day, and for that reason I have
no doubt hc will not object to my calling him so. The
bon. gentleman says that General Middleton wrote to Riel
and told hirm that he was ready to receive him and bis
council and keep them safe, or words tothat effect, until the
Government of Canada had disposed of them or- decided
upon their fate. Mr. Speaker, the General never told him
that he and bis council, by giving themselves up, were not
to be tried or that by that act their crime of treason was to
be condoned. He told them-and he kept bis promise-
that they were safe, and he delivered ]Riel into the hands
of the authorities at Regina, where he was perfectly safe-
as safe as ho was in the camp of General Middleton. But,
Mr. Speaker, the military operations were complete; they
were over, and in so far as our militia was concerned, we
must b. proud of the way that the militia of Canada
behaved under these trying circumstances. We must
deplore the loss of life that occurred at that period;
we must regret exceedingly the death of these
good men and brave that were sent to the front to defend
their country. But these losses were inevitable under the
circumstances, and I know that the country will always
take care of the widows and children of these men who
fell on the battle field. Their names will go down to pos.
terity, and our children and great-grand-children will say
that so-and-so was at that battle, that he fought the battles
of his country and died the dcath of a soldier. The trial
of Riel took place at Regina. We have been told that that
trial was not a proper, legal, or constitutional one. I might
avoid going into that portion of the subject when I remem-
ber the decision of the fuli court at Winnipeg, and after-
wards Her Majesty's Privy Council in England with re-
gard to that tribunal. But it is as well te remind hon.
gentlemen that the trial of Louis Riel took place under
a law which was ther the law of the land-a law
which had been passed at the time hon. gentlemen opposite
were in office. They thought then, and the Parliament of
Canada thought with tbem, that a jury of six men and a
stipendiary magistrate and another magistrate were a
proper tribunal before which to try ail crimes in that
country. That tribunal bad already tried several parties,
and some of them bad been sentenced to death and hanged
accordingly under that tribunal. In this case, we did not
create a new tribunal to try Louis Riel ; he was net tried
by a court.martial, but ho was tried by a court established
by the law of the land as any other man would have been
tried, whether ho was called Riel or called by another
name, whether ho had French blood in bis veins or English
or Scotch or Irith blood. It was not a question of nation-
ality-it was a question of an accused prisoner put upon
bis trial for the crime of high treason. He was tried before
that tribunal ; every opportunity was given him to defend
himself ; bis own counsel admit that these opportunities
were as great as could be expected. The delays required in
order to bring bis witnesses before the court were granted,
and even the expenses of bis own witnesses werepaid by the
Crown; and after a just and impartial trial the jury found
the prisoner guilty of high treason. The stipendiary magis-
trate, Mr. Richardson, who was presiding in that court, had
then a duty-a most painful duty, I am sure-to perform;
but it was a duty of his office, it was a duty that the law
imposed upon him; that is to say, to pass sentence-upon the
prisoner. That sentence was the sentence provided for by
the Act of 1868, passed in this House with the consent of
both sides, passed unanimously; and the punishment for
high treason under that Act of Parliament, is death, and
therefore Mr. Richardson had nothing else to do than to
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pase the sentence of death upon the prisoner. Knowing
him as I do, I am sure he must have felt very much grieved
to be obliged to pass that sentence, because it is always a
most painful duty for any man to have to condemn one of
his fellow creatures to the punishment of death. He was so
condemned; and I am told by the hon. gentleman who
made this motion that the jury recommended the prisoner
to the mercy of the Crown or the mercy of the court. It
is true that the jury coupled their verdict with a recommen.
dation to the mercy of the court. But the jury-an intelli.
gent jury-knew perfectly well that the verdict of guilty of'
high treason conveyed with it, and was to be followed
immediately by the sentence of death. Therefore when
they recommended the prisoner to the mercy of the court,
they knew perfectly well that that was not a recommenda-
tion that could change the sentence.

Some hon. MEKMBERS. Hear, hear.
Sir HECTOR LATGEVIN. The sentence of death was

the sentence of the law, and if hon. gentlemen will allow
me to proceed, they will see that if the jury had any doubt
about the sanity of the prisoner or about the evidence that
had been given at the triaithey could not bring in a verdict
of guilty, but could only bring in a verdict of net guilty,
if they had any doubt, the benefit of that doubt should be
given to the prisoner, and no matter what might be their
convictions, their verdict should be net guilty. But that was
net their verdict; their verdict was guilty, and we have to
take their verdict as it was. This is not the first time that a
verdict which carries with it the sentence of death is
accompanied by the jury's recommendation to mercy. We
know perfectly well the feeling of juries. Like ali of us,
they feel grieved te see a fellow creature hanged and
paying with his life the penalty of the crime he may have
committed; and we very frequently find them coming
down with a recommendation to mercy. It seems to be a
solace to their feelings. But in this case we had te take
the verdict as it was ; we had to take the evidence as it
was. But before the matter came before us, the counsel of
the pnisoner took further proceedings. According to the
law that was passed by hon. gentlemen opposite, they very
properly appealed te the full Court of Queen's Bench at
Winnipeg te have the verdict set aside ; they wished to
have a new triaL; they wished to show that the prisoner
was insane ; they wisbed, in fact, to save their client, and
no one can blame them for that-it was their duty to save
him if they could. But,- Sir, what happened before that
court ? The judges were unauimous in declaring that the
trial had been a just and legal trial, and that the court was
legally constituted, and therefore they refused to change
the sentence ofthe court below, but confirmed it. One of
the judges, Mr.Justice Killam, speaking of the sanity of
the prisoner, said :

" fr. Lemieux laid great stress upon the fact that the jury acoom-
panied their verdict with a recommendation to mercy, as showing that
they thought the prisoner insane. I cannot see that any importance can
be attached to this. 1 have read very earefulRy the report of the charge
of the nagistrate, and it appears to have been so clearly put that the
jary could have no doubt of their duty in case they thought the prisoner
insane whEn he committed the acte in question. They could not have
listened to that charge without understanding fully that to bring in a
verdict of guilty was to declare emphati.ally their disbelief in the
insanity of the prisoner. The recommendation nay be accounted for in
inany ways not connected at aIl with the question of the sanity of the
prisoner."

This was net the first time these judges had capital cases
before them; they knew perfectly well that it was not
an unusual thing with juries to couple thei r verdict with a
recommendation te mercy, and they knew that in this case,
if the jury thought the prisoner was insane, they should not
have brought in the verdict of guilty, but a verdict et not
guilty. Now, the case stood thus: the prisoner had been
condemned by the court at Regina; the full court of Queen's
Bench at Winnipeg had declared unanimously that the trial

had been a fair and constitutional one; and then the ounsel
for the prisoner thought that they should try en dernier re-
sort to obtain an appeal to the Queen's Privy Council.
They petitioned the Queen's Privy Council:

I That Your Majesty will be graciously pleased to order that your
petitioner may have special leave to appeal, and be at liberty to enter
and prosecute his appeal from the aforesaid sentence and judgment re-
spectively , and that the said stipendiary magistrate and justice may be
ordered to transmit forthwith the transcript of the proceedings and
evidence in the matter to the Privy council Office, or that Your Majesty
may be graciousl pleased to make such further or other order as to
Your Majesty in ouncil may appear just and proper."

Well, this matter went to the Queen's Privy Council. The
Lords of the Judical Committee of the Privy Council met,
and after hearing the counsel for the prisoner, and without
hearing, if I am not wrong, the counsel for the Crown,
rendered this judgment, whiuh I think the louse should
be put in possession of, as it is the finale of the legal pro-
ceedings in this case:

" This is a petition of Louis Riel, tried in July last at Regina, in the
North-West Territories of Canada, and convicted ot high treason, and
sentenced to death, for leave to appeal against an order of the Quais's
Bench of Manitoba, confirming that conviction.

" is the usual rule of this committee not to grant leave to appeal In
cri minal cases, except where some clear departure from the requirements
of justice ls alleged to have taken place. Whether in this case the pre-
rogative to grant an appeal still existe, as their Lordships have not
heard that question argued, they desire neither to affirm nor to deny,
but they are clearly ot opinion that in this case leave should not be
given.

" The petitioner was tried under the provisions of an Act passed by
the Canadian Legislature, providing for the administration of criminal
justice for those portions of the North-West Territories eof Canada in
which the offence charged against the petitioner is alleged to have been
committed. No question bas been raised that the facts as alleged were
not proved to have taken place, nor was it denied before the original
tribunal, or before the Court of Appeal in Manitoba, that the acti attrib-
uted to the petitioner amounted to the crime of high treason.

" The defence upon the facti sought to be established before the jury
was, that the petitioner was not responsible for his act by reason of
mental infirmity.

"The jury before whom the petitioner was tried negatived thatdefenos,
and no argument has been presented to their Lordships directei to show
that that finding was otherwise than correct. Of the objections raised
on the face of the petition two points only seein to be capable ot plausi-
ble or indeed, intelligible expression, and they have been urged before
their Lordships with as much force as was possible, and as fully aud
completely in their Lordahipa' opinion as it would have been if leave to
appeal had been granted, and they have been dealt with by the Judg-
ment of the Oourt of Apreal in Manitoba with a patience, learning and
ability that leaves very little to be said upon them.

" The first point is that the Act ltself under which the petitioner was
tried was ultra vires the Dominion Parliament to enact. That Parlia-
ment derived its authority for the passing of that statute from the Impe-
rial Statute, 34 and 35 Vie., chap. 28, which enacted that the Parliament
of Canada may from time to time make provision for the administration,
peace, order, and good government of any territory not for the time
being included in any Province.

" It la not denied that the place in question was one Jn respect of
which the Parliament of Canada was authorised tomake such provision,
but it appears to be suggested that any provision difering from the
provisions whicb in this country have been made for admunistration,
peace, order and good government cannot, as matters of law, be proi-
sions for peace, order, and good government in the territories to whieh
the statute relates, and further that, if a court of law shoeld cone s,
the conclusion that a particular enactment was not calculated as mat,
ter of fact and policy to secure peace, order, and good government, that
they would be entitled to regard any statute directed to those objectai
but which a court should think likely to fail of that effect, as ulte.a eres
and beyond the compency of the Dominion Parliament to enact.

"Their Lordships are of opinion that there is not the least color for
such a contention. The words of the statute are apt to suthorise the
utmost discretion of enactment for the attainment of the objecte pointed,
to. They are words under which the widest departure trom criminal
procedure as it is known and practised in this country have been author-
ised in Her Majesty's Indian Empire.

"Iorms of procedure unknown to the English common laws have
there been establisbed and acted upon, aud to throw the least doubt
upon the validity of powers conveyed by those vordo would be of widely
mischevious consequence.

" There was indeed a contention upon the .oustruction of the Oaus-
dian statute, 43 Vie., chap. 25, that high treason was not Included
in the words : "any other crimes," but it is to clear forargument, even
without the ashistance afforded by the loth sub-section, that the Dominion
Legislature contemplated high treason as comprehended withia the
language employed.

" The second point suggested assumes the validity of the Act, but l
founded upon the assumpti nbthat the Act has not been complied
with. BY the 7th sîb-section of the 76th section it is provided that
the magirat. shal take or cause to be taken in writing full notés of
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evidence and other proceedings thereat, and it is suggested that this
provision has not been complhed with, because, thongh no complaint is
made of inaccuracy or mistake, it is said that the notes were taken by
a shorthaod writer under the authority of the magistrate, and by a sub-
lequent process extended into ordinary writing intelligible to all Tbeir
Lordships desire to express no opinion what would have been the effect
If the provision of the statute had not been complied with, because it is
unnecessary to consider whether the provision is directory only, or
whether the failure to comply with it would be ground for error, inas-
much as they are of opinion that the taking full notes of the evidence
in shorthand was a causing to be taken in writing full notes of the evi-
dence, and a literal compliance therefore with the statute.

"Their Lordships will, therefore, humbly advise Her Majesty that
leave should not be granted to prosecute this appeal."

Therefore, the trial, which had begun at Regina, was
continued by the appeal at Winnipeg, and finally was
brought on a petition before the Judicial Committee ot the
Privy Council in England. These tribunals declared that
the sentance passed on the prisoner at Regina was the
sentence of the law. The case then had to come, as do all
other capital cases, before the Governor General in Council.
Every such case is examined into attentively by the Coun-
cil, every member of the Council reads the evidence, the
reports, the charges and judgments, and the petitions for or
against the evidence ; the Council weigh the whole and
have to decide whether in all these documents there is
anything to warrant the interference of the Governor in
Council. We have not, as has the Judicial Committee of the
Privy Conneil, to try the case again ; the prisoner has been
tried before the regular tribunals of the country, and we
have only to see whether anything has occurred since
which would warrant our intervention. For example, should
a material witness, who was away and could not be had
during the trial, come forward, whose evidence, had it been
given before the court, would have perhaps secured the
acquittal of the prisoner, the Governor in Council would
have to consider seriously that fact and decide whether it
was of sufficient importance to justify interference. But in
this case no such allegation was made. The sole allegation
of the counsel for the prisoner, contained in the petition,
was with reference to the sanity or insanity of the prisoner.
That petition, among other things, said:

" That this insanity has been so mucb proved that the jury had been
impressed by the proof made of it, to such an extent that they recom-
mended Riel to the clemency of the court. Thatyour petitioner bas been
informed in a credible manner that since the verdict was given, the
insanity and mania of Riel have considerably increased, and that he is
actually insane and uncontrollable Your petitioner therefore humbly
prays that Your Excellency be pleased to appoint a medical commission
composed of specialists ani alienists whose duty it will be to examine
the said Louis Riel, actually detained at Regina, in the Mounted Police
military camp, and to ascertain the state of mind and mental condition
of the said Louis Riel, and to report to the authorities accordingly."

That was the petition of the counsel in this case. They
did not say that the trial had been unfair, that the prisoner
had not had all the delays necessary, that he had not
brought hie witnesses, and had not been condemned legally,
No; the only thing they alleged was that he was insane.
The Government, in considering this matter, could not go
back to a period anterior to the verdict and the sentence of
the court. If insanity existed previous to that, if it existed
at the time Louis Riel came back to the country, at the
request of some of the half-breeds; if it had existed whilst ho
was at the head of the half-breeds and the Indians and was
fighting the Qucen's troops in the North-West-if insanity
had existed at these times, the jury before whom he was
tried were bound to decide whether ho was insane or not,
whether he could know right from wrong or not; and if they
thought not, they had but one duty to perform, namely, to de-
clare ho was notguilty of high treason,but wassimplyinsane.
They did not do that, and, therefore, so far as we were con-
coerned as Ministers of the Crown, as men who had to decide
and to examine the case, we had only to see whether, from
that period down to the time the medical men wore sent up,
the man Riel was really insane, was an unaccountable being
was a man who did not distinguish right from wrong.We

Sir HOETOR LANGEVIN.

had had already before us a number of documents; we had
seen them; hon. gentlemen had seen them ail through the
press, had seen them published and read everywhere. There
was the letter of Louis Riel to his mother, there was the
letter of Louis Riel to his sister, there was Louis Riel's last
will and testament, there was Louis Riel's history of the
half-breeds, and there were other documents of that kind.
We knew how the prisoner was behaving in his cell, we
knew how he was receiving visitors who were there either
to comfort him or for pure curiosity, we knew how the
prisoner had received the authorities when they announced
to him the position of his trial and the position of the
appeals; and thon, nevertheless, on this petition and other
potitions that had been sent to the Government, we thought
it was a proper thing to send medical men to examine the
prisoner, so that there might be no doubt in the minds of
the Governmont and of the country about his sanity. There-
fore we sent Dr. Lavell and Dr. Valade, and we called upon
Dr. Jukes, the senior surgeon, the medical man who had
attended on Riel all the time for five months ie had been
in gaol at Regina, to go and examine the prisoner-and tell
us whether they found him sane or insane. These medical
men reported. The reports have been laid before the House;
but, as they have not been read in full, I think it is only a
proper thing that I should read them now for the benefit of
hon. gentlemen, and in order that they may take their
place where they should before the public. Dr. Jukes'
report is dated Regina, 6th November, 1885. This is ad-
dressed to the Hon, Edgar Dewdney, Lieut..Governor of the
North-West Territories. Dr. Jukes says:

" Sa,-In compliance with the request contained in the communication
received by you from the Right. Hon. Bir John Macdonald, that I should
report without delay upon the mental condition of the prisoner Louis
Riel, now under my medical care, and how far I consider him account-
able and reaponsible for his acte, I have the honor to report as follows :-
Louis Riel bas been under my special care, medically, as surgeon of this
force, for upwards of five months, since his arrivai here as prisoner.
During that time I have visited him, with few exceptions, every day,
have atudied him closely, and conversed with him long and frequently.
I have personally a strong aversion to punishment by death. I believe
that, failing to establish his insanity, his death is near at hand.; but,
after careful and continuons examination of him, under varying circum-
stances, from day to day, I cannot escape the conviction, that except
from purely religions questions, having relation to what may be called
the Divine my3teries, he was, when first entrusted to my care, and still
continues to be, pertectly sane and accountable for bis actions. Under
these circumstances my duty, though a painful one, is clear, and my
opinion, not hastily formed, equally so, namely, that Riel's peculiar
views upon religious subjects, which soe strongly impress the ignorant
and unreflecting with an idea of his madness, cannot rightly be regarded
as interfering with, or obscuring in the slightest degree, his clear per-
ception of duty or as rendering bis judgment less sound in the affair eof
every-day life. I therefore record my opinion, that with the reservation
above made, Riel is a sane, clear-headed and accountable being, and
responsible for his actions before God and man.

"I have, &c.,
"A. JUKES,

"Senior Surgeon."

Then comes Dr. Valade's report, dated Regina, 8th Novem-
ber, 1885:

"I 8R,-After having examined carefully Riel in private conversation
with him, and by testimony of persons who took care of him, I have
come to the conclusion that he suffera under a hallucination on political
and religious subjects, but on other points I believe him to be quite sen-
sible and able to distinguish right from wrong.

" F. X. VALADE, M.D."
Thon follows Dr. Lavell's report, dated the 8th November:

"Sm,-I have the honor to report that, having given conscientious
consideration to the case of Louis Riel, now confned here under sen-
tence of death, and fully appreciating the trust committed to me and
the consequences involved, I am of the opinion that the said Louis Rit],
although holding and expressing foolish and peculiar views as to reli-
gion and general government, is an accountable being and capable of
distinguishing right from wrong.

" h e .M. LAVELL, M.D. "

Mr. Speaker, these reports were laid before the Privy Coun-
cil ; and, after weighing ail the circumatances, looking into
the case fully, considering our duty towards the prisoner,
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our duty towards society, our duty towards our Queen
sud country, we came to the conclusion, though reluct-
antly, though with great pain-because it is always a
painful duty to allow a fellow creature to go to the scaffold,
-to allow the law to take its course; but we could
not close our eyes to the fact that our duty called upon
us to allow the law to take its course. The result of
this decision has been the agitation that followed in
November and the following months, and we have been,
for our action in this case, insulted and blackened as
no men in the world have been. Our say has come,
We are now to see whether our action is to be found
wrong or whether it is to be found right. The rea-
son wby we allowed the law to take its course bas
been given already, but there is this to be added, that in
this matter we had to deal with a case which affect.
cd a large portion of the country, which affected a wild
portion of the country ; and, if the same action had taken
place, if the same crime had been committed in the other
parts of the country, we would have acted as we did; and
therefore we put to ourselves this question: l it a reason,
because this is in a wild part of the country, far from the
strong arn of the law, that this prisoner should escape the
punishment which is fixed by law ? We thought not;
we had to direct us in that fact-and there I know that
some of my friends may not agree with me, but, if they
allow me to continue my remarks, they will see the reason
why I allude to it-we had this before us, we had the fact
that Louis Riel had, 15 years before this, committed an
act which was considered at the time one that
should have been punished in the most severe way.
The prisoner, Louis Riel, at that time was not condemned to
a severe punishment; ho was allowed to romain out of the
country for five years, and he was not brought before a
tribunal to be tried, and punished or absolved, for the death
of Thomas Scott. I know I shall be told that at•that time
Louis Riel wss at the head of a de facto Government, that
it was the Government for the time being, and that, there-
fore, the Dominion Government had no right to put him to
death for the execution of Scott. Ileave that question for
the hon. gentlemen to discuse; but if we are not to say a
word about the death of Thomas Scott, and if we are met
by the reasoning that Louis Riel had a right to put him to
death, under circumstances no matter how cruel, then, I ask
why should the established Government of this country, the
Government that exists bore by the Queen's will and by the
Constitution of the country-why should we be called to
account for having done-what ? Not for having condemned
Riel to death, but simply for having allowed the tribunals
of this country to execute the law of this country. I do not
know how hon. gentlemen can get out of this dilemma.
Even though Riel may have been justified in putting 8cott
to death when ho was at the head of that de facto Govern-
ment, even with ail the cruelty that attended the execu-
tion, even though ho may have been justified in doing that,
we cannot be condemned here for allowing the law to take
its course in November last. We are the Government of
the country; we had no revenge against this man; ho had
done us nothing personally; but he had attacked the
authority of the Queen; ho had revolutionised that country;
ho bad called the half-breeds to his aid and had deceived
them in a most shameful way, as the missionaries of that
country have all testified; ho had destroyed their faith; ho
had destroyed their religion to establish one of his own, and
my friende from the Province of Quebec call that man a,
compatriot, a man of their race I No, Mr. Speaker; the
sober, second thought of the people will not be so. They
will say that whether that man had French blood in his
veins, or whether ho had English or Irish or Scotch blood,1
the Govern ment had only to consider whether ho wae guilty
or not. For my part, I am not only a representative of the'
French Canadians, in the Government, but I, along with my

colleagues, am a representative of the whole people of
Canada, of ail origins; and, therefore, when a case of this
kind comes before us, though it may be especially painful
for me to see one sufler death who speaks myown language,
and who also may have French blood in his veins, never-
theless, I have only one duty to perform, and that is
to give even justice to ail. Mr. Speaker, I might go
further and continue to ans wer some other rermarks made by
the hon. gentleman, and other attack- against the Govern-
ment made during the last four months; but I think that
I have shown you and this House that the prisoner had a
fair trial; I have shown that the courts of the country so
declared; I have shown that the Privy Council in England
had confirmed that decision ; and I have shown that we, as
a Government, have taken all the pains and trouble neces-
sary to find out whether the Government of Canada could
interfere and should interfere in thi3 case. We found, to
our regret, I must say-because it is always a regret for
us to sec one of our fellow creatures going to his last
account-we found, te our great regret, that we could net
interfere. We have been blamed for that, and the hon,
member for Montmagny (Mr. Landry) has thought proper,
under the circumstances, to put in your hands a motion
censuring the Government, declaring the regret of this
House that the sentence of death against Louis Riel was
carried into effoot. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that the large
majority of this liouse will not agree with that motion. I
hope this House will remember that we did only our duty
in the matter, and, though we did it reluctantly, we did it.
We do not deny that we did it; we say boldly that we did
it; and in order that thero may be no misunderstariding
about this mattor; in order that thore may be no false
issues or side issues about this motion, and that we may
have a direct vote upon it, I move, seconded by Sir Adolphe
Caron, the previous question.

Mr. AMYOT. I am sorry to be forced te undertake this
important debate without having before me the necessary
documents. When, on the 6th of November last, there was
an immense agitation ail over the Dominion, we heard
many voices coming directly from the Ministry and saying:
Wait till we meet in the House of Commons, with all the
papors befbre you, and then you will pronounce upon the
question; wait till thon. But to-day do we know any more
about the papers than we knew then ? We bad thon seon
in the newspapers a short account of the proceedings before
the jury; wo had seen some altercations between the pris-
oner and his lawyers; we had seen the names of a few
jurors; but about the charge of the judge to the jury,
which is a most important fact, about the petitions for
and against commutation, about all the important docu-
ments which have been asked for by this House, about the
telegrams, about the reports of the medical commission-
we have nothing. In fact, Mr. Speaker, a few minutes
ago I asked one of the Ministers at least to tell us
if the report of the medical commission was made
by telegram or by letter. Why did I ask? Because
I wanted to know when the Minister was informed.
for we do not know it. The Ministers, however, say they
do not remember ; they cannot tell, although the life of a
man is in question; they cannot remember whether they
were informed by letter or telegram. They do not remem-
ber the dates; they do net know whether there was more
than one letter or telegram ; they do not know if
letters or telegrams have been offered subsequently to
them I We are te be kept perfectly in the dark, although
this is a question involving the whole rebellion-a question
affecting the life of a man and the life of an Administra-
tion; the country though wants the North. West to be pro.
perly administered, and justice to be properly administered,
and desires its representatives to be in possession of all the
papers on which the Government arrive at their opinion
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when they decide to hang a man. It is rather humiliating
to find that the Government persistently refuse those
papers. What is the reply offered ? Why does the Gov-
ernment not put before the Hou8e and the country all the
papers after so many months of promising? Why have they
not even answered the question I put to them a moment
ago ? Perbaps it is like the medical commission. They
prefer darkness; they desire that the papers may not be laid

efore the House-may not be known. It has been
argued that all the Government had to do was to
determine as to whether the verdict of the jury had to be
carried out or not. I beg to differ from that opinion.
When in the ordinary courts, based upon common law, a
jury of twelve men under the direction of an ordinary judge
of the land has rendered a decision, and when the judge
has pronounced the death sentence, then the only question
for the Executive is as to whether it will interfere or not,
interfere to grant a pardon or commutation of sentence.
But in the North-West such is not the case. It is provided
under the laws applicable to the territory that, as there
were so few people resident there, six jurors should be
sufficient; and as there were few judges, one ordinary
magistrate should be sufficient with the help of a justice
of the peace. But the law provided that the whole of the
record should be sent to the Administration, for the Admin.
istration to decide yes or no on the question as to whether
the verdidt should be carried out. So the Governmant had
this obligation imposed on them, and they cannot deny
that they were bound to go over the whole of the record,
to consider the whole of the circumstances of the case, the
whole of what occurred before arriving at a decision.
They have not doue that. They say that all they had to
do was to decide either to interfere or not interfere. They
shirked their responsibility. But the country-I do
not care to what creed, or religion, or race, the people
belong-wiil ask justice and fair play for every British
subject of Her Majesty. It has been said that the trial
was a fair one. I beg to deny that; and if we had here
the papers of the trial we could prove that it was not a fair.
one, although the Government have been declaring through
its officious press, which is disinterested sccording to
sone and not disintere5ted according to others, that the
trial was a fair one, and that the costs of tho defence were
paid by the Administration. There must be an end made
to that statement. I hold in my hand a document which,
by the kind permission of the House, I will read. It is the
answers given by one of the lawyers for the defence to
questions put to him concerning the trial; and, if this be
not.looked upon as sufficient proof, I will take the testimony
of a paper which is the organ of one of the Ministers of the
Crown. The first question put to Mr. Lemieux, one of the
generous lawyers for .Riel, was this :

"Q. The ministers and their defenders make it appear that
you are of opinion that Riel's was a fair trial. Will you kindly
say il this is correct, and what we ought to thiuk about it?
A. I formally deny having said such a thing. The most cor-
rect answer to give is what le written on the subject by the reporter of
Le Monde of Montreal, written trom Regna itself, and published in the
editions of Auguet and September last.'

It would be too long, perhaps, to read that paper.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Read.

Mr. AMYOT. I speak of the statements made by the
reporter of the paper itself.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Read, read,
Mr. AMYOT. I will read those statements after six

o'clock, as I have not the papers now at hand.
" Q. When you asked for a delay, in order that the necessary

witnesses might be forthcoming, was this delay granted you V"

The House will remember, we have been told constantly
that allpousible delay was given to Riel. I know the North-

Mr. AUior.

West a little -I happened to go there-and I know what
delay there means.

"ÂA. No ; we asked for a month and obtained but ten days."

Can the Minister of Public Works deny that, If hon. mem-
bers would look at the records, they will find that a motion
was made by the lawyers for the defence for s% month's
delay. They were many hundred miles from the requisite
witnesses; Riel was far from the place where the offence was
committed, far from friends and family, and therefore Riel, or
rather his lawyers-because Riel pretended all the time
that he wanted no witnesses and denied his insanity-de-
clared that they could not procure the witnesses and
doctors and papers needed within ten days. They wanted
thirty days, as the shortest possible time. No, said the
Crown, we will give you ten days; and yet the Minister
speaks of the fairness of the trial1

" Q. Were you able to have the witnesses whom you wished
to be beard ?

"à. No ; the lJrown refuedý to fnrnith the necessary f unds
for bringing Doctor Erowardra specialist, who had attended Riel at the
Longue Pointe Asylum Major Mallette, who was acquainted with all
the circamatances of Ùiel's confinement and madness at wahing-
to."--

He had known Riel for a long time; he knew his charaeter,
and he knew what Riel would do or should do if he was
still insane. They refused also the funds to bring Major
Mallette. I hope that the &inister of Public Works will
not use his great talents, great experience ard great elo-
quence to throw discredit upon Major Mallette, as he seems
determined to do now on bis own Province. I hope at
least those who have left the Province of Quebec will be
respected by the hon. gentleman, and that his political
needs will not force him to throw dirt on them.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh,
Mr. AMYOT. Some hon. members may laugh, but the

time wiil come when the applause will be on our side.
When Major Mallette's good name is wanted to carry a
political election he is thought much of and respected.

" Major Mallette, who was acquainted with all the circumstances of
Riel's confinement and madness at Washington; the Rev. Monsignor
La'ibert. bis spiritual director during bis confinement at B-auport;
Dr. Grey, of Utica, Unitel States, one of the greatest specialists of
mental alienatio in America, the same who had given bis testimony in
Guiteau's case ; and the employees of the diffrrent Departments to show
wh'4t vere the causes ot the insurrection ; and for the production of a
nnmber ofdocuments, sueSeas requesaand petitione of the haf-breed,
letters from the Bishops and missionarieu."

Ali those documents have been refused. Delay in order to
get the witnesses needed has been refused; the money to
procure their attendance has been refused. The Crown
solected two witnesses from the list furnished by the
lawyers for the defence, and they said; Thôse two we will
have; one of whom was sick and perhaps the Crown hoped
he would not go, and I do not know about the other going.
But they excluded all the others; they gave no time to get
them, and yet they come heore to-day and say: We were
right in hanging fiel, because we gave him a fair trial. I
say, no, it is not correct; and you did not give him a fair
trial, under the circumstances. There was this poor man,
many hundreds of miles from his friends and his family,
without money. He was not able to guide his defence, and
you refused his lawyers the few hours or days which were
absolutely necessary in order to procure witnesses and
papers.

" Q. Had you all the documents you asked for V"

I suppose they had the documents there as we hava the
documents now.

" A. The document@ containing the grievances of the half-breed,
whi eh we had asked for, were refused us. Tkey are mentioned in "Ils
affidavitof let July published in the Bine Book.

"Q. Had you a competent translator of English into French? A.
No; so much the contrarthat the court had to change transiators
thee or four times ¡that evidence given in French i mutilated, lin.
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eorrectly rep.rted, giyen in the lum specially that of Dr. Royand
that of the v. Fathers Fourmond, Ândré, and the others. Finally,
no one would act as interpreter, and there being no interpreter the
advocates began to translate, till, at length, the examination of a wit-
nesa had to be suspended whilst another translator was being sent for,
who, on his arrival, proved to be as incompetent as his predeesors."

This shows the great desire of the Government to give
Riel a fair trial-their great desire that no reproach should
fall upon them. They did not even take the trouble of pro-
curing a competent translator. I suppose t would have
cost too much ; there would not have been left enough money
in the public purse to pay for those sheets and papers con-
taining the abbreviated and incomplete defence of the Gov-
ernment. When it was a question of spending hundreds or
even thousands of dollars for the purpose of making their
cwn actions appear favorable, they did not hesitate; but
mi hen it was a question of supplying translators, a question
of life and death for the niortunate man who was on his
ti ial, something told the Ministers that it would cost too
muoh, and they did not do it. It is my dity, a painful
duty, aî one of the representatives of the poople, to protest
against such conduct and to tell the Government that they
did not give ]Riel, the madman, half of the justice and fair-
ness in his trial to which he was entitled.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the chair.

After Recess.
Mr. AMYOT. The next question that was put to one of

the lawyers is this one:
"Q. Was this court conducted with decorum ? A. With none at all.

There was no room for it; we were one at top of another; the auditory
applauded Astley's replies, and murmured audibly during Riel's dis-
course. There was no appearance of its being court at ail, neither a
picture of the Quteen, nor the Royal Arms.

"Q. Were there any half-breeds or Oatholics on the list of the
jury given by the judge, and were they selected? A. There
was one Irish Oatholie whom the four Orown advocates chai-
lenged simultaneously and with such eagerness that one of us oould tot
keep from saying: "No Irish need apply 1 " There was also a French

asadian nmned Limoges, who was present at the opening of the trial,
but who had a fal from hie hose and could not be present when the
names of the jury were called over. The jury was entirely composed of
English Protestants.

" That there may be no mistake about this list of jurymen, let it be
well understood that there was no list, as is thé caEe here. In an urn
there were pieces of folded paper, each bearing a name. The judge took
one out at bazrd and the name inscribed was the one called.

I' Q. Would it have been posaible to have had French-speaking jury-
men ? A. Certainly, there were several French Canadians at Regina
and many surrounding places ; half-breeds also could have been had.

" Q. L>oes the Blue Book which has been published conIain ail the
documents and important incidents of the trial? A. No. It does not
contain the jury list, the motion for adjournment, Riel's interference in
the conduct of the case,.against the will of his advocates, our pleadings
on the question of law right, and varioi's incidents.

"Q. la Jackson, Riel's secretary, a French Canadian (because that
bas been asserted)? A. No

" Q. Was his trial carried on with the same rigor as Riel's ? A. No•
it lasted but a few minutes ; it was a mere matter of form. It wa the
Crown that undertook to prove his being mad.

" Q. Were your expenses paid by the Goverument? A. No. The only
Minister who rendered us any assistance was Sir Hector, and he only
obtaine d fcr us, from the O. P. R. Company, free tickets for Our first
t truey to Regina.

"Q. After the sentence had been confirmed in England, what steps
did you take with the Government ? A. What appears on the Blue
Book. A petition, asking for a medical commission, 5wa presented to
the Exeéutive, and no reply was given us"

witnes to prove Riel's madnes, but through the grave reasons ex-
plained at length in a letter replying to our requst, ve thought it
right not to ins!st on is appearance."

Later on the real reason why Monseigneur Tagh6 did not
think it fit or opportune to appear will h told. I do not
think we should tell those reasons no w, because I am afraid
of injuring the case of the half-breeds. Now, Sir, we do
not contend that the trial was rot a legal one, and tbre, is
no use in resiting here the decisions of the court at Win-
nipeg or of the Privy Council. We admit there has been
a legal trial, but we say the trial bas not been a fuir one-
bas not been one in which, considering the peculiar cir.
cumstances in which the prisoner stood, hé was treated
fairly as he ought to have been treated. We
say that the law provides that the Government shall
look over the case, as a jury in the box, and shall then
pronounce the verdict, and decide whether the execution
shall take place or not. The question is now before this
honorable House as upon an appeal, and we have to decide
whether in the record of Riel's case there is enough to
convict him, whether his madness is proved, and whether
there was any provocation, which is not denied. But to
come before this honorable House, when we are sitting as a
court upon the ose, and to say: You shall have such part of
the record, but you shall uot have the rest, and to move the
previous question so as to prevent the production of all the
circumstances of the case-that is not asking our lair anid
impartial decision and judgment on the case, but it is making
an appeal to partisanship. It is saying to the members ot
this Il ouse: You belong to our pat ty, you have supported us
up to the présent ; now we will shut off the évidence, we
will put aside all the material points of the case, we will
give y u whut we think is not injurious to us, and you will
vote as partisans. That is an insult to this House and to
this coustry, and it is a declaration on behalf of the
Ministry that they believe they have before them a Housé
so corrupt and so subject to intimidation that by the
mère spirit of partisanship they can control it This
is the position before the country ; we have to Judge the
trial ; we have to look over the evidence as every one of
the Ministers had to look over it in their Council room ;
we have to look at what the witnesses said, and what the
juige said when be charged the jury; we have to look at all
the petitions for and against the exncution, and upon that
examination we have to decide. But all that is taken
away,-and only an appeal to party interest is made. I say
it is not fair or loyal to the House, and it will not be satis-
factory to the public. If we refer to 40 Victoria, chapter
7, we find that it provides :

" 4. The procedure oi trials under sub-sections 2 and 8 of this section
shall be as far as possible similar to the proéedure upon aummary trials-
but the Stipendiary Magistrate shall, upon every such trial, take, or
cause to be taken 1 in writing, full notes of the evidence and other pro-
ceedings thereat.' -

Where are they ? The court at Winnipeg had not them;
it had not the charge of the judge ; and yet it pronounod
upon the sanity of the man, and to-night we have to pro.
nounce upon the case, without the charge of the judge and
without te other proceedings.

It seems pretty hard to get answers when the half- "And aIl persons tried under the said euh-sections shall be admitted
breeds are irterested. Riel should at least have received after the close of the easf for the prosecution, to make full answer an

through his attorneys the same delicacy that is generally def ceb any pesa inont itd oa pital ofrence, sud la sentenced
shown for thé greates scoundrls. to deatith stipendiary magistrat.' shal forward to the Minister of

"Thé Orovn neyer inforxned us that Riel vas to Lééxécuted. Novem- Justice full notes ot the evidence with his report upon thé ease, and

ber 13th, 1885, thé folnoving tlegran vas addressed to thée Honu. ,.. the execution shall be etyed until sncb report is recelved and the ples-

Chape, Sereary of State r sure of the Governor thereon i communicated to the iutnant-

" The Goverument muet ncw have arrived at some decision uto theGovrner."
fate of my client, Louis Riel. Have the kindness to inform me wha t 1 make these quotations to show that the ex cutioD 18 not
thi decision is, for in case of his being executed Monday, h would left b h
vish, as his advocate, to know about it at once, for most important ietblhé Governinent ta take its course, as in ordinary

ouonsIa ecases, but must be ordered by thiem; and to order the exe-
S reply to this telegram ever reached me." . cul ion they must be fully satisfied that the prisoner found
Q. y did ou not summon Bishop Taché as a witness ? A. nalty o t w , they

onsligaur .Tachéw bgged of, by us sI ojointly it appe s.-i l dévesth-tamt ofhB,
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are responsible to us for the verdict they gave in this case, clusion that the hanging of ]Riel was illegal and most un.
as we are to the country for the decision we shall give upon just and barbarous, and that eince then the admiration of
it. The hon. Minister of Public Works-who, I suppose, some of my friends on the other Bide hassuddenly
will not compliment me as he did the mover of the resolu- become changed, and I now meet with al
tion-says that after so many years of service it is impos- sorts of accusations. It is true that e of
sible to believe that they have betrayed their duty, and he the Ministers of the Crewn thinks proper and fit b
complains of the word treachery. I can say that neither take up part of bis mest valuable time in seeking, from
myself nor any of my friends in this honorable House Quebec and Montreal, by means of spies, al sorts of informa-
have used that word. We complain of this: We tien. It iserue ha is engaged iu hunting up records and
say that after the examination of the record in records, and amongst about a quarter cf a million cf dollars
Riel's case, the Ministry ordered the hanging, in I have signad for in the North-West, je trying bis best te
spite of the record, in spite of the recommendation to find somathing against me. Ail that is truc, and ho is at
mercy by the jury, in spite of the madness of Riel, which liberty te do what hean. Lat him try and form a court,
was admitted and proved, in spite of the petitions which with his dude officers, semewhera that will condemn me, if
they received; and we go further-we say that they did it hawantstedose; but Iwarn him Iknow ail about it, and
after mature deliberation, in order to please a certain will ha able te defend myseif befora this honorable liuse.
section of the country, not caring about offending the The fact of my being a soldier did not take away My quality
other. We are sorry to have te leave old friends, who of member of Parliameut or of the most humble citizen,
generally led us in the past, but we must be guided by the and when my military duties arever, as a citizen and a
facts as we find them. My learned friend from Montmagny membar, I have the right te judge the acts cf the Adminis-
(Mr. Landry), in support of his motion, brought up tour tration, and will do se fcarlassly, without being aI ail moved
points. I am happy to be able to join him in regard to by all tha low means te whiob tbc Miuistry rasert. As a
those four points, and to say that in my opinion ha is seldiar I was net afraid in tecdark, wc wcre net afraid
perfeutly correct. He bas discussed the question of Riel's wheu surreunded by the Most dangereus [udians in the
madness from a legal point of view, and has quoted anthori- North-West, and as a political man I arnDot afraid of the
ties and brought forward very satisfactory arguments on that men who take sncb means te try and dishonoroe of the twe
point. I will try te establish from the record that Riel battaliens of French Canadians who served in the North-
was insane ; but before entering into that question I must West. The whole time I was there, I neyer beurd a word
say this : The bon. Minister of Public Works made allu- of blame uttered against me or my battalien, nor when I
sion tothe fact that two of the members of this House went came back did I bear any blame. Now, bewevar, hon.
to the North-West, and he says we were ready to kill Rial gentlemen resor tail sorts of mens te de8troy me, and
if we had met him. Ho seems te be possessed of the idea th'-y go se far even as to try and destroy the honer cf the
that on that account we have no possible right to discuss 9th Battalion-in erdar te prove that they were right in
the verdict of the Ministry in Riel's case; but I think ha hanging Riel. de net want te diverge frorn a question
is greatly mistaken. For my part, when I was called on as persenai te myself or that of the houer ef the 9th Battalion.
a soldier to lead the 9th Battalion te the North-West to 1 have put lu the minutas of cur proceediugs a metion with
help te suppress the insurrection, though exposed to shed. reference te the latter, and I will do my best, se long as I will
ding the blood of French half-breeds, I did not hesitate; Ihacat the bead ef that battalion, te pretect its houer, dignity
obeyed the voice of duty and honor which called on me. and usefulnesd. To-day, hewever, another duty davolvas
As a citizen of Canada and a soldier of Her Majesty, I gave upon ue, whicb, disagreable theugb lb ho, I shah net flinch
my humble aid in the maintenance of the law and in thefrom pcrferming, any more than I fiichad from etièr-
protection and safety of the citizens. During the whole ing my lite for my country's sake in the North-West.
time of my service I did my test, in conjunction with my 1 have te judga te-day thaata cf pelitical friands
trustworthy officers and men, to execute the few orders, and leaders for whom 1 have fougbt for many years;
sometimes very extraordinary ones, which I received, and, I ted ail the gravity cf bbc circumatances; I foreseathe
in the absence of such orders, to judge by myself what lineconsquences that wll f4llow; I forese bbc bitterneas ote
of conduct to adopt. If that conduct has not been deemed attacks I wil ha subjectud te; aven methan that, tbc
wortby of official recognition, it bas at least gained for us friandship I hava faît fer many years te my leader ef the
considerable complimentary notice from the public, not past makes my position a difficuit e. But befora wbat I
only in the various places in which we were scattered iu onsidar a duty t bhc public, 1 caunot basitata. The avents
the North-West, not only in the Province and city of cf 1ffl-70 have beau spoken et.1Ide fot intend ta brlng
Quebec, but also- and I am proud and happy to acknowledge back the question uow under discussion te that first phase,
it-in the great Province of Ontario, in the cities of Owen wbich lb underwent before this honorable liuse as far back
Sound and Toronto, where we were received like brothers, as 1875, uer te the insurrection f 1869-70. Au hon. MLuis-
wherein we felt that we were all citizens of a large and ter of bbc Crown bas just tbought fit te coupla the hanging
intelligent country, forming one people under one flag, and et Riel witb the avents of 18b9-70 by calling Riel a back-
capable of living amicably together, though of different sldar. le said: If yen find-and that with a mestae-
races and creeds. Let the people of Ontario, who showed quent movament, I theugt,-lf yeu fiud that Riel was
us se much sympathy during the whole of our passagerigbt lu killing Scott, ara wa net right lu killing Riel? I
through their Province, accept our imost sincere thanks for foît rathar huiliatcd whcu I saw a Mamber cf the Govern-
their courtesy and brotherly behaviour. If ever their ment, beaded by au eld gentleman who for sncb along time
worthy battalions visit their sister Province of Quebec,I trust bas led bbc country, cerpariug that Gevarnmente a man
that theb earty reception that will be offered them will tbey refused te pardon ater thcy had solemnly premised
prove te them that we reciprocate tally their kindness and te pardon him. They compare tbamselves te Riel
friendship, that between the two Provinces there exist when ha killed Scot; bow can tbey now bold Up their
ties of sincere friendship, that the fanaticism of a few sec- houer as Ministers et tbc Crown aftar Ibat compari-
tarians is not able of breaking asunder. But when I was sou ? You remember, Sir, wben bbc questioncf
in the North-West as a soldier, bad we met Riel and bad amuesty cama up, bbc Grit party proposcd a partial
we to fire on him, of course we would have done so. Weamuesty. Tbey wcre net bound te prosa l at al
went there as soldiers, and as such had to obey orders. they were net bound te grant an amnasty at ail; there
What is th re sa extraordinary in that ? It is true that, was ne promise on bir part hindîngtharn. But the
afiter having served in the North-West, I came to the con- other party had promised bhc amiaety. Uey Wd bbaiued

Mir. AMyoT.



COMMONS DEBATES,

the North-West through that promise; they had brought
Monsigneur Taché from Rome, through that promise; and
when they got possession of the country, they put aside
their promise of amnesty. They were not brave enough to
grant it. Why ? For the same reason that they hanged
Riel. The Grit party came into power, and proposed an
amnesty. What then did they, who compared them.
selves to Riel the murderer do? They voted against
the motion of amnesty, because they pretonded that
Riel was a murderer-and now they say: If Riel was
right in killing Scott, we wore right in killing Riel. Their
record muet ho very bad, when they have to resort to such
arguments and comparisons. Riel a backslider ! That is not
the proper name to give him. In 1869-70, we sent troops
to the North-West, and we issued a proclamation, though
we were not yet legal possessors of the territory. We were
attacking that people without right, against the right of
nations. It is true we had sent out surveyors, with
instructions to survey the land of the half-breeds,
the lands of that little people against which it will
be soon demonstrated, there was a premeditated design
of chasing them from this continent. It is true these
land surveyors went there with military clothes in their
trunks, and told thei English half-breeds that very soon they
would put on the uniform of soldiers and chase the French
half-breeds out of the country. But that did not give us
the right to attack them. If Riel with the half-breeds
rebelled against those acte, they were right and we were
wrong. As to the killing of Scott, that was one of those
unfortunate incidents due probably to his madness. But
there is one thing to ho remembered : there bas never been
a trial of that case, there has never been a jury who
declared Riel was guilty of that murder; and by the laws of
this country, which must apply to half-breeds as well as to
others, Riel must be presumed innocent until proved guilty.
Those events of 1869-70 are now of the past. IListory cannot
now judge them safely. How could I convince the hon.
the Premier and some of his colleagues that their employees
had committed blunders and had been guilty of illegal
aggression against Manitoba by over-hasty and offensive
proclamations; that their officers had threatened the half-
breeds who were in peaceful possession of their homes;
that the restoration ot peace and order in that country was
due to the exertions of that most distinguishod prelate whom
they afterwards treated as an unauthorised agent; that they
sacrificed him and their formal promises of amnesty to
party necessities; that they had not the courage even to
join the Grit party in redeeming their promises; that they
would not acknowledge the fact that to Riel was mainly
due, as was admitted in the official proclamations of the
Queen, the maintenanee of the North-West under the
British flag ? But it would be uselees for me to attemptany
such task. When the present genoration shall have passed
away, with all its living interests and its present wants,
history will judge righteously. To its future unbiassed judg-
ment let us leave the verdict. But there is a point which it is
important to settle before entering into the events that now
occupy us. No witnesses were ever heard against Riel on
the fact of the murder of Scott; no jury pronounced him
guilty. As I said a moment ago, by the laws ho is pre-
sumed to be innocent, because by the laws, which are the
digest of the wisdom of many centuries through which
they have been transmitted to us, and which are eminently
conformable to Christian charity, he is to be presumed in-
nocent until ho is found guilty. And more than that, if
the firet promise of amnesty was anterior, and did not
cover the shedding of blood in the North-West, at least the
granting of the conditional amnesty did, and if Riel was
guilty of crime, ho bas been punished, and it would be
illegal, unjust and criminat to seek a second punishment for
the same offence ; it would be unworthy of the great people
of Oanada to punish twice for the same offence ; not that I

n

desire to excuse or palliate the killing of Scott any more than
those of Goulet, Parieeau and Sutherland; nordo Iintend dis-
cussing the rights of the people of Manitoba, when organised
as a Governiment to protect thomselves against the aggres-
sion of illegal forces, but simply to'state that, as far as ilaw
and justice are concerned, we cannot call Riel an old
offender; that subsequent to the rebellion ho saved his
country from being alienated from the British flag, and he
underwent a punishment and received a partial amnesty or
pardon for any possible offence committed in 1869-70. If I
may be allowed hore to quote a classical author on the
point raised, I wili quote Blackstone, vol. 4, p. 494. Speaking
of the pardon, ho says:

" To him (the King) therefore the people look up as the fountain of
nothing but bounty and grace; and these repeated aeta of goodneus,
coming immediately from his own hand endear the Sovereign to his
subject, and contribute more than anything to root In their bearts that
filial afecuon, and personal loyalty, whioh are the sure establishment

of a Prince."

Then, page 449:
iWe may oberve that a pardon by Act of Parliament in more bense

fial than by the KIng's (Jharter."1
And lastly, page 500 :

" The effect of suoh a pardon by the King, is to make the offender a
new man to acquit him of aIl corporal penalties, and forfeitures annexed
to that owence for which he obtainu hie pardon."j

So was Riel a new man, in the eyes of the law, when
this second insurrection came. It is most important that
we, ourselves, should understand each other on that point.
L have very often hoard those words " an old offender." WeIl,
it has never been proved, first, by trial that ho was an
offender; it bas been proved that hoesaved the North-West
from being alienated from the Crown-that is admitted by
the Lieut.-Governor ofthe North-West in public documents-
and I do not see why we should go back and call him a
second offender. I understand that, before that amnesty,
the question was altogether different. Those who pretended,
who had reason to believe that Riel was a murderer, I could
underetand that they should have done their best to catch
him and to bring him to punishment; and I understand
that, taking that point of view, taking that stand, the hon.
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) could, for the sake
of bringing a man whom ho thought to be a criminal to
justice, offer a sum of money to arrest him. There were
two parties in the Dominion; some contended that Riel acted
in legitimate defence and that ho was not a guilty party
and could not be brought to conviction on that question,
and, besides, that the amnesty provided covered the cas,
and those always sought the amnesty. There was another
party who thought Riel was guilty, that the murder of
8cott was an atrocions one, and that the flight of Riel was to
be stopped in some way, and they offered asnm for hie arrest.
1 understand that, but afterwards the partial amnesty was
granted by the House of Commons, and to come after this
partial amnesty, this exclusion from the country for ive
years, and say, about the second insurrection .We will punish
you for the first offence, I say is cowardly, is an abuse of
power, je unfair, and is not worthy of a country that re.-
spects itself. Well, thie time I contend that we have to
deai with an entirely new case. After a regular trial in
this new cas, Riel has been found guilty of high treason
and ho has suffered capital punishment for that offenoe.
The question now before the country is: Have the Executive
acted wisely, justly, in ordering the sentence of death passed
upon Riel to be executed ? In my humble opinion, such is
now the question before this House. It is not a question of
legality or technicality, it is a question of justice and of
wisdom. It is not a question of creed or race, it is a ques-
tion of the just application of the laws of this country. It
has been contended by a press from which the Ministers
derive much of the public support, that the acte of the
Executive in deciding about the prerogative of pardon
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should not be discussed, that a blind acceptance of their
views is forced by the constitution, that the criticising of
their views or their motives would endanger the majesty
of the law. I beg to protest most energetically against
such a denial of the people's rights. The Executive is
nothing but a committee of Parliament, and Parlia-
ment is reosonsible to the country. Any one of
the acts of the Executive is amenable to exami-
nation, approval or disapproval by the coun try.
That in a matter of capital puni-hment, the Minister of
Justice may be presumed to act without fear or prejudice in
such delicate matters as the taking away the life of a
human being, 1 admit, but those who have interfered to
ask for blood, can hardly blame an interference in favor of
commutation, clearly recommended by the jury. Besides,
Riel's case is un extraordinary one; it relates to matters of
public interest, it directly concerns the Govornment of the
country, the administration of public affairs, and all the cir-
cumstances that surround it make it imperative upon us to
enguire into all its details and to ascertain if justice, fair-
ness and humanity reigned, or if a mnan has not been
sacrificed to partiality, prejudice and party interest ; if a
grave bas not been intentionatly dug between the faults of
an Administration and the people. It is not only our
right, it is our duty to enquire minutely into the details of
the whole affair, and this without foar or prejudice, without
reference to party ties, and without the threats of sec-
tariaus. I do not believe in peace and harmony that are
based upon the renouncement of sacred rights; that which
is founded upon injustice and cowardice, cannot long resist
the storm of public and general reprobation and contempt
Lot us enquire, first, what were the causes of that rebellion,
and let us see if Riel was the author and caure of it. Riel
was quietly and inoffensively occupied teaching in Montana
when he was sent for-not. by the clergy, as one of the
Ministers of the Crown insinuated in one of the Quebec
papers, which paper bas suddenly changed its opinion of
that Minister into great admiration. Riel was sent for, not
by the clergy, but by his own fellow countrymen, assisted
and encouraged by the whites of Prince Albert. I do not
know, Mr. Speaker, if everybody has forgotten that; I
have not. Let us see what was asserted here by the hon.
Premier last Session. Ilor are his own words:

Iir, an agitation arose, and the hon. gentleman bas rung the
change& on Riel being brought into that country. Who brought him in-
to the counr? Not the Indiana; fnot the half-breeds. The half-breeds
did not pay t e money. The white speculators in Prince Albert gave
their money to Gabriel Dumont, and gave it to Lepine, and gave it to
others. They bad ail got their assignments from the half-breeds; they
had al got in their pockets the script of the aesignment, and they sent
down to bring Riel in as an agent to be the means of attaining their
unhallowed ends. It is to the white men, it is to the men of our own
race and lineage, and not' tu the half-breeds, nor yet to the Indians
that we are to attribute the war, the loss of life, the loss of money and
the discredit tbis country would have suffered had it not been for the
gallant conduct of our volunteers. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am able to
prove that there has been a deep-laid conspiracy. I am able to estab-
lishthat the eryof the half-breed grievances was merely a pretext. I
am able to show that white man after white man bas entered into it."

But it does not amount to muchi, it is only the half-breeds that
are in question!1 Why give up the papers, why give up
documents that might destroy Ministers? To produce
letters of priests and to try to bring against the clergy the
charge that they incited the rebellion, well and good i But
to furnish documents in favor of Riel, who was an old
offender, oh, no ! Well, here is Riel's answer:

" QENTLEMEN,-YOU bave travelled more than 700 miles from the
Saskatchewan country, across the international line to make me a visit.
The communities in the midst of which you live have sent yon as their
delogates to ask my advice on varions difficulties whicm have rendered
the British North-West unhappy under the administration of the Ottawa
Government. Moreover you invite me to go and stay amongst you,
your hope being that 1, for one, could help to better in some respect
your condition. Cordial and pressing is your invitation, yon want me
and my family to accompany you; I am at liberty to excuse myself and
ubould say, no, yet you are waiting for me; se that I have only to get
ready, and your letters of delegation assure me that a friendly welcome
awaits me in the midst of those wbo sent yon.

"Gents, jour personai visit does me honor and causes me great
pleasure; but on account of its representative character, your coming
te me has the appearance of a remarkable circumstance, which I record
as one of the gratifications of my life-an event which my family will
remember, and I pray to God that my assistance will prove so success-
fnl to you as to render this event a blessing amongst the many blessing
of this, my 40th year, To be frank is the sbortest way. I doubt whether
my advice given to you on this soil concerning affaire in Canadian terri-
tories, could cross the border and retain any influence But here is
another view of the matter: I am entitled, according te the 31st and
32nd clauses of the Manitoba treaty, to land, of which the Canadian
Government have directly or indirectly deprived me, and my claim to
which is valid notwithstanding the fact that I have become an American
citizen. Considering, then, that my interests are identical with yours,
I accept your very kind invitation, and will go and spend some monthe
among you, in the hope that by petitioning the Government we will
obtair. the redress cf our grievances.

o Manitoba as aopopulation of which the native half-breed element
constitutes a considerable portion, and if we include those white men
who, though being connected by marriage, or in other ways, have a
personal interest in their welfare, I believe that this element is a pretty
btrong one. I am just getting acquainted witb them, and I am one of
those who would bke to unite and direct its vote for the furtherance of
their best intereste; moreover, I have made friends and acquaintances
amongat whom I like to live. I will go with you, but I will come back
in September.

nI have the honor to b, gentlemen delegates,
"Your humble servant

"LOUIS RIEl."
Mr. Speaker, did Riel come into the country with the inten-
tion of raising a rebellion ? I will not take up too much of
the time of this House in discussing that point, but I cannot
refrain from quoting from some of the witnesses in the
abbreviated record which we have. At page 11, Dr. John
I. Willoughby was asked:

" What did Riel say? A. Well, he told me the time had come for the
half-breeda to assert their rights."

And at page 12 he says:
lHe said : I and my people have time and again petitioned the

Government to redress our grievances, and he said the only answer we
received each time has been an increase of police."
Then, on page 19, Thomas MacKay eays•

" They wanted to redress their grievances in a constitutional way."
Page 26:

cQ. Did ho have any conversation with vou as to the obiect ffthe
rebellion ?-A. He said they wanted their rights."

That, Mr. Speaker, is a statement by the leader of this House Page 57. George Ness:
as to the cause of the rebellion. It does not explain why "Q. What were jeu epeaking about ?-A.He vasatdking of tryingwbite mon have not been hanged and why Riel has been. Had to ausis the people in their evancs y theirgrievances righted.it not been for that delegation to him, Riel would still be "Q. Speaking of getting up an agitation ?-A. Yes; an agitation or
exercising the modest life of teacher in the States, where he a Bill of rights."
had been driven by the conditions imposed upon him by the The witness Kerr, at page 68:
terme of his pardon. He did not, then, of hie own accord, "Q. Were any speeches made at the table ?-A. Yes; Riel proposed
meditate and prepare the rebellion. The terms of his answer the health cf our severeign Queen Victoria
to the delegation proved that beyond doubt. I am obliged, At.pge 76:
Mr. Speaker, to take them from the press, as we have not
the advantage of eeeing those documents officially. They 'Q. Give us the material part of it?-A. He spoke of having takennp arma; thal ho had doue il un seîf-dofence; aut in talking about theshould be here, officially certified, and forming part of the DuckLake fight ho said ho had ne there in peoron; that abter Major
recors of the countr-, but they are somewhere else, with- Crozier had fired the firt voile>' ho rphpdeand he urged hie major
drawu from the discussion. AIl that we asked and that would fire, firet in the name.of God the Father, secondly in ihe name of God
have formed part of a legitimate defence, has been refusd. te Son, and thirdl yi the name of God the Holy Ghost, and repeated

gy, . h.e commands in that manner throughout the battie."
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At page 82:

" Q. He stated he wished the movement to be entirely a constitu-
tional movement ?-A. Purely a constitutioaal movement. He said if
they could not get what they agitated for in five years, for to agitate
for e yare more, that constitutional agttation would get what they
,waated<L"1
At page 109, Father André;

"Q. What were the claims of the half-breeds ? -A. Since when : you
mait ditingnish ?

" Q. From 1884 till the time of the rebellion ? 1 A. Since the arrival
of the prisoner in the country ?

" Q. Yea?-A. It would be diffleult to tell that; they changed from
time to time since the arrival of the prisoner.

"Q. Before bis arrivai ?-A. They demanded pqtents for their
land demanded frontage on the river and the abolition of the taxes on
wood, and the rights for those who did not have scrip in Manitoba.

" Q In what way did thehalf-breeds put forth their ri hts before the
arrival of the prisoner ?-A By publie meetings at which I assisted
to several times myself.

"Q. Did you take part yourself?-A. Yes, at all those meetings.
"Q. Were communications made with the Dominion Government,

resolutions and petitions ?-A. I remember three or four times that
there was.

" Q. Did you get any answer to your communications ?-A. I think
we reoeived ananswer once; perbaps we received an answeronce.

"1Q. Was the ansver favorable ?-A. No, it was an evasive answer,
ayng they vould take the question into consideration.

iQ. That was the only answer to a number of communications ?-.
Ye; I1knowecfranother communication made by Monseigneur Grandin
to the smre effeot.

"Q. Did he get a favourable response ?-A. No; I don't know of any.
"Q. Do you know if there was any answer sent to Oharles Nolin, in

regard to a petition sent to the Government ?-A. It was in regard to
thons meetings, I was making reference ; I only know as to one answer.

Q. "FIinally after theEe petitions and resolutions had been adopted at
the public meetings and sent to the Government, was there a change in
the state of thinge that existed then ?-A. The silence of the Govern-
ment produced great dissatisfaction in the minds of the people.

" Q. To-day are the people in a better position than they were before
in regard to the rights they claim ?-A. They have not yet received the
patents for their lands on the South Sakatchewan.

"Mr. Osler. I must objeot to this class of questions being Intro-
dneed."

We are now disoussing what took place during the trial.
We find that when the lawyers for the defence endeavored
to bring in the causes of the insurrection one of the advo-
cates for the Crown rose and said: ",I must object to this
class of questions being introduced." "My learned friends
have opened a case of treason justified only by the insanity
of the prisoner, etc." And the discussion going on the
Justice said: "It would be trying the Governmentl" I now
quote from page 145. The witness is Pitblado :

"Q. Did he give yiu his plans, his chemes, what he hoped to get by
the rebellion.-A. Yes,hisgeneral scheme was this: He hoped touin-
duce the Government to rake a treaty with him or with the half-breeds
of the North-West, similar to the treaty they had made with the half-
breeds in Manitoba. That wau what ha stated to be his chief object."
We see by these quotations that up to the time the
firet shot was fired, Riel's agitation was a constitutional
agitation. This is proved even by witnesses for the Orown
-that up to that time nothing was done by Riel except in
a constitutional manner, that ho thought the half-breeds
had much ground for complaint against the Government,
and he wanted in a constitutional way to obtain their re-
dress. In August following the arrivai of Riel in the
country there was a great meeting held at Rivière du Loup
in honor of the Premier. I was not present and was not
invited, but generally the Conservative members were in-
vited. The pres told us what was said by the Kinister of
Militia in the presence of his chief and of the Conservative
members. Here are his words, and they prove that Riel's
intention in coming into the country was not to bring in-
surrection, but was to agitate constitutionally. I quote the
words of the Minister of Militia:

" The preseae. of Riel In the North-West does not make us uneasy.
On the eontrary, it favors our views. The half-breed chief is endeavor-
ing to conciliate the interests of the population with those of the Crown.
H. deerves gratitude rather than blame."
That is what the hon. gentleman stated. Those were his
ideas at that time, and though ho was in possession of a
letter which I shal quote as to the probable insurrection

or agitation, and was in possession ofmany lettera, petitions
and documente from the North-West, yet the matter did not
give him the least anxiety; indeed he thought that Riel wa
doing their business and promoting the interests of the
country. Let me now consider the reason which induced the
whites and half-breeds to send for Riel. I have quoted the
words used by the Premier last year. Let it be remembered
that none of the guilty whites have been prosecuted. I under-
stand well that last year when it was said-the papers asked
for not being then nor now produced, and which we
have not now--that the rebellion was due to bad
administration, it was necessary for the Ministers to
deny the alleged bad administration, and they wanted
to find some excuse for or explanation of the insur.
rection. They turned towards the whites of Prince Albert,
and without there being anyone here to defend them, the
Government accused those whites of being the authors of
the rebelhion. It was their plain duty, after making that
assertion and affirming that the whites of Prince Albert
were the guilty parties, to have taken action and prose-
cuted them as being guilty of high treason, too. I say now
that by not prosecuting the whites of Prince Albert the
Ministers have admitted that they have grossly insulted
and maligned them ; and the proofe of this we easily
obtained now that communication with the North.West is
more easy. Abundant proofs have been received that the
insurrection was due less to the whites of Prince Albert than
to the bad administration of the affairs of the North-West,
to the most unfair and unjust treatment by the Government
of the half breeds and their preconcerted plans of driving
away the half-breeds from the North-West and giving their
lands to strangers. The half-breeds had grievances. I am
sure that other speakers will take charge of that part of the
case and enumerate the divers grounds of accusation against
the Government on that point. I believe, Sir, from what I
know and have read, that the half breeds were honestly
seeking for a redress of their grievances, and that they had
grievances has been repeatedly admitted by the Ministerial
organs. The list of their grievances is very long. We
flnd some of them in the Mati some in the globe. I
hold here in my hand a book, in which about one-fourth
part of their grievances are enumerated, and these number
seventy-six; but I will leave that part of the question to
some speakers who are more experienced than myself. The
point I wish to make is that the half-breeds had grievances
and that they were entitled to seek redress for them.
I want to establish that the Government knew it;
that they were cognizant of the faot that public employees
in the North-West were treating the half-breeds harshly as
if Sir Garnet Wolseley had been right when ho said that
they were cowards; that the Government knew that a
rising of the half-breeds would bring about a similar rising
of the Indians, with all the atrocities accompanying an
Indian war, and that their negligence in taking preventive
measures was thoroughly inexcusable, and amounted to
criminal neglect in the administration of public affairs.
A great point is made of the assertion that Riel tried to
incite the Indians to a general insurrection. I do not think
the record proved that any of his stupid writings on that
p oint ever reached Poundmaker or any of the other Indiane.
Riel himself was one of the half-breeds ; he was only a poor
fool and a mad man, but the Ministers here are sane mon,
experienced men, men of talent, and was it not their duty
to foresee that the insurrection in the North-West would
bring about an insurrection of the Indians with all the
atrocities of Indian war, when they neglected the case of
the half-breeds, when they provoked the half-breeds into a
rising ; and for that reason I say they are the firet parties
responsible for the blood of all the priests and other white
people murdered by the Indians in the North-West. There
is no way of escape from that conclusion. The civilised
and the ruling part of the country i here; the Government
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is the ruling part of the country; they knew that there
were half-breode and Indians there; they knew what was
going on; they knew all about these depredations, these
speculations in the lands of the half-breeds, the orders that
were given; they knew that theoe half-breeds were being
deprived of their lands, and that these lands were surveyed
otherwise than they had taken thom, and the fact that hav-
ing this knowledge they neglected these matters makes
thom the first parties responsible to the country for all the
atrocities ofIndian war, and not a poor fool and madman
like Riel. That is the way I think history will judge their
conduct. It is all very well to come and say that the Grits
have done the same. it is not proved that the Grits have
done the same, and besides, that is not the question. Lot
us leave alone the past issues. When the country
put these gentlemen in power it was in effect equivalent to
saying that the people were not pleased with the Adminis-
tration which thon expired, and in taking power the new
Administration undertook to do botter. To-day having
done worse, they say, ob, well, the others were not good.
I say that is no excuse. For seven long years they have
been letting the poor half-breeds suffer, they have
been depriving them of their property and inter-
fering with the peace of that country, they have
been doing injustice to the half-breeds, and to-day
they are amenable and responsible to the country for
their conduct. For that conduct they cannot escape by
aqying, our adversaries have dono the same as we have.
They will not, as we say in French, "catch the fly in that
way." That the Government knew of those claims, that it
slept and snored over them, appears by letters received by
thom. I suppose that this snoring will be understood, and
I hope those who have told the country at large that that
snoring was so long and deep, will stand by their sayings of
the past ; that they m ill corne with us, will como to the
hlcip of the minority with every right-thirnking man of
thecountry. Iwill quote a letter ent to the Prime M inister
and the Minister of Publie Works on June 4th, 1884. It
was, therofore, received oarly enough to enable any Admin-
istration anxious to do justice and to bring about peace in
that country, to foresee and prevent the danger, expense
and sacrifice of lie which are necessarily attendant on war.
That letter was sont by an eminent prdlaie, Mgir. Grandin,
whose whole life has been devoted to works of charity and
promoting Chiistian civilibation amongst the Indian tribes,
as well as to the happiness of the whites living in the wide

rairie. low it failed to move the heart of the Ministers,
cannot conceive; unless it was a fixed policy on their part

to let the wrong cortinue; to allow the complaints and bad
feelings to accumulate ; to expose the country to a costly
war ; to imperil the interost of emigration ; to diminish
the value of the lands; to delay the settlearient of the West ;
to endanger even the progress Of the Canadian Pacific
Railway, and to finally grant, under cover of redress to
strangers, the lands belonging to the half-breeds. I translate
the letter in toto, trusting that this honorable House will,
considering the importance of it, forgive me the time 1
take:

"The Honorable, Sir Hioon LNiQvix,
" Minister of Public Works,

June 13th, 1884.

"&a,-I take the liberty of addressing to your Honor the accompany-
lug jetter te the Bon. Premier containing the cause t complaint co-
rdunieatt me by tii. haif-breeda et the district of Lorne on the
obcasion of my journey to Prince Albert. I cannot express to othe

in i felt on learning that they bad sent a message to Louis Riel, and
bat they had given e unbefiting a reception to the Bon Governor

of the orth-West. On seeîn g their state of excitement and discontent,
amounting almost to revolt, Ipereived them to be under some baneful
hostile influence. I vas even convinced of this by communications
made to me by certain most respec4able persons cf Prince Albert. I
blamed them soundly, and fi om some of the principal leaders I obtaned
a sort of act of contrition for what they had done. They then detailed
their sources of discontent and grievances to me. Whilet not approv-
lag Some, I mut acknowledge that ther, are many witi wbich I heart-

Mfr. .A&MYoT.

ily sympathise. [deeply deplore the scornful way in which the Govern.
ment bas a fashion oftreating the native half-breeds. The gentlemen
of the Government cannot be ignorant of the fact that the half-breeds,
as well as the Indians, have their national pride; they like to meet with
attention, and are greatly irritated by the contempt with which they
rightly or wrongly, believe themeelves to be treated. Once irritated
and driven to extremity, neither priest or bishop can easily make them
listen to reason, and they may run into great extremes. I therefore
earneatiy beg of you to use all your influence, that whatever is just
and right in their demands may be accorded to them.

'' Before going on board the steamboat I would have liked to have
learned the result of Father Lacombe's visit to Ottawa. I hopethe
promises made to me a year ago have been at len gth fulfilled. I cannot
forget your good offices and good will in my behaif"
In dealing with a Government, and especially a Govern-
ment of the kind indicated by the acts of the Minister of
Militia, we have to be polite, we have to pay compliments,
we have to be submissive, and we have to be careful what
we say. So the honored Bishop says he does not forget
their good offices and the promises they made a year ago.
Then, Monseigneur Grandin writes to Sir John A. Mac.
donald as follows:.-

" To Sir J. MAODONALD,
On board of the steamboat for Cumber'and:

"PRINCE ALBERT, June I3th, 1884.

"Sir,-Your Honor must have heard of the discontent felt by the half-
breeds of the district of Lorne, of the message sent by them to M. L.
Riel, and of the inhospitable reception made by them to Honorable E.
Dewdney, Lieutenant-Governor of the North-West. I arrived in the
district ater all these events had taken place, and could not help re-
gretting them.

" I have seen the principal half-breeds of the place, those who may be
called the leaders, and I have become quite convinced of their state of
discontent with everything. They are altogether embittered, and this
may lead them to any extremities. I was deeply grieved to find that it
is not they who are the guiltiest. They are excited and urged
on, not only by thn English half breeds, but als) by resi-
dents of Prince Albert-people of consideration, it is said-
who are opposed to the Government and who doubtless hope to profit
by the regrettable steps taken by the poorhalt-breeds. They must have
been much worked upon for them to have acted thus, unknown to their
priests, who have been represented to them as sold to the Canadian
Government. Surely it would be easy for your Government to bring to
naught this species of revoit, which may, however. have certain painful
results, for the half-breeds can do what they like with the Indians.
These things are already to be regretted, and should the consequence
of them be but one gun fired at the humblest of Her Majesty's subjects,
you can but acknowledge that even that would be too much.

" I blame the half-breeds and have not spared then reproaches, but I
muet be allowed respectfully to inform your Honor that the Canadian
Government is not blameless either, and had I the same influence over
its members as I have over the half-breeds, I would tell them so perhaps
more respectfully, but certainly as frankly. How many petitions and
complaints have not these half-breeds addressel to the Government
without having been even vouchsafed a reply. How many times, both
by word and writing have I myself addressed your tionor, without
obtaining anything but kind words in reply. I beseech you not to take
amiss what I am Bo frankly sa ing. I have only the good of the country
and of our citizens in view. From their dictation I have written down
the grievances of the malcontents and the stepe they have taken I
enclose them to you. I entreat your Honor not to remain indifferent,
and to take such action as will prevent the evil from becoming ag-
gravated.

"4I remain, very respectfully, &c., &c."

These are the reasons given me by Messrs. Charles Nolin
and Maxime Lépine, as to the eauses of the excitement and
discontent of nearly all the half-breeds:

" 1. We consider the transactions of the Hudson Bay Company with
the Government as unjust, and we protest with our whole Boula against
the immense reserve of lande granted to that Company.

" 2. In the second place, we protest against the manner in which the
Government took possession of the North-West, without its inhabitanta
being informed or consulted."
I am sure, Mr. Speaker, if there had been there some per-
sonal friends of some of the Ministers, if there had been
there a population for whom they would have had some
respect, they would have taken the trouble to have sent at
least one delegate to tell them: Gentlemen, you are going
to have a change of Government; you are going to behere-
after under the oontrol of the Dominion Government, and
not under the control of the Hudson CBayCompany. But
they did not take that trouble. We are too great, I suppose,
in this country to show anything like politeness and justiog
towards half-breeds.
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"s. We protest against the manner in which the Oouncil of the1

North-West was conustitnted, especially at the beginning ; al ita mem-
bers being strangers to the eountry, with the sola exception of one who
would have been put aside if they could have done so.

4 4. We proteot against the tax on wood, and this without our
rights being recognised. A treaty wa made with the Indians, but we
were les cousidered than hy.

"5. We complain that no employment or office of trust is confided
to any one of our nation. There is none, not even that of firet instruo-
tor, which the half-breeds, generally speaking, could fill better than
any foreigner, eince they know the Indiana and speak their language;
yet they are kept away from them."

Common sense tells us that those half-breeds should have
been employed to instruct the Indians and to act as their
guardians. Is there any good reason why noue of them
were selected for such ofices? We have been living in
p-osperity for 20 years, but if we have been treating the
half.breeds harshly and unjustly our prosperity is very little
to boat cf.

"6. We claim thesamne advantages ashave been gran ted to our fellow-
countrymen of Manitoba, we consider we have the better right to this,
since the North-West Territory is of greater extent and fertility.

"7. We protest with ail our strength against the Government's
obstinate refusal to do justice to our demanda; all our petitions are
looked on as if they had never been sent.".

Could anything be more shocking than for a poor little peo.
ple like the half-breeds to be met with the constant refusal
of the Government Vo answer their lettersa? Here we feel
strong with the influence the people give us, though we
feel in our hearts the injustice the Government are show-
ing as in refusing us the papers to which we are entitled.
But these poor fellows who have no one to protect them,
write to the Government and are refused an answer. They
are spoiled of their lands and their timber, and when they
send their priests, their bishops and their delegations to the
Government to protest, they receive no answer; the Gov.
ernment in its dignity remains silent. Is there not enough
in that circumstance to account for the insurrection ? If a
Goverument of a civilised country has a right to do that,
we are not better than if we lived in Russia.

" 8. We do not desire that L..Riel should comeamong us as a rebel
or to lead a rebellion, but we wish to have him at our head, looking on
him as one capable of readering valuable services to his country and
hie fellow-countrymen, and for this reason we would like to see him
with some office in the Government, either as a member of the North-
West Council, or as a member of the Senate.

" There followed an article from the more moderate party, but it has
gone astray, and I cannot, therefore, givA it bere. I myself add to this
list of demande. Evidently among aIl these complaints and protesta'
tions, everal are exaggerated aud unreasonable, but it cannot be
denied those of the moderate party, more particularly, i. e., No2. 4, 5, 6,
7 and 9 are anything but just and reasonable. As for the others, they
are, at any rate, a powerfnl weapon in the hands of an opponent to the
Government to excite the half-breed sand lead them on to foolish acte."

But this was not an isolated warning, though of itself it
should bave been sufficient to awake the soundest sleeper.
I might quote similar advices given in 1878 by Col.
Dennis; in 1879 by Archbishop Taché and Bishop McLean;
in 1880 by Col. Richardson ; in 1881 by Col. -Richardson,
and in every year since 1878 by Mr. Lawrence Clarke,
Father André, Father Leduc, Mr. McDonald, Mr. Maloney,
Le Manitoba, the Saskatchewan lerald, the International
Emerald, Major Crozier, the Winnipeg Sun, and many other
newspapers, besides the many petitions numerously signed
and various delegations sent here. But all was useess, aud
the insurrection came. 'How it was led by Riel, again
become insane, I shall explain in a moment. The half-
breeds organised s provisional Government. In that I see
the intention of a rebellion. It is s question to know if it
was justifiable or not. Some have quoted authorities, as St.
Thomas d'Aquin, in favor of the half-breeds. I do not in-
tend nor do I want to go into the merits of that part of the
ca-e now, to say whether the rebellion was justifiable or
r ot. There are occasions in which an insurrection or rebel-
lion are justifiable. Whether this one was justifiable or not
I do not want to discuss at present. The beginning of au
isurretiQn having been provoked by Vhe pgligene ofjhe

Government and the injustice of its employees, what W46
the duty of the authority ? I affirn thbat its duty was to
take all possible means to satisfy the halfb.eeds, to avoid
the shedding of blood, to heal the wound, to prevent and
avoid having it to cure. Instead of that, what has been done?
We are told by the Mail, which has challenged me to dis-
cues that fact before this honorable fouse, that:

" Riel grossly deeeived the Mets iin concaling from them the fact,
,known to him on 8th February, nearly seven weeks before the collision
with the police at Duck Lake, that a commission to enquire into their
grievances had been appointed."

The facts are not correctly given by the Mail on that point.
If we take Sessional Paper 116 of last year we find that,
on the 26th January, an Order in Courncil was passed stat-

g:
I The undersigned submits that in his opinion it is desirable, with

a view of settlirig equitably the claims of the half-breeds of Matitoba
and the North-West Territories ig ho would bave been entitled to land
had they resided in Manitoba at the time of the transfer, and filed their
claims in due course under the Manitoba Act, and also of those who,
though residing in Manitoba and equitably entitled to participate in the
grant did not do so, to ascertain the number of half-breeds, and be
recommends that he be authorised to obtain an enumeration of them,
and to employ three persons to make such enumerations."

Was this Order in Council conceived for the settlement of
the half breed claims ? Was it conceived for the redress of
their grievances ? No ; it was to make a census to pre-
pare a settlement. Weil, for over 6ve years the half-breeds
had been receiving such promises and had been favored
with such dilatory means of settleient, and that Riql did
not feel justified in allowing himself to he deceived this
time, I can very easily understand. It wae not an Order
in Council to settle their claims, il was an Ordor in Council
to appoint a commission to make a census. What time it
would have taken to prepare a census, we do not know. It
would bave taken months, perbaps years, and the settle-
ment of the laims could not have advanced one stop more.
Besîides, where was the necessity for making a census of
the North-West, for the settlement of those claims ? Did
not the Government know exactly where those half-breeds
were ? The North-West is not a region in the clouds.
These half-breeds had houses and churcbes, and it would
have been very easy to enquire from house to house what
their claims were. In a week or two the commissioners
could have gone through the whole district, sent in their
report, and a settlement could have been made shortly
aftor. What was the use of spending thousands of
dollars in getting a census of the whole North-West, when
al that was wanted was a settlement of claims mW a
certain district? The Government should have some
respect for the common sense of the people at large.
I am sure that on this point the country will see
that the Government was wrong and Riel was right.
Having waited for months and years for an answer to their
applications, the half-breeds were told that bayonets were
coming for them. They vthought, from what Sir Garnet had
said, that they were to be looked upon as outlaws and
cowards, and they met the police. I do not want to justify
their course, but if they had been met by somebody who un-
derstood them and had a particle of sympathy for their suf-
ferings, am I not right in presuming that there would have
been no bloodshed and that satisfactory arrangements would
have been come to ? The Crown did not think fit teòask
Major Crozier, when examined as a witness, who firod the
first shot at Duck Lake? le was only asked if bis
force had been fired at? Strange toay, neither did the de.
fence put the question to him as to who fired the first. But
it results from the whole enquiry that our fprçes firsd first,
without the reading of the Riot Act, thereby accepting th
adverse troops as a regular fighting army. The resuit was
a defeat for our police, and an opportunity to the half breeds
cf showing their humnity inviting Major Crozier tocome
and bury his dead. 1404Qt noQWoant,to ame pr or9io
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the conduct of Vajor Crozier, but I state that if the Gov-
ernment had done something towards satisfying the half-
breeds, if they had appointed some friends of the half-breeds,
if they had behaved justly towards them, rebellion and its
horrors and expenses would bave been avoided The very
moment that the first shot had been fired by Crozier, and
that blood had been spilt, the harm was done. The danger
became immense. The Canadian Pacific Railway not being
completed, the North-West was isolated, and we were
exposed to a general Indiau rising in the North-West, a
rising which bas been stopped and prevented by the
exertions of the clergy more than by the fear of the army.
Troops bad to be sent to relieve the North West, the time
bas not comA yet to speak of their glorious journey through
ice, snow, and water, and across mountains, with bacon and
beans as food, wiih alil the discomfort and suffering inherent
to a long journey through a savage country at the worst
season of the year; nor i it time to discuss the merits of
the divers battalions, nor to whom is due the honor of the
victory of Batoche. Sufficient to say that Batoche was
taken after a few days' fighting by our army against a few
half-breeds in their rifle pits; and that Riel, after having
escaped, surrendered to the General on the faith of a letter
saying that if ho, Riel, surrendered himself, ho would be
protected "till his case was decided by the Canadian
Government." las the case been decided by the Canadian
Government? Not yet. Is the promise redeemed? It
bas been if we consider that &fagistrate Richardson was an
officer of the Government; but such construction cannot
fairly be put upon the meaning of the letter. The case has
heen decided by a court, and not hy the Government. The
Ministers have confirmed a decision,.but have iot decided
thomselves. At least such is the construction to
be put on the speech delivered to-night by the
hon. the Minister of Publie Works. This is an
important feature of the case in the eyes of many. The
General talked pretty freely with Riel: a man who was
going to hob hanged I Then Riel was sent to goal. Irons
and chains became the first fruits of the promised protec.
tion. A jury of sir was empanelled, from whom a Catholic
juror was excluded. We do not find that fact in the printed
record, but I think the proof found in the organe of the
Minister of Public Works is sufficient. The composition of
the tribunal, the place of the trial, the number of jurors,
are all of an exceptionai nature which is far from giving
complete satisfaction to the publie who only look for
British fair play and justice. But I taike the law as it stands,
and, for the sake of discussion, I take it for granted that
the trial has been legal. We cannot say, though, that it
was fair, or possessing the conditions it should have
possessed. Riel was found guilty with a recommend-
ation to the mercy of the Crown. What was the charge of
the court ? We do not know. We are also ignorant of the
reasons of that recommendation to mercy. Appeals went
on, two respites were granted. The courts pronounced
against Riel, specially on the question of jurisdiction. But,
after all that, a third respite was given without being
asked for. A gi eat banquet was given at Winnipeg
on the day first fixed for the hanging; great rejoicings
took place when the hon. the Miniter of Militia announced
that ho bad no sympathy for the traitors. fis words, if
the were correctly reported were: "Ihate the traitors,"
an the "traitors were the half-breeds, and ho was a
momber of that Gov nment which surely hated the half-
breeds, because theyffad proved it long enough; and ho
announced that justice would be done, and the applause
lasted for over five minutes. Oh, it was a grand sight ; it
was a great moment ; when, after having sent his troops
Up there, and exhauted, annihilated nearly. that little
poople, a man covered with honors and medals by Ber
Majesty, with the same blood lu his veina as the half-breeds,
snouid go thore and rejoice at the hanging, and, with a glass
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of champagne in his hand, should say: " I hate the rebels,"
and thon the sectarians around him raised big hurrahs. That
is the way to bring harmony and peace into this Confederation.
I heard the Premier on the first day of this Session accusing
the hon. the leader of the Opposition of destroying the
barmony of the Confederation ; but, when we push the
hatred of rebels so far as to drink to the health of those
poor fellows who were to be hanged and who were thon in
gaol, insulting their mothers and their wives and their
children and the pains of their hearts, and when we see
that this Minister bas the same blood, and that he knows
that the applause that ho will receive is given to him
because those who are to suffer are of his race, and
bocause hle is the instrument of the humiliation of his
own race, ho may boast of it if he likes, but the
people of the country at large, of any creed or nation-
ality, have not taken that view; Remarks have been
passed by people of all nationalities and of ail creeds
deploring the fact that human vanity and blindness should
go so far as to lead a man to deny his own blood, and to
coUrt insult to his own blood bocanse it is bis own blood.
Ie knew that the result would be that. We do not know
what he wrote or what he telegraphed from up there.
There is something at the bottom of all ths which is wrong,
which the Governmont do not dare to bring before the
country, but enough is seen to show by what spirit they
were acting and by what motives they were moved. When
the hon. gentleman was made a great baronet or something
like that, ho may have received piles of telegrams and con-
gratulations on his appointment, but lot him find some
congratulatioris since he was drinking to the health of
tho poor man who was going to be hanged, and chose
for the theatre of his eloquence on that subject the
very place where ho was sure to meet the mortal
enemies of that man who was going teobe hanged.
It must have been so agreeable to him to see his fellow-
countrymen snubbed for the sake of Orangoism; and ho has
since confessed that ho thon knew that Riel was to be
hanged, that his case had been decided before ho loft
Ottawa. He procured even a certificate to that effect from
his chief, evidently wanting the insult to ns to be complote,
and desiring not to have a leg left to stand upon. Finallv
Riel was hanged, and an immense agitation followed, and
it has not yet subsided. Why ? Sir, I contend that the
agitation is entirely due to the Ministers themselves, and
that in hanging Riel they have hanged deliberately a mad-
man, in spite of the recom mendation to mercy and after
cruel delays, and that they have doue so because some
Orangemen made it a condition of their political support-
the said Orangemen being moved by their hatred to Riel's
race and creed. Such is the true position. We never said
-or we would be as mad as Riel-that Riel should not
have been hanged bocause ho was a Frenchman. No; we
never talked such nonsense. But we complained of his
having been hanged because he was a Frenchman, and in
spite of bis madness, of the respites, of recommendation to
mercy, of the fact that the Government had been the direct
and immediate cause of the rebellion. The Government
have but themselves to blame for the intense agitation that
took place in many parts of the Dominion. It is proper
that my hon. colleagues, who do not read or under-
stand French, ho informed of what took place in Our
Province, and how the question presented itself there.
The discussion in the pros made it known that the half-
breeds had numerous complaints, and a natural sympathy
for them was felt. Thon, as his madness became more and
more concluaive, one of the Ministers promised that a medi-
cal commission would be appointed. Every day some of
the organs of the Ministry published violent articles in
favor of pardon. The Liberal and Conservative pressjoined
in their efforts to save Riel's life. Public opinion was
soon formed and grew very excited. Public meetings
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took place, petitions were signed, and a universal voice was
raised in favor of pardon. I will quote from the organ
which is looked upon as the direct mouthpiece of the Min-
ister of Public Works. Doubtless the responsibility of the
Government will be denied ; but I speak of the opinion of
the publie; since the same paper bas returned to its blind
allegiance. I will quote from that paper, as it is
important in the grave crisis through which we are passing
that the country should know exactly what we are doing
and why we do it. It is a known fact that this paper I
speak of cannot live by its own revenues, and that it lives
from the revenues which come from parties not far from
this room. It is that very paper which is the
cause of any difflculty there may have been at
Ottawa between the Orangemen and the Catholics.
If there have been petitions in favor of mercy, if
there has been agitation in the Province of Quebec, it is
due to that paper. When these petitions came in, then the
Orangemen presented their petition, and there was a fight
between the Orangemen and the Catholics before the
Ministers, and if the Catholics were snubbed it was due to
the organs ot the Ministers, and I will prove it. If to-day you
see many of the Quebec members breaking party ties, and
if there is a national movement among French Canadians,
it is due to that press again. And how can the Ministers
dare, after that, say to us. You are wrong-in the face of
the indignati-n which they have aroused ? But, Sir, are we
obliged to change like weathercocks whenever they wish ?
When we form an opinion are we not, as men, to stand by
it, or are we to deceive our people, are we to loose thoir
confidence by saying one thing to-day and the opposite to.
morrow ? Are we going to be as low and as cowardly as
the ministerial press, which says one day a thing is
white, and the next day say it is black ? No, Sir; there
is a certain sentiment of dignity, I hope, iii those who
have supported the Ministry so long. I will quote from Le
Monde. I am sorry I shall have to translate it into English,
but I bad not time to prepare a translation beforehand. On
the 3rd of August, 1885, this paper said :

" As the jury has recommended Riel to the clemency of the court, it
is the desire of everyone that he should not be hanged. There is only
one cry of protestation against the magistrate whu, agiinst ail rules
and even all decency, has taken upon himself, to announce in the name
of the Government, that there would be no respite nor clemency."

On the 25th of August:

" English and French, Catholics &ad Protestants, are all agreed. It
is a question of justice and humanity ; this is the real ground upon
which the question should be put. The declarations which the Hon.
Mir Hector Langevin bas just made concerning the Riel affair, authorise
us to believe that the Government has already taken into con-idera-
lion this question and that it has come to the conclusion to appoint a
commission with the object of ascertaining the mental condition of
Riel. There l no question now about discussing the remote or imme-
diate causes of the late rebellion, nor the share of the responsibility of
whites, halt-breeds or Indians. There is a time for that. Our repre-
sentatives will have ample time from now to next Session to study
that question thoroughly and to put themselves in a position to judge
correctly and throw the responsibility on the proper ahoulders.
The duty of the moment is more pressing. The question is
to find out if the accused, if a man already condemned to
death, is mad or not, or is responsible or not for the crime
of which he has been found guilty. Our duty is to obtain
that proof as soon as possible. We ask it in the name of society,
in the name of humanity, in the name of justice. Let us put aside the
passion of polities, always interested; let the jealousy of party spirit
stand aside. Political parties are too narrow-mnded and too tyrannical
to be trusted with the honor and life of a citizen. We hope that the
Government will appoint without delay a medical commission, and that
it will be composed of expert doctors, of a reputation for science and
skill, which will inspire confidence in the public."

On the 10th September:
" Elowever, the Government will yield to the desire of the Province

of Quebec in granting the nomination of a medical commission, which
will enquire into the mental condition of the prisoner. The decision of
that commission will be worth more than the j idgment of the tribunal at
Regins. The sentence of death will not be executed. The Government
wili grant a respite which will allow an appeal to the Privy Qouncil."

I will quote from an article of the 27th of October, and the
articles will grow stronger and stronger as I proceed :

"But happily all is not done. The Liberals have not uuceeeded In
de&troying irrevocably the cause of the prisoner of Regina.

I We began by saying that the work of the committee of David
Phaneuf is over, but our own work continues. Those who calumniated
us and insulted us for monthb back, wili, we hope, have the good sense
now to keep quiet. They may not do it, but if they do not, we will go
on with our work, we will do our duty, and the people will know before
long on which side are the real friends of Riel. At tbis late hour we
still ask what we asked in the beginuing, a commission of alienist
doctors who shall pronounce upon the mental state of Riel. This com-
mission, we believe, will be granted, and if this decision confirma our
expectations and our hopes, Riel will not be hanged. We do not hang
madmen on the free soit of anada."

On the 24th October:
" The opinion given by the Monde, day before yesterday, concerning

the good dispositions of the Ministers towards Riel, is based on the fact
that the Government has always been determined togive full and entire
justice to the accused.

l £'e 0rown bas furnished the greater part of the costs of the defence
and has done its best to facilitate the different appeals made in the
interest of Riel. So far as our opinion of the nomination of the medical
commission of enquiry into the state of the prisoner is concerned, it has
for its basis, the innumerable petitions asking for a commission, which
petitions were addressed to the Governor General in Council since July
last. Long ago the papers of Quebec and Montreal have published the
names of doctors who should compose that commission."

Le Monde of 13th November said:

" We bave received the following despatch from Ottawa: 'Ottawa,
13. 'lie execution takes place on the 16th. We venture to afmrm that
the sentence will not be carried out on Monday next.' "

What the object of making that statement was I do not
know. On 14th November it said :

" Last night at 5 o' clock the following despateli, wbich we doubt not
wili receivu soidayiae attdntion ol aildur parliamentaiy re presenta-
tives, vas sent to Sir Johns A. Macdonald. It exactly reflece the public
opiniou of the French Canadians on this question: 'To Sir John A.
Macdonald. Under the circumstances the execution of Louis Riel will
be actually criminal and we reject responsibility forit. Signed, Coursol,
Desjardins, Girouard, Vanasse, Massue, Dupont, A. L. Desaulniers,
Daoust, Bergeron, Bain, Benoit, Guilbault,,Gigault, Labrosse, L. L. L.
Desaulniers, Dugas, Hurteau.' Besides that communication another des-
patch written in the same sense has been addressed to the Premier by
Mesers. Ouimet, Fortin, Macmillan, Taschereau, Landry (Montmagny),
Lesage and Hurteau."

Then Le Monde said:
I There are only two days before the execution of the prisoner at

Regina, and yet nu otliial information las been received of the decisive
action of the Govern ment on this point. However, everything seems to
indicate that Riel will be hanged on Monday. The Government will
assume by tat act its rightful responsibility. The people are not in
possession of tacts sufficient to approve such a decision. The general
opinion in Lower Canada is, that Riel is not in possession of his
mental faculties and thatt under the circumstances his execution
would be an act of cruelty and would cast dishonor on society. It
muet be a contrary decision at which the Executive bas arrived,
and it must be upon clear reasons established that Riel i entirely
in psse-sion of bis mental faculties. Hie execution will be an atro-
cious crime which we will never forgive on the part of those who
who wili be responsible for it. In Canada we do not hang half madmen.
Our oppouents in Upper Canada have been surprised at the efforts we
have made to save itiel from the scaffold. We make the question of
Riel a national one. We acknowledge ail the faults of Riel. No one
believes that this man should not be punished and very few would be
disposed to allow him his liberty; but it is l thea name of humanity
that the population of our Province have taken the position they have
taken. if the man is guilty and society wante to punish him and it
appears that he is incapable of understanding the reason, society does
not accomplish any good object but it condemns itself. There is so
much doubt as to the mental state of the prisoner as to cause very great
anxiety; bis condition is so mucb one of uncertainty as to justify us in
asking the clemency wbich from one end of the Province to the other we
are askng towards the unfortunate prisoner."

Nunerous meetings were held in Montreal, and Le Monde
on 17th November, contained very long articles bearing on
them, and encouraging the people to sign petitions, to
assemble in public meetings and to protest in every possible
way. Of course, Le Monde was not alone in the position it
asbumed. There was another paper, which did not perhaps
-o se far, La Mnerve, and there were Liberal papers, also
L'Etendard and numerous papers, at Three Rivers, in the city
of Quebec and all over the Province, all unanimously sup.
porting the tone of the paper from whioh I am quoiDg
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and from which I will further quote. I will quote now'
from Le Monde of 17th November:

"The aldermen of Montreal bave nobly done their duty this afternoon.
Inspired by the prevailing national sentiment they have protested with
dignity against the political murder [that is the expression used by the
paper which was tormulating public opinion in Quebec) which has
spoiled te fIlag of the Oanadian Confederation. The hanging of Riel is

aoody concession made Orange hatred; it is the expression of feel-
ing gmottheFrench C(anadian nationality."

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Hear, hear.

Mr. AMYOT. The hon. gentleman must remember that
it is a paper representing the hon. Minister in front of him
from which I am quoting. The hon. member may go and
congratulate him, and he must remember that if the state-
ment is made that Orange hatred has spoiled the flag of the
Confederation it is the organ of that hon. Minister which
said so. I am sorry to lot him know that; but in doaling
with these questions all the facts must come ont.

" The Municipal Council of Montreal has been the faithful interpreter
of the public opinion of this Province on the question.»

That is not my statement ; it is the statement of the organ-
of the hon. Minister. The hon. gentleman must understand.
that, though ho may not like it.

" There are some English councillors who would not have resisted
that action by the Government. There is Mr. Stephenson, who would
hang Canadians every day, and who finds it strange that the people
should rise and condemn those who want to drink the blood of French
Canadians. The flag that was at half-mast upon the Oity Hall is the
sign of national mourning to the majority of the people. We are
gratified to be able to state that many of our compatriote of English
origin share our regrets. French Canadians wili know how to unite not
to atiaf ytheir thinat for the blood of a ferocious hatred, but to get their
riglila respected."

There are some sentences here, which, I am sorry to say,
I have difficulty in translating, and I will, therefore, read
them in French:

"Il nous fait plaisir de constater qu'il y a de nos compatriotes d'ori-
gine anglaise qui prennent part à notre douleur, mais ils sont rares.
Qu'est devenu ce sentiment de loyauté dont s'honorait àa si jsnote titre
la race anglaise ? Si les Anglais se liguent contre nous pour nous écra-
ser, qu'ils sachent qu'on n'est pas un peuple d'esclaves, qui laissent
monter sur l'échafaud ceux des siens qui luttent héroïquement pour le
redressement de leurs griefs."

" Les Canadiens-Français sauront s'unir eux aussi, non pas pour assou-
vir dans le sang une haine féroce, mais pour faire respecter leurs droits.

''Sur le seuil de l'Hôtel-de-Ville, plusieurs orateur ont prononcé des
discours patriotiques qui ont donné la note juste. M. Mercier a dit que
les partis devaient se confondre pour former un grand parti national.

"M Préfontaine a déclaré que M. Mercier, son chef d'hier, n'était plus
ton chef d'aujourd'hui, mais qu'il espérait voir surgir un chef nouveau
autour duquel se grouperait toute la nationalité Canadienne-Pranç iise.

" L'honorable M. Beaubien dit qu'on a bien su trouv-r le sang des
Canadi,.s-Français pour rétablir l'ordre menacé, mais ce sang nous
saurons!e retrouver pour nous protéger et nous défendre.

"N..Bergeron a fait une éloquente et énergique protestation.
"La morgue anglaise ne nous écrasera pas. Les Canadiens-Français

ont trop de cour pour se laisser tyranniser.
4 As an evidence of what fanaticism is coming to in Ontario, take the

pictures in the Toronto News, and especially one insulting the 65th Bat-
talion. Tþis engraving represents a tree, from which serpents are issu-
ing, repiesenting the supremacy of French Canadians. Opposite the
tree is a man with an axe, representing English fanaticism. He is pre-
paring to eut down the tree; that la very clear. The question is to des-
roy French Qanadian nationality, but Fqonch Canadian nationality is

toc strong a tree and too healthy for fanaticism to overthrow it."

It must be remembered that Le Monde is a paper which is
looked upon in the whole Province of Quebec as the direct
organ of the Ministry. If it is denied that it is I do not
care; I say it is looked upon as being so, and [ say it costs
so much that it takes very powerful people to siatain it.
On the 18th November Le Monde had the following:-

" We draw the attention of our French Canadian cliente to the article
in the Star, and to the attitude of that paper on the Riel question, and
more particularly to the article of yesterday, which shows that tbe Star
thinks that the moment ias come to show its fanaticiLm against our
Provines. The Star generally masks or hides its natural instincts
under the aspect of independence;- but only give a good scratch and the
back of the fanatic wili appear. The Sar rejoices in representing ns as
a strange race, in representing us as we are not, in speaking uojustly
against us, and deliberately makng calculations which are alike insult-
ing to our self respect and te our patriotism. We hope the French
Cana4lan readers of that paper will read it, and understmnd what they
hbva to do under tbe circumstauoes."

Mr. ATroT.

Then he'speaks againet the Star and in favor of the Post,
as follows:-

"The Poat, for example, bas been sympthetic with our race and with
the difficulties we have juet passed through, aud has contributed much
to get for us the equally generous sympathie» of many of its compatriots.
It is for us to recognise those services and to place our confidence in
those who have rendered them."

Now, I draw the special attention of the hon. interrupter to
this part. Here is what the organ was saying two days
after the execution:

"We will soon have to look out for allies to replace those who have
made the fall and left un alone in those terrible moments."

Then it says:
hBrome impose themselves as one of the IrishC atholies, that is because

the>' are identical with ôurselves and we rely upc n a community of
religious beliefs-the most solid basis of union in alassociations. There
is then all possible reason to encourage those who by past devatedness
have deserved our confidence."

I need not tell the hon. gentleman that ho need not be
afraid that we will go as far as Le Monde. We will not
introduce religions or race cries in politice. We leave that
to those who, for what reason I do not know, want to form
a religions party in this Dominion. I only quote these
extracts to establish that the whole of the agitation came
from the hon. gentleman's press, and that, if it had not
been for their press, there never would have been any fight
between Orangism and Catholicism in Ottawa, and then
perhaps all the trouble that has occurred would have been
avoided, and we would not have seen these miserable days
when we were threatened and insulted by a certain portion
of the press which sustains the Ministers in power. On the
19th November Mr. Vanasse, editor-in-chief of that paper
and member for Yamaska, had the following remarks:-

"In my name and the name of my constituents I have protested in
the most energetic terms against the execution of Riel. We took the
opportunity of letting Sir John know that that execution was an act of
cruelty, the responsibilty of which we refused to share. My political
career bas not been very long,but in ail my political life I have had great
confidence in the future of onfederation, which is, in great part, the
work of that great Canadian, the regretted Sir George Etienne Cartier,
but to-day, painful though it is to admit it, I am bound
to declare that the hanging of Riel has more than compro.
mised that brilliant fature which we hoped from Confederation.
The Conservative membere from the Province of Quebechad faith in the
wo:-d and the promises of their chiefs, and bad the moral certainty that
Riel would not be hanged. They had been promise! that a medical
commission, composed of experts of authority, would be appointed, and
that it would be charged tu report upon the mental state of the prisoner.
But we have been shamefully deceived. From that fatal day on whiòh
the Cabinet decided to put this unlortunate man to deatht, the Ministry
compromised its dignity and the honor of the country, and lost the
confilence of the French Canadian members. The hanging of :Riel
under the circumstances was notbing but an unworthy concession made
to the sanguinary exactions of a faction of the population of Ontario.
The Cabinet ias withdrawn the confidence that it had in us, and it
does not rely upon our loyalty. Sir John bas got Riel hanged because
he was told that i he was not hanged he would not obtain ton votes in
Ontario. Thanks to that crime, Sir John may obtain sixty supporters
o- more in Ontario. But after a long career, se glorious and so useful
for the country, he will descend to his grave with tbe stigmaof dishonor
resting upon him Mr. Vanasse then made some explanations, and he
ended by saying that he hadl confidence that his constituents would
approve of his conduct, and that he would resign his seat rather than
approve of an act which, if accepted, would prove a national shame."

This speech was uttered before the public, and printed and
distributed in thousands. Then, Le Monde of the 20th of
November, four days after the hanging, said:

" But fanaticism wanted a victimr; Riel bas been offered as a holocaust
and Ortagism bas han ged him, for hate, and to satisfy an old thirst
for revenge. dir John thought at first that he could still, as in the pat,
control that dangerous element of our population. He ias been power-
less No more French domination said Upper Canada ; Riel's head or
yon s. No more French denomination said the Orangemen ; Riel's head
or yours. At last the old chief as eyilded, and the scaffold, the hideous
scaffold, has been elevated on the distant plains of the west. We know
the rest Let Sir John not be astonished if to-day Lower Canada with-
draws from him the unlimited confidence which it bas given him for 40

ears. His career, se glorious for him and so profitable for the country,
e owes to the Conservative party of Lower Canada, whom he las

always fonnd faithful. To recompense those 40 years' of service, he
turns a deaf car to the prayer of mercy and gives us a scaffold. The
Orange rope which strangled Riel has been burned. It is a uselesa
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precaution. The wind has dispersed the ashes to the four corners of the
country. The Ingrates and the hangman will be poisoned by them.
The Conservative party of our Province will not allow itself to be held
responsible for the blood of that man. It would degrade itself in the
eyes of humanity. The whole of Canada repudiates that act of cruelty,
the consequences of which may be so dreadful."

Then Le Monde of the 23rd of November gives the follow-
ing account of the meeting held on the previous day in the
Champ de Mars, at which 40,000 or 50,000 people were
present:

" The meeting which took place yesterday on the Champ de Mars
wae an eloquent protest against the bloody outrage inflicted upon our
nationality. Our enemies will see that it is impossible to throw an
insult into the face of a whole people without provoking a natural
indignatirn. Over 50,000 people pressing about three platforms
assembled upon the Champ de Mars to express their disapprobation of,
and indignation at, the iniquitous act of Regina, in which one of us has
been shamefully sacrificed. There bas never been in Montreal a meeting so
numerous, so unanimous. and so enthusiastic. Not less than 30 speakers
spoke. They were speakingL from three platforms at the same time. Enthu-
siastic applause greeted the speakers from aIl parties and all sections
without distinction. The Conservatives applauded the Liberals, the
Liberals congratulated the Conservatives. Political party lnes dis-
appeared in the protest against the execution of the unfortunate victim
of the French name. We saw Mr. Mercier speaking beside Mr. Desjar-
dins, struggling in the same cause; Mr. Tarte and Mr Laurier maintain-
ing the same principle; Mr Beaubien and Mr. Robidoux joining in the
same protest; Mr. Trudel and Mr. Turcotte uniting in the same senti-
ment of patriotism ; Mr. Beausoleil and Mr. Coursol, inspired by the
same natural sentiment, eloquently vindicating our rights trampled
under foot ; Mr. Bergeron and Mr.~Poirier, animated with the same
patriotism, raising the same cry of indignation. At last, all the
speakers, forgetting all their divisions, united against the common
enemy, Orangism, and those who have been its instruments. The meet-
ing of yesterday enabled all the Canadians to show their patriotisro.
They know how to unite to vendicate their rights and to protest against
injustice. Let us go forward unitedly, and let us make our nationality
respected."

On the same day, there is an article in Le Monde on Irish
sympathy; and on the 24th of November, eight days after
the hanging, it says :

" The Conservative party of the Province bas not hesitated to blame
the Government, and bas protested almost unanimously against that
act and refused to be held responsible for it The Conservatives have
proved that with them principles are everything and men are nothing
The Conservative members had the confidence of the country and they
have not loBt in this circumstance. On the contrary, they appear before
the electors as men upon whom the people may rely."

When you see expressions like these in an organ of one
of the Ministers, you may understand that general agita.
tion should start out in the Province of Quebec; and if that
agitation is to be blamed, which I deny, if it was not
proper, the people will look first to the Minister of Public
Works and tell him i is your press that did it. To-day, it
is not by saying that the hanging wae right that the hon.
Minister will succeed injustifying himself; he will not be able
to hide the fact that all the deputies, journalists, professional
men, all the influential people in Quebec, were united as one
man in protesting against the hanging of a man hanged
because he was of a certain creed. Those who joined the
agitation and who respect themselves cannot change to-day
and contradict themselves, more especially as when they
want to go to the bottom of the case, the papers are
refused them, and that the more they study what documents
they can obtain, the more they see that the half-breeds werej
unfairly- treated by the Government, the more they see that'
the Government was snoring and sleeping over injusticei
while fire was being prepared in the North-West to destroyi
the lives of our poor soldiers at the beginning of thei
troubles. Whilst this was going on, an agitation began in1
Ontario and some other parts of the Dominion where there(
are Orange societies. I have not a complete collection of1
the resolutions passed at the meetings of those societies. Iti
was undoubtedly the duty of the Government to producej
them, but they refused to do so. Perhaps some other hon.i
member of this fouse will put on record before the countryi
some of the petitions that have been passed, and which,1
generally, were accompanied by base insults to us. I will1
quote some of them as IYfind them. One,which appears to have1
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summarised the speeches of the others, is reported to have
said that Thomas Scott was murdered 15 years ago, and
that in the present year many Orangemen suffered death,
and then to have exclaimed :

" And shall this arch rebel go free whilst loyal men bave stained the
ground with their blood to uphold the Queen's authority ? Never (loud
applause) ; and the sooner tI4e Government of Sir John A. Macdonald
understands the true feelings of Orangemen on this question the better.
I was pleased to notice in the speeches of Oounty Master semers,
District Master Wilson, and Bros. Graham & Son, the determination
expressed that if the Government allows Rome to step in on this occa-
sion and secure a reprieve for this arch-traitor, the Oonservative party
can no longer c unt upon their services, although they have worked and
voted for thei many years."

Such was the cry that came from Orange gatherings in
many parts of Ontario. The Orange Sentinel, speaking for
the association, said:

" Shall the atrocious injustice be committed of permitting this artful
rebel to go free while his dupes and tools-the unfortunate, untutored
and misled Indians-were hanged for participation in acts which they
regard as praiseworthy and heroic instead of criminal ? The people of
Canada will require uneqivocal answers to these straightforward ques-
tions, if Riel be reprieved ; and the only answer we judge that can
truthfully be given is that the Frenchinen of Quebec rule in the Domin-
ion Parliament, and have vawed that not a hair of Riel's head shall be
harmed. Was it to this eni, then, that our gallant volunteers sprang
to arms and laid down their livesat theircountry's call? Shall French-
men who sympathise with the rebels be periitted to undo their work ?
If so, let it be known throughout this land. Let it be proilaimedthat
the rights and liberties of Britons in an English colony hang only on
the breath of an alien race. But English Canadians will not longer
suffer the galling bondage; and the day may not be far distant when
the call to arms will again resound throughout the Dominion. Then,
indeed, our soldiers profiting by the lessons of the past muet complete
a work throughout the whole land only begun in the North-West."

Ail this, naturally, cretued in Quebec the impression that
Riel was har ged boecau>e tlhe Orangermen demanded his death
to glat their vengeance. le wats hanged, and, before
three days had passed, those who clamored for his death,
and those who ordered it, bocamo frightened at their own
work. The Bleu papers were forced to make a mhow of
sympathising with the feeling which pet vade all parties
in the Province of Quebec. Thoy dared not say that
Riel was not hanged to pieuse the Orangemen, or that
his execution was an act of justice. The Orange Seatinel
was employed to do that. I might quote, too, the resolutions
passed by the Peterboro' Lodge, on the 1 1th of Novem ber.
I might quote many other Orange docisions, but I think I
had botter leave that to be more completely done by some
hon. members of this House. At ail events, the question
before the Exceutive was: Which shall be preferred-
the Orangemen praying for blood or the rest ot the Dam-
inion askiug for clemency in accordance with the wish
expressed by the jury? The Orangemen won the game.
Blood was shed, and some of the guard, it appears,
burst out laughing when the trap fell. The ministerial
press, as well as the opposition press, in the Province of
Quebec felt indignant, and .imultaneously and unanimously
took the lead in public agitaîion. Public meetings, protes-
tations by municipal councils and ail kinds of organised
associations took place every where. Many members of this
House took a leading part in the demonstrations, petitions
and resolutions. In these petitions, Riel's insanity is affirmed.
It is a question which the Government had to examine,
more especially in a case of that kind, and for the decision
of which they are responsible to the country. We now have
seen what occurred in Quebec, but we must enquire whether
the Government was right or wrong in their decisions. The
question is: Was Riel mad ? Have the Ministers consented
to bang a madman for a political offence ? That is a most
important point. Is it astonishing that we should look
into that point, when the Ministers express doubt about it,
and promise a medical commission, surrounding the whole
with mysery? It is a known and admitted tact that Riel
had been interned in three asylums. The doctors who could
bave testified to his kind of madness there were refused to
the prisoner by the Crown, save one who amply and

1886.
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emphatically proved Riel's complete madness. Was he still
mad when ho began the insurrection ? Sir, the insurrection
itself was a piece of madness. Why!1 100 mon undertaking
to fight against 1,000 policemen and all the forces of Con-
federation ; 100 mon with shot guns and melted spoons
against thousands of soldiers with rifles, guns and perfect
and abundant ammunition ! But let -is take the evidence at
the trial, let us examine Riel's actions and words. I will
quote from the incomplete book furnished to us. Take that
book, page 13. What did Riel say to Dr. John H. Willoughby
as to the Government of the country ?

"l They were to have a new Government in the North-West to be com-
posed of God-fearing men, they would have no such Parliament as
the House at Ottawa."

A man saying such nonsense must be a fool. This was not
said to a half.breed, but to a doctor, to an oducated man, and
it is such a nonsense that it evidences something wrong in
the brain of Riel whenever ho talked about his mission or
his religion:

" Q. Anything else ?-A. Then he stated how he intended-to divide
the oountry into seven portions."
Well, Mr. Speaker, anyone who has gone through the
North-West, and knows the extent of it from north to south
and from east to west, and sees a few hundred half-breeds
on the Saskatchewan, and this man saying that ho will
divide that country with them into seven portions, will say
that ho must be a fool.

" Q. You mean to say you cannot say how these seven were to be ap-
portioned ?-A. Yes; he mentioned Bavarians, Poles, Italians, Germans,
Irish. There was to be a New Ireland in the North-West."

That was read by tho Ministers before appointing a medical
commissio'n and beifore receiving tho medical conimission's
report. Thon, on page 15:

" Q. What ttid he say lie was going to do with these people ?-A.
They were going to assist him in the reberlion, betore this war was
over, aud that tliey would have their portion of the country.

" Q. 13y country what did he allude to ?-A. The North-West Terri.
torie.

"Q. Exclusively 7-A. As I understood it.
"Q. Would you now indicate to us the different people he expected to

assist him 7-A. The Irish ofthe United States."

I think the Irish of the United States are well enough
where they are without thinking to come into those regions.

'The Germans, the Italians, the Bavarians and Poles, aud Geruauy
and lreland."

Surely, Mr. Speaker, that man must have beeu a groat fool.
"Q. The Bavarians also 7-A. Yes
"Q. The Hungarians ?-A. I don't know. I don't believe he said any-

thing as to the Hungarians.
" Q. The Poles, did he intend to give them a chance too 7-A. se did."

I never knew that the Poles wanted to corne into this coun-
try. Thon on page 16:

" Q. What is that opinion, be good enough to lot us know it ?-A. My
opinion at that time was that that was about the last that would be
heard of it."

Of course, because such nonsense as that is not often re-
peâted. These words were Dot said to a half-breed ; they
were said to a doctor, to an educated man. It is ueh non.
sense that it evidenees someotbing wrong in the brain of
Riel whenever he said anything about his religion. [ will
refr now to the evidence of John W. Astley, on page 32 .

"Q. What did he say at Batoche about his church ?-A. Be said he
wentel me to mention to the General that he was to be recognised as
the founder of the new church, and that if the subject was mentionedto the General he could continue the subject when he met him."

I ask any unprejudiced man to read that and frankly declare
if it does not bring to the mind the idea that the man who
said that was a fuol. There is no other possible explanation
of it. Now let us look at page 38. The witness says :

" We eould hear him walking along the floor, and h. said.: 'I forgott
to tel on you had better call on God, for you are in his hands.'"

di.AMYOT.

An then look at page 59 -this is George Ness :

" Q. Tell us about theirtakingyou to the ehurch ?-A. When we got to
the church they were in the front of the church. Mr. Riel commenoed
saying he was a prophet-that he could foresee events."

And further :

" Q. Did he say anything about taking possession of the chureh at
the same time ?-A. Yes, Riel said.: 'I will take possession of the church.
Father Moulin said : '[protest against you touching the church.' Riel
said : 'Look at him; he is a Protestant.' "

And at page 63 the same witness says:
" Q. In March he said the priest was a Protestant, or somethingtothat

effect 7-A. Yes.
" Q. Did you consider at that time he acted as he had acted when you

first knew him, in July or August, with reference to the priets and
religion ? A. No; hbe acted very much otherwise.

" Q. Now, can your memory enable you to say what he said at that
time, on the 17th March, in his difficulty with Father Moulin? A. It
was on the 18th March.

"Q. State what took place, the words that were used and how he
acted on that occasion ?-A. He said the spirit of God was in him, and
Father Moulin said he was making a schism againat the church; and
Riel said Rome had tumbled, Rome est tom"6a.

" Q. He said the Pope of Rome was not legally Pope ?-A. Yes. He aid
the spirit of God was in him and that Rome had tumbled, and he could
tell future eventa."

Well, anyone who speaks that way must, of necessity, have
a brain which is not organised as that of other human
beings. Now, if we take page 70, the witness being Henry
Walters--I take several witnesses to prove that it is not an
isolated fact :

" Q. What were they going to do?-A. If uecoosfl he told me they
were going to divide the land.

"Q. How was he going to divide it ?-A. One-seventh to the pioneer
whites, one-seventh to the Indians, one-seventh to the French half-
breeds, one-seventh to the church and schools, and the balance was
(rown lands, Isuppose Government lands "

You see that before it was to be divided among the Bava-
rians, the Poles, the Italians, the Americans, and the Irish.
He has forgotten that now, and it is altogether another
division. And further :

" Q. Did he say anything about the movement there ?-A. No, he did
not say anytbing very particular about it. He said they would have no
opposition from Prince Albert. Be said the people were friendly. He
said if the whites struck a blow, a thunderbolt from heaven would strike
them, that God was witli their people."

Thon, at page 82, Thomas E. Jackson gives this evidence:

"Q He told you your brother had become insane ?-A. He did.
" Q. He told you he had become insane because he had opposed Riel,

and that he was punished by God for hie opposition to Riel?-A. That il
what he said."

And at page 83:

"Q. Did he explain toyou what his intentions were as to the division
of the Territories, what he intended doing when he succeeded in chasing
the Canadians out of the country ? "
Now, the idea of chasing the Canadians out of the country
is so ridiculous that it cannot bO considered as emanating
from a sane brain.

" A. Some time, probably when I was prisoner, I heard him talk of
dividing the country in seven, or giving a seventh of the proceeds to
assiet the Poles, a seventh to the half-breeds and a seventh to the
Indians."

And at page 84:

" Q. You believed from him there was some person in this country
who would probably take the position of Pope in this country?-A. I
think very likelT he intended himself to take the position, that the Pope
was in his way.

I might go on and quote many of the witnesses that Wre
heard. I1have, up to this time quoted from witnesses fbr
the Crown. I might also quote General Middleton and
others, such as Young and Charles Nolin, though Charles
Solin was a personal enemy to Rielt; but at the trial there
were some witnesses who positively swore that Riel was
mad. We have Dr. Roy, who had charge of Riel in the
asylum and went to the North West and saw him again
there, and he swears positively that Riel is mad. We
have Dr. Clarke who gives in evidence, though noi
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so conclusive as that of Dr. Roy, but which goes far tc
show that Riel was insane. We have Riel's diary. It ii
reproduced in the Globe of July 8, 10, 14, 15, but which i
too long to read now. We see what he wrote in hi
prophecy. We have bis will, his songs, his poetry. W
have what hoesaid on the eve of his hanging. He pretended
to see spirits then. In a few moments he was to appea
before his God. He believed in God, and ho was insane
enough to affirm that ho then saw the Spirit, and that the
Spirit inspired him. When we see in his diary, continued
for weeks, daily proofs of madness, visions and prophecies;
when we remember that ho has been in three different
asylums; when we see that the doctor who took care of
him in one of the asylums, swears that ho was still mad;
when we see Dr. Clarke stating that ho believes him to
be mad; when we see the Crown refusing to bring any
other witnesses to prove that ho was mad; when we see
that the jury in recommending Riel to mercy, had his
madness in view, thon I ask if it is not madness what is
it ? lias the Minister of Publie Works, with all his talents
and experience, been able to say why the jury recommended
Riel to mercy? They are bound to give a reason why
the jury recommended him to mercy. We say that the
reason was that they believed him to be insane. And what
was the charge of the judge ? Did the judge tell the jury
that if they found the prisoner mad, they should find him
not guilty? Is the Government in a position to say that
that was done ? Are they in a position to tell us that the
charge was legal and correct ? Are they in a position to say
that the stipendiary magistrate knows anything about crim.
mal law ? They are not in a position to do that. We have also
the declaration of one of the jurymen who states, under bis
own signature, that their reason for recommending him to
mercy was that he was insane. Now the Ministers of the
Crown promised a medical commission, and what kind of
a commission have they given us? I have a personal
respect for these doctors; I know one of them-oertainly
an honorable and honest man, and the proof is that though
he is their employee, though he earns his living from them,
and is under their control, still he bas been firm enough to
say : Yes, on two questions Riel was mad ; on the third
point, I believe he may distinguish right from wrong, but
on religious and political questions, he las hallucinations
and cannot distinguish right from wrong. Dr. Lavell is
another employee, and so is Dr. Jukes. Why select three
employees? Why not take out some specialists? Why not
take somebody who would not be under their control, and
whom they could i ot dismies to-morrow if their report did
not suit them ? And will you tell me, -Mr. Speaker, what is
at the bottom of all that ? We ask: When was the Order in
Council passed ? They say on the 12th. Why was the third
respite granted ? To give time for the medical commision
to report. Why was not the medical commission appointed
sooner ? If you have waited for the medical commis.
sion, how is it that you decided before the 3rd of November
to bang Riel ? Because there was a letter of Sir John A.
Macdonald's to the Minister of Militia, published in the
papers, eaying that the hanging was decided before the
Minister of Militia left. So it must have been decided
before the 12th November, and if it was decided before the
12th November, the medical commission muet have reported
either by telegram or by letter on the 8th. You decided to
hang Riel before the medical commission was appointed,
and you executed it despite the medical commission's report.
That is as clear as daylight. We think, judging from the
date of the Order in Council, that there must have been
some telegrams exchanged between Winnipeg and Ottawa
as to what would be the effect of the hanging-what would
be the political effect-how many votes would be gained,
how many votes would be lost by the hanging-a cool
calculation of the number of votes, not a decision upon the ,
merits of the cas, not a decision according to the evidence 1

o es to whether Riel deserved to be hanged, but simply a
s question of votes. That was the motive of the
s Ministers. So questions of human life are now no longer
s questions of eternal justice, but they are merely questions
e of political gain or loss. Sir, I cannot follow my chiefs in
1 that; I think that their conduct deserves to be blamed,
r and I have decided to cease to be a supporter of the Govern-
e ment. Of course, when we cease to support a government
e upon a question of that sort, we feel at perfect liberty after
I that to express our opinion, and no more party ties will make

me a slave of the hon. gentleman who coolly sacrificed one of
my countrymen, because ho was a Frenchman, to keep the
votes of some Orangemen. When I say Orangemen, I do
not mean all Orangemen. No, Sir, I know of some who
blame the conduct of the Ministry in that matter; but I
mean the fanatical part of them. Mr. Speaker, having so
far, I think, established that we are right in condemning
the Ministry on the point of insanity, I beg to add
a testimony which I think will be admitted by all the mem-
bers of this House as conclusive. I will give the evidence
of one of the hon. members of this House, one of the oldest
supporters of the Government, whose honor, respectability
and science have never been questioned. It is a letter written
by Mir. L. L. Desaulniers, member for St. Maurice, on 3rd
November, and sent to Mr. Duhamel, of the Riel commis-
sion. He is a specialist, and he thus wrote:

" In my capacity of Inspector of Prisons and of Asylums for the Pro-
vince of Quebec, I had an opportunity of frequently seeing Louis Riel.
I conversed with him at each visit, and I have no hesitation in declar-
ing that I always found him as much devoid of mind and intelligence
as any amongst his demented companions. Be was indeed a veritable
maniac, and unceasingly denied his best friends, and became furions at
the idea that certain among them represented him as being a lunatie.
As similar causes produce similar effects, that which caused Rielle
insanity after the troubles in Manitoba, manifested themselves anew after
those of the North-West. Incarcerated in our asylum after the rebellion
in Manitoba, the unfortunate chief of the Metis, after what bas occurred,
should be imprisoned for the same disease after the North-West insur-
rection. A great number of bis actions demon strated to the eyes of the
unprejudicedthat the unfortunate Riel is no longer in possession of his
mental faculties. The cause which occasioned bis first derangement
presents itself anew, and it is quite natural to believe, or at least to
suspect, that that which occurs te almeet ail those attacked by insanity
for the first tie, will occur with redoubled violence on thebnext occa-
sion. He is now the victim of this recurrent attack, and his reason is
now more clouded and compromised than ever. In consequence, I
believe that it will not only be just, but prudent, to submit bis mental
condition to the opinion of medical experts."

All those opinions contributed largely to form public
opinion in the Province of Quebec. J entirely concur in
what my bon. friend from Montmagny (Mr. Landry) has
said with respect to the report of the medical commission,
and I wonder how, upon a quiet perusal of the report of
that commission, the Ministers could come to the onocluamon
to hang Riel, when they must have folt that they tham-
selves were the cause of all the trouble; for they must have
remembered the indifference, the criminal indifferenoe,
shown towards the half-breeds during many long yera.
When they considered the suffering brought upon Riel,
and when they received the report of the medioal com-
mission, made by doctors employed by themselres, who
were nevertheless forced to admit hie insanity, I cannot
understand how they could decide to hangRiel. They
must have seen very deep political profit to be made out of
it. There are many other points upon which I might
touch, but I will not trespass further upon the indulgence
of the House, leaving to some others to complete the
case. The question is o important that I took the
liberty of making many quotations and of reading some of
my remarks, but I hope I shall be forgiven in view of the
importance of the subject. We must not forget that Riel
had given himself up voluntarily, inspired, as he said he
was by the Spirit. He received a promise of protec-
tion from the General. We see what that protec-
tion amounted to. And now that we are to judge as
to who were to blame, I am going to blame the Gov-

1886. 91



COMMONS DEBATES. MARC 12,

ernment; and I take this opportunity of saying that'
I would do it with more reluctance if the GovernmentJ
had assented to the unanimous petitions sent in pray-
ing for the liberation of the balf-breods who are in gaol.i
Ministers must have seen some people from the North-West1
-in fact, they have seen some influential people from the
North-West-who have told them the position of matters.
They have told the Government that by thoir action in retain-i
ing some of the half-breeds in prison they were makingj
enemies of their relatives and friends. Why do not thei
Goverument come out boldly with a measure of clemencyg
for the half-breeds ? Why do they not put an end to the
present situation ? Is there no heart in any of the Ministers ;i
have they no families ; do they not sometimes enjoy the'
p leasure of seeing wife, mother, sister or daughter ?i

hose poor fellows, who bave been in gaol for such a long1
time, bave wives and parents who are suffering, and after(
all those mon are in gaol because they defonded wbat theyi
thought wore their rights. They thought they were being1
deprived of their rights, because their lands and timber werei
being taken away. They may have been mistaken ; and wei
will admit that they were mistaken, for the sake of argu-
ment. But why are they kept any longer in prison ?
Why is the inercased expenditure incurred for koeping
the gaois filled; and for the benefit of whom ? I implore
the Government again to release them, and I folt thankful
to the Leader of the Opposition when ho used his great and
just voice in their favor, when addressing the Govern-
ment, he assured thom that the groat Grit party of Ontario
would not denounce them but would applaud tbem for a
measure of clemency. And have we not in Quebec prayed
long enough for such an act of clemency, and have not the
people of thO North-West and of Manitoba joined us in
our request ? Why are the Government af raid to grant
this concession ? 1 it because people would say that they
wore the cause of the rebellion ? It is too late to enter such
a plea now. It is alroady done and the facts are known.
Lot them exercise clemency, and by thus using the few
days ofpower remaining to them thepeople will be gratified.
At least, lot them no longer play the comody of taking
oach case separately, and professing to decide on it sepa-
rately. Our actions have not boen worthy of a great nation
flymig the flag of the Confederation. We should put a stop
to the cruelty. We have been cruel to Riel and to the
half-breeds. That is done and cannot be undone; but
when we can terminate the present situation, lot us
do it. I implore the Governmont to do it, and in that
way redeem in some degree the faults they have com-
mitted. Considering al the facts of the case, I shall
support the motion of my hon. friend from Mont-
magny (Mr. Landry) for the following roasons :
Bocause: 1st. the treatment of the half-breeds has been most
unfair and unjust. The alleged settlement of the claims, in
vain asked for many years, has been delayed for seven years,
has resulted in a sham, or rather a spoliation by means of
scrip, which have virtually gratuitously given to strangers
over 2,000 farms belonging to the half-breeds. 2nd. The
insurrection was provoked by the culpable neglect of the
duty of the Ministers, is not due to the half-breeds, but also,
if we take the words of the Prime Minister, to the
white speculators in whose hands the half-breeds have been
more instruments. 3rd. The insurrection would have been
avoided if our troops had not fired first, if the half-breeds
had been approached by friendly mossengers. 4th. Riel
gave himself up under the promise that ho would be
protected till the Government would have docided his
case, and not the courts. 5th. He was tried for
bigh treason and punished for murder, 6th. lie las
been refused necessary delays, thei means of procur-
ing necessary witnesses. 7th. He was recommended by
the jury to the cernency of the court. 8th. Ie was most
oruelly respited. 9th. The Goverument withheld importaut

Mr. AXTOTp

documents concerning his case. 10th. The Government
failed to procure competent translators. 11th. The trial
took place far from the place of the offence, before a jury of
six men of different creed and race, the Crown ehiminating
the only juryman of his creed ; such a law should have been
changed at the past Session. 12th. Riel's madness, upon
which the Minister's themselves appeared te be doubtful,
seems abundantly proved and is evident from his doings
and sayings, from his past admitted madness, from the
absurdity of the rebellion itself and even from the report
of the medical commission. 13th. Riel was recommended to
mercy and it must have been on account of the doubts
entertained on that very point of his mental sanity.
14th. The voice of the people praying for clemency
should have been preferred to the one of those asking for
blood. 15th. The order for hanging seems to be the result
of a cool, calm calculation of the political influence and
results it would have on the electoral strength of the coun-
try. 16th. Riel was tried for a political offence, and civilised
nations no more hang for such offences. 17th. The Govern-
ment seems decided to exterminate that little people. I thank
the flouse for giving me so patient a hearing and agai n
apologise for the imperfect English I have used.

Mr. ROYAL moved the adjournment of the debate.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 11 o'clock.

HOTJSE OF COMMONS.

FiDAY, 12th Maroh, 1886.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

IPRAYERS.

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY.

Sir HECTOR LANGEV[N presented a Message from
His Excellency the Governor General.

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message, as follows:-
Gentlemen ofthe Houae of Commons;

I acknowledge with thanks the Address you have loyally adopted
in answer to the Speech with which I opened this Session, and I rely
with confidence on the assurance that the important measures submit-
ted to you will receive your careful and fuil consideration.

GovERNMENT oUs,,ANsDOWNE.
OTTAWA, 12th March, 1886.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (NO. 30) to incorpate the E. B. Eddy Manufac-
turing Company.-(Mr.r right, Ottawa.)

Bill (No. 31) to incorporate the Alberta Railway Com-
pany.-(Mr. Shanly.)

Bill (No. 32) to incorporate the community of religious
ladies under the name of " The Sisters, Faithful Companions
of Jesus."-(Mr. Royal.)

Bill (No. 33) to incorporate the Shuswap and Okanagan
Railway Company.-(Mr. Homer.)

Bill (No. 34) to incorporate the Lake Superior Mineral
Railway Company.-(Mr. Dawson.)

Bill (No. 35) to amend the Act to incorporate the Lake
Nipissing and James Bay Railway Corpany.-(Mr. Suther-
land.)

Bill (No. 36) to grant certain powers to the Sable ar-d
Sp.anish Boom ompany ofAlgoma.-(àir. Sutherland.)
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Bill (No. 37) to naturalise Girolamo Consentini, con-

monly called Baron Girolamo Consentini.-(Mr. Hall.)

Bill (No. 38) relating to the Niagara and Grand Island
Bridge Company.-(Mr. Baker, Victoria.)

Bill (No. 39) to incorporate the Emerson and North-
Western Railway Company.-(Mr. Pruyn.)

Bill (No. 40) relatin to the Canada Southern Bridge
Company.-(Mr. Baker, ictoria.)

Bill (No. 41) to reduce the capital stock of the Union
Bank of Lower Canada, and to change the corporate name
thereof to the Union Bank of Canada.-(Mr. Bossé.)

Bill (No. 42) respecting the Saskatchewan Land and
Homestead Company, Limited.-(Mir. Orton.)

Bill (No. 43) to amend the Act incorporating the Canada
Atlantic Railway (Company.-(Mr. Mackintosh.)

EXECUTION OF LOUIS RIEL.

House resumed adjourned debate on the proposed motion
of Mr. Landry (Montmagny): "That this House feels it its
duty to express its deep regret that the sentence of death
passed upon Louis Riel, convicted of high treason, was
allowed to be carried into execution," and the motion of
Sir Hector Langevin : "That the question be now put."

Mr. ROYAL. When I moved the adjournment of the
debate last night it was not my intention to answer the
speech and the arguments of the hon. member for Bellechase
( r. Amyot), nor is it my intention to answer
them now. I propose to leave the hon. gentleman
to the tender mercies of the Minister of Militia, his
old friend, his admired friend, his quondam chief of the
past. However, I cannot allow this occasion to pass
without referring to certain facts the hon. gentle-
man who preceded me, stated yesterday, in the declara-
tion read as made by Mr. Lemieux, to sustain certain
accusations brought against the Government, of having
refused to give him all the allowances he wished to have in
the trial that took place at Regina, during last summer.
That declaration was not taken before a commissioner for
taking affidavita; it was devoid of all authenticity; and,
moreover, it was signed by only one of the counsel who
undertook the defence of the prisoner. In regard to that
document, which has certainly not the same weight nor
the same authenticity as a sworn declaration, I will read
from the report which has been distributed, and which
givesthe proceedings that took place on the trial at
Regina between the Queen and Riel. At page 9 there is
an affidavit given by Mr. Lemieux in support of a motion
asking for a certain delay in the proceedings :

"1ANDA, T
North-West Territories. THE QUEEN vs. LOUIS RIEL-

"FRANcoIs XAvIn Lumaux, Barrister, one of the counsel of Louis
Riel, the accused, being duly sworn, deposeth and says:

IlTnat iu the course et June, towards the end of the month, he wau
retainedby persona interested on behaif of the accused to undertake hie
defence.

" That persons were instructed to cause to be brought to Regina, essen-
tial and necessary witnesses in the defence of Louis Riel, and believed
to be such by the deponent.

" That the witnesses above referred to are Doctor Francois Roy, of
Quebec, Doctor Clark, of Toronto, and Doctor Vallée, of Quebec.

" That the deponent verily believes that the said witnesses would have
reached Regina by this time, but by reason of misapprehension and
circumatances beyond control, the said witnesses have failed or have
not been able to be present in order to give their evidence.

" That, from his experience as a counsel and advocate, he swears
that the said Drs. Roy, Vallée and Clark are necessary, material and
indispensable witnesses for the defence of the accused, and, moreover,
are the sole witnesses capable of proving certain important facts relat-
ing to the said delenee.

"That the deponent verily believes that if gdla co ee month is
grantedt he can procure the exid witeses by oing imelf te Quebec
ad Toronto, and that, at the expiration of the uaid delay, the above

named witnesses will be present at the Court to give evidence in favor
of the aocused.°l"And the deponent has signed.

" Sworn before me, at Regina,thi1 (Signed), F. X. LEIEUI.
21st day of July, 18ss.

"(Signed), Dixs WATSON, Oierk."

This affidavit is fortified by another one signed by Mr. C.
Fitzpatrick, corroborating in the main the statements of
his brother counsel. The only object I have in referring
to this part of the speech made by the hon. member (Mr.
Amyot) last night, is to show that, if the otber state-
ments and arguments adduced by him are as wanting in
weight and authenticity, they all have little weight indeed,
and I can only say that I feel sorry for him. When, during last
Session, I had the honor to address you, Mr. Speaker, and
this honorable House, on the subject of the administration of
affairs in the North-West, I endeavored to give a brief his-
tory of the Metis population. I then attempted to show
that a distinct nationality had been formed in the North-
West Territories bafore Canada had ever thought of the
existence of the population in that part of British North
America. I showed also that those people had a title to
the soil which had been granted and given to them by
the Hudson Bay Company, their rulers, or by Lord Selkirk,
who purchased the said territories from the Hudson Bay
Company. Apart from the title they had to that soil,
they, as descendants of the aborigines of that
country, had as much right, or, at least, had a
share in the right to the soil as the Indians of those
territories. During the period that elapsed between the
time when the existence of this distinct population was
first noticed, and 1870, when Canada cut out of the North-
West Territories the Province of Manitoba, I said-and I
said it with a great deal of pleasure, because it was an un-
known fact to most of my hearers-that this population
was distinguished for its honesty, mild manners, patriotism,
attachment to the soil, and a spirit of independence and
proudness that were certainly to be envied by other
people. No doubt, with those features they have rotained
some of the characteristics of their Indian relations. But
I had only to recite facts to show that it was due to them
that if Canada was ablo to-day to take possession of those
vast tracts of country and open them to our civilisation as
well as to the colonisation of Canadians and Europeans, it
was owing to the bravery and courage of the Metis who
kept thc country from the Indians. When the formation
of ManitoLa took place those people had been accustomed,
under a rude form of Government, it is true, but a paternal
Government, to exercise political privileges, which, to our
great surprise, contained the very elements of representa-
tive institutions. The council then existing was formed of
representatives of the various portions of the population
then existing on the shores of Red River and t he Assini-
boine. My object in referring to-day to what I stated last year
is to show that those people had an undoubted right to be
treated by the Canadian Government and by ourselves as a
distinct nationality, in the same way as the Indian popula-
tion had a right to expect to be thus treated by the Canadian
Government. In 1870 those rights were acknow-
ledged by the Canadian GCovernment, and embraced in the
Act known as the Manitoba Act. This Act was passed
af ter a movement inaugurated by the population, headed by
Louis Riel, and the acknowledgment of those rights excited
the wonder of the people in this part of Canada. And if
the unfortunate execution of Scott had not taken place, there
was enough in the movement of the Metis, headed by Riel,
in order to save their liberties and obtain their rights from
the Canadian Government, to show that those people were
worthy of the privileges and rights. that the Canadian
Parliament were granting them. I have named Louis Riel.
I suppose it is not out of place for me to state that the Riel
family is one of the moot prominent among the half-breed
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population of the North-West. Riel himself has some
Indian blood in his veins from his father, his mother being
of French Canadian origin. Now, Sir, the high intellectual
gifts, as well as a certain amount of exaltation, seem te be
hereditary in the family; and, Sir, we have only to recall
the writings and speeches made now and thon, and certain
of the acts of that unfortunate man, to know how gifted he
was intellectually. My French-speaking colleagues in this
House have wondered more than once who could be the
writer of those letters which were sent to the newspapers
in Canada, and which bore the name "Marguerite Riel."
To us in the Province of Manitoba, it was no wonder this
woman wrote those lotters, and they were marked by oie-
gance of language as well as purity of expression and
sentiment. Now, Sir, in that family, devotion also seemed
to be hoereditary. In the winter of 1871, when the Cana-
dian troops were in the barracks of Fort Garry,
the hospital there contained some of the sick soldiers. The
Sisters of Charity of St. Boniface had obtained from the
military authorities the privilege of visiting these sick sol-
diers. One morning two nuns crossed to the hospital on
the ice, and those two sisters were seen a few minutes after-
wards going through the hospital from one bed to another,
offering consolation to the soldiers, and otherwise kindly
attending to them. One of them was the sister of
Louis Riel. She was a Sister of Charity, and there
was in her heart enough of devotion and Christi-
anity-she herself being the sister of the doomed
man-to go and offer her services to the sick soldiers who
were sent to Fort Garry in 1870. Having said so much as
to the population I have the honor of representing in this
Uouse, I will say that, most unfortunately, these people have
been treated with a certain amount of neglect, In fact, Sir,
if at this moment we remember how the Indians are treated,
I believe I may say, with a certain amount of propriety,
that the half-breeds have been treated worse than the Indians,
although the Manitoba Act was, in the eyes of those people,
a treaty to the same intent and purpose as the Indians look
on thoir treaties with this Government. Now, Sir, when I
state that they have been treated with neglect, I must
add forsooth that they never were treated with more
noglect than by the Administration which preceded
this one. It is a tact in history that, to use the
words uttered by the right hon. leader of the Goveru-
ment, there was a blank in the history of the Metis
between 1873 and 1878. They were ignored; their nation-
ality and their distinct rights were perectly denied and
set aside as having no right to exist. They were to be
treated either as white mon or as Indians. The object of
what I have stated so far is to show that these mon had
oertain rights by themselves, due to their origin and their
condition of existence in those territories. The Manitoba
.Act only acknowledged the rights of the half-breeds who
were living in the Province of Manitoba. I believe it was
the duty of the Government as soon as this was shown to
them, to acknowledge the same rights with respect to the
half-breeds who were living in the Ncrth-West Territories,
as with respect to those of Manitoba, becau-e they were of
the same family and nationality, they came from the same
source, and they were entitled to the same rights. So, Sir,
during the years of the Administration of the hon. gentle-
man oppoite-

Mr. LANDERKIN. How many rebellions had you in
that period ?

Mr. ROYAL. I shall answer the hon. gentleman in a
few moments; but I will state now that the rebellion was
caused by white settlers who coertainly were not friendly
to this Governmont.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Why didn't they hang thom?
Mr. ROYAL. I aun show the hon, gentleman that if the

m a theword rebellion waa tanght mong theK Etis

it was taught to them by the Globe, and I 'can show the
hon. gentleman that if revoit against legitimate authority
was ever inculcated in the North-West, it was th.rough the
Farmers' Union of Manitoba. In 1880 Sir John Macdonald
took the first opportunity ho had, in order to bring in a
Bill in this House-he himself, the leader of the Conserva-
tive party, introduced a Bill in Parliament to extend the
same privileges and rights to the half-breeds in the terri-
tories as those enjoyed under the Manitoba Act by the
half-breeds in the Province of Manitoha. Now, Sir, by
that we can ascertain in what party and on what side of
the flouse there existed a feeling of friendship towards
the half-breed population, and an acknowledgment
of the justice of their cause. As I have stated, from many
causes, some under the control of the Govern ment and some
beyond their control, the acknowledgment and settlement
of the rights of the halfWbreeds were deferred for a certain
number of years. However, I believe that the Government
lest no time in extending the surveys as rapidly as they
could. I think, also, that we can see whether there was
any attempt made, on the part of the preceding Government,
to make haste in order to do justice to that population.
When the half-breed population, or a certain portion of
them, saw that their rights were too tardily acknowledged
they communicated with the Government, and at last they
wanted to have from the United States a man whose name
they thought would be a warning to the Government and
would certainly hurry up the settlemen t of their claims. Riel
went into the settlements, I think, in the month of July, 1884.
The agitation thon commenced; it was an agitation limited
within constitutional bounds; but the fact was disclosed
during the trial at Regina, as well as by correspondence,
that the agitators were chiefly white settlers, influenced
whether by certain personal objects or certain political
objects, it is difficuit for me state. The half-breeds them-
selves, by their nature and their own happy simplicity,
desired to confine the agitation within constitutional limits.
They had everything to lose otherwise. Everybody knows
what has been said and written about the Prince Albert
settlements. Several flourishing parishes had sprung up
there within a few years. The farmers were in a happy
condition, and most of them having emigrated from
the Province of Manitoba, had carried with them
moaey which they had realised from the sale of their
property. These people could understand perfectly
well what was likely to take place if the standard
of rebellion should be raised. But, unfortiuately, some
further delays took place which aggravated the public
feeling-in that quarter, and led to events the character of
whiuh is known by every hon. member in this House.
Now, on the 4th of March, 1885, Father André reoeived a
telegram from the Government informing him that the
question was settled, that the half-breeds were to recoive
their .scrip, and that their patents bhould issue as soon as
they should comply with certain regulations. Rverybody
feels that this shouid have been sufficient to stop ail agita-
tion, if it had not been that the white settlers poisoned the
minds of the half-breeds by stating to thom that there was
no authority in a telegram-that a telegram could easily be
fabricated-if an old chief factor cf the Hudson Bay Com-
pany, a man of great reputation and standing in that part
of the country, Lawrence Clark, had not very imprudently
asserted to Father André and several others that ho knew
very well what would be the answer to the last petition
that was sent to Ottawa, and that the Metis, instead of
receivýng scrip would receive bullets, and instead of receiv-
ing patents would receive 500 soldiers. Well, these things
must not be attributed to half-breeds, but to white men
whose mission seemed to excite rebellion, and who wouldgain
by it, and who did their best to poison the mindseof these
people and to prevent them giving any eredence o that
telegram. The rebellion took place a few days afterwards,
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It is not for me to refer to the fearful events that took place
during the six weeks that elapsed between the 24th of March
and the 13th of May. I can only say that nothing justified
that rebellion; which was a crime against God and society.
Tho chief of the rebellion, Louis Riel, gave himself up as a
prisoner, and had to stand his trial at Regina. We know
something of the trial that took place. Everybody will
agree that it was conducted according to law ; but owing
to the prejudices of the Crown counsel or some of them,
that amount of fairness that the Government, that the popu-
lation in the territories, that we, had a right to expect
from them, was not displayed.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. ROYAL. I will only cite an instance, and I may re-

mind the hon. gentlemen whe say "hear, hear," that one of
the counsel, Mr. Osler, was a friend of their own. There
was a Catholie juror who presented himself. He was the
only Catholic; and Mr. Osler challenged him. That want
of fairness must not be attributed to the Government.
Another incident which we must regret very much is the
incident of Jackson, for which I throw the whole responsi-
bility on the Crown prosecutors, who might have acted
with more wisdom, more liberality and perhaps more jus-
tice and less discrimination. Now I come down to the 16th
of November, the day on which the unfortunate man had to
suffer the extreme penalty of the law. If I refer to it, it is
to say that it was the signal of an agitation, of an eut-
burst of sympathy that extended not only to all the Pro-
vinces of Canada, but also to the adjoining Republic and to
Europe. Much bas been said of the agitation which took
place in the Province of Quebec, where I was born; and, Sir,
I am not the one to fail to acknowledge very highly the
proverbial generosity and chivalry with which the Province
of Quebec, a minority herself, espouses the causes of suffer-
ing minorities in the other Provinces. French-speaking
Ganadians are a Latin race, and it is quite possible that to
that ethnological feature may be attributed that exuberance
of generosity for which we are distinguished, sometimes at
our own expense. But I admire the spontaneous movement
with which public opinion adopted the cause of a man who
constituted himself the chief of a population, neglected
perhaps, but certainly not tyrannised over, a population
which bas some of our blood and which has the same faith
as we. I do not condemn the movement, because I believe
it was only the exaggeration of a noble sentiment; and re-
presenting, as I have the honor to do, the French.speaking
and Catholic population of the Province of Manitoba, I have
often felt, and shall always recognise the great advantages I
have derived from the generosity of my compatriote in this
House. But esubmitthat theattemptwhich was made to make
this movement se: ve political purposes, without oensidering
the fearful consequences that would thereby result to the
intereste of the minority, is deserving of severe censure.
If that movement, as directed by some of its chiefs, had
succeeded, the French-speaking population of to-day would
stand perfectly isolated from the rest of the population in
Canada, would lose its privileges for ever, and thus lose the
constitutional advantages given to it by 40 years at least of
efforts and loyalty tolits political friends. In this connection,1I cannot express too highly the gratitude I feel at the con-
duct of the three French-speaking Ministers in the Cabinet
who had patriotism, soul and heart enough to resist the
onslaght of publie opinion excited at the moment and call-
ing on them to resign. When the ship is in danger, and
the storm raging, it is not the time for the pilot to desert her.
In connection with this movement, which was nothing else
but an exaggeration of a noble and chivairic feeling, a
sentiment of humanity, I muet say the minority should
acknowledge the fair treatment which bas been and is
being extended to us by the majority of the population
of Canada. It is true that we, the minority, have not

always been able to obtain all we wanted; and in matters
of opinion, we have had in many instances to sub.
mit to the rule of the majority; but who eau say that
the majority has not loyally admitted the mir ority to share
with them the sum of the advantages which result from our
constitutional liberties? In what country in the world
will you find a French minority, will you find a Catholic
minority, as free, untrammelled, and as respected as we are
in Canada, although the majority has not with us, in com-
mon, either language, aspirations or national genius; ani I
am sure that our friends of the majority will agree with us,
that justice, tolerance and respect for vested rights are the
only basis of the greatness of a nation. It becomes the
majority to respect the sentiments of the minority, and if
this minority is very sensitive, you muet not forget that its
sensitiveness is due to the fact that it feels that it is a
minority. The agitation that took place last fall, the
threats uttered every day in some of the leading Ontario
newspapers, caused, to the population in Manitoba and the
North-West Territories, the most grievous anxiety. You
muet remember, Sir, that this population are living 1,500
miles from here, and they were alarmed lest the policy of
a national coalition would prevail, and the rights, privileges,
and even the existence of the minorities in Manitoba and the
North-West Territories be attacked ; we saw, on the other
hand, that the agitation in Quebec was being worked to the
advantage of party, and threatened to cause essentialinterests
to be lost sight of entirely. The object of this apparently
harmless motion is nothing else: it is but a pretext to make
the condition of affaire worse. Its object is to draw us away
from our allegiance to a certain platform, to certain princi-
ples, and to throw us into the arns of another party with
which we have nothing in common. Should the motion of
the hon. member from Montmagny (Mr. Landry) be car-
ried, the consequence would be a change of Government,
a change of principle, and an entire change of programme.
W'ell, if you compare the programme of the party in power
with that of the party in opposition in the past, if you
can foretell the future by the experience of the past,
I ask what should any man do who bas at heart the
interests of his country? We know there is a lack of
sincerity on the part of the hon. members of the Opposi.
tion, whieh is not very astonishing, for we have found the
same thing in every grave question that has arisen
in our political atmosphiere. We know that before the 16th
November the Globe was all for execution, and we know
what a wonderful turnabout was made after that fatal day.
The Globe had not epithets enough to heap upon the heads
of Cabinet Mini#tors for the execution of Riel. Riel,
who, according to the fiery language of that paper,
before the 16th November, was a high-handed and blood-
thirsty rebel, had become nearly a lamb after the 16th
November. It is a pity the same amount of sympathy
exhibited after that date by hon, gentlemen opposite and
their organe was not shown before that date. If it had,
perhaps a different condition of affaire would exist. Now,
however, as my words in that respect muet be supported by
some evidence, I will, with your permission, read a few
extracts taken from the Globe before the 16th November
and after the 16th November:

On July 6th the Globe said:

" Nothing aun justify rebellion that does not become revolution.»

On Auguet 5th:
" There wau certainly no legal justification-that there could not be.

We have always contended that there was no moral justification, because
tho grievances must be very great indeed, nay, into>lerable, that can
morally justify the taking up of arms for their redress."
On the same day:

tgNo ahadow of a doubt remalned that he wau guilty se oharged- lhute.
indictinent. The utimony that folowd oaly deepenedt te oernty
of his guilt."
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On July 25th:

" Itfg now alleged on behalf of Riel that he never advised the half-
breeds to resort to violence, that when he found the constitutional modes
of seeking redress unavailing, he wished to leave the country and was
prevented, and that at the last be did all in his piwer to dissuade the
half-breeds from taking up arma. This is not believed ; and indeed it
seems ineonsistent with much that has been stated upon authority
apparently good."

On March 30th:
" While Superintendent Crozier and Riel were parleying, fire was

opened with the rebels, and some of the rivilians accnmpanying Crozier
were actually shot in thr waggons in which they travelled to the scene
of the combat. Such an outrage as this will stir the blood of every man
in the country."

On 15th July:
" Now bis (Rl's) diarv may suggest something like a cross ray from

Bedlanm in Riel's vey, such a- genius or rognery may occasionally effert.
BRt at the same timne it mut hp tdded it gives not the slightest ground
for iuopecting aq beute mRdnes or for hinting that the writer's place is
In a lunatie asy'um. If there is madneqs going it is of a kind in which
there is quite a laree amoun' of method. If all who are mentally astray
only as thene jotings indirate that Riel is, were shut up in our asylums,
we shanid have to increase the capacity of those establishments con-
siderably."

On 22nd October:

has been unjustly executed ; to-morrow it may be an Irish-
man, an Englishman or a Scotchman. To-day it is the half-
breeds who are ill-treated, and worse treated than the In-
dians, as the member for Provencher (Mr. Royal) bas just
stated, and to-morrow another group of our population may
meet with the same fate of which the member for Pro-
vencher has just spoken. Are we going to suifer such a
policy to continue through partisanship ? No, Mr. Speaker,
I am not going to suifer such a policy, which has given two
rebellions to this country, to continue without being blamed
by myseif. I know that I expose myself to be insulted by
some of the political friends with whom I have always
worked until to-day; but, even if it is necessary to
put an end to my political career, I will put an end
to it rather than approve of a policy which bas pro-
duced such bad results in this country. I say that I do
not approve of this rebellion, because I think that the
serious grievances of which the half-breeds had to com-
plain, were not such as to justify a rebellion ; but, if those
grievances were not sufficient to justify a rebellion, they
were certainly sufficient to justify the Government in using
the prerogative of mercy towards the leader of these half-
breedsj whonw w usnched t exasneration and dissatisfaction

4" Nor as to his sanity has there been any doubt since the junry, having rtu.w uuIusLotiu2*lvnt-u
heard the experts' evidence, decided that Riel was responsible." Mr. Seakrperhpsbsomebo ll toi me that last

On 14h Juy: Mr. Speaker, perhaps somebody will tell me that last Ses-
On 14th July: sion I voted for the motion of the leader of the Govern-

"The public believe Riel and his associates guilty ofthe highest crime ment. I may just as well toll the rouons 11w why I did
known to the law; and public indignation would be excited did any of Whra
them escape puniehment."

On 3rd August: day; and, moreover, many friends o? the Government, with
"No shadow of a doubt remained that he was guilty, as charged in myseif,)fe tit fve redinfluppcrtithe ov-

the indictmnent." net ewudhv oeifunewt im itbe idictmnt."obtaining clemency for the haif-breeds and their unfortunate
On 8th June: leader. But that concession was useless; and the Ministers

" We want Riel and the other ringleaders brought te Immediate availed thomselves of that concession to continue a mach
justice." worse policy. If Riel had always been a sane man, if thc
On 25th May: Ministers lad not to reproaci themselves with some faulte

" They (the people) were never more in earnest, never more deter- in the administration of the North-West, I would not raise
mined that justice shall be done, and that the doing of it shall not be my voice to-day to protest against the iniquity which was
unduly delayed. Oalm, but stern and deterrmined, they demand that consnmmated. I condemu the exeution of Riel chiefy for
justice be doue." the three following reasons: Firatly, hecause the însurrc-
Now, Sir, what are the utterances of the same paper imme- tien was provoked by the bad administration of affaira in
diately, that is to say, a litle time after the execution that the North-West; scondly, beeause I believe that Riel was
took place on the 16th November. Certainly if these irre.;pousible for ticrime o? which ho was oonvictod;
articles were not headed by the same title "The Globe," thirdly, beeause thc jury recommended him to thc clemency
you would think that they belonged to two different papers o? thcrown, and because the Ministers did mot take inte
altogether. On the 5th February the Globe said : account the recominndation and the other extnuating cir-

" With those grievances in view; with that recommendation in view ;cumtanes which existed. According te erimînal law,
with the fact in view that the agitation under Riel was perfectly con- provocation is always an extenuation, if not a justifioative
stitutional for about eight months ; in view of the almost accidentai circu stance. Riel would neyer have committed, nor
beginning of hostilities; in view of the doubte of Riel's sanity; in view
of the rarity with which the death penalty is exacted by modern Gov- even conceved, the crime of which ho was convieted,
ernments from men technically guiity of treason ; in view of the many if the circumstances in the North.Westhad bean different
humble petitions favoring commutation of his sentence to life imprison. from viat thcy were. Who breught about that state of
mAnit, there was a primd facie case of immense strength on behalf of

alemency.''s andg s odie thw atctoyhismaaeme
So much for the sincerity of the party, or at least of the ofthe Goere tfom y or. Ththe am nt
paper which claims to be its organ, and which very re-ote o c rtet as bea d, whaeaticist
cently my hon. friend across the floor has praisol so highlypi t
as being the best, the leading, the most complete, the mostp ive proof and evidence. If we consuit tic Mail, the
intellectual newspaper on the continent of America. Now chief organ of tic Conservatives in Toronto, the organ ofp 1 ho First Minister, what do we sec ? On the 8th day ofI have done. It remains for me to say that I shall vote forTlast that newspaper contained these word:
the amendment to have the previous question put, and that
on the main motion I shall vote with the Government "It ha. never been denied b the Mailthst the ietis had good
against the resolution which has been proposed. grounds !or grievances. By e passage of the Manitoba Act of

Mr. IGALT.Lt s nt nccssry or e, thnk,1870, eld Canada had formaiiy and frankly recognised the rights cf theMr. GIGAULT. It is ot necessary for me, I think,af-breedsf that Province tshare thediatit, and it folo
to say that I disapprove of the rebellion which occurreds a matter of course if they had rigbt in the soil of Manitoba, those of
in tic North-West. I am glad to see order and peace iem in the regions beyond hadlrights iu the mii there. This admittedof ne dispute. It muet have been qilite veil understood by Parliamentrestored in that remote territory, and I hope that here- in 1870. lu suite of this recognition, hovever, and of the manifest and
after we will adopt and follow a policy which will nOver nnanowerable logic cf the haif-breed case, that Department, far years
again disturb that peace. It is not necessary for me either, 1and year, steadily refused Io move iu the matter. This vas the waythie officiais treated tue just demanda cf the Metis, and vo agre. 'withthink, to add that I do not wish to deal with this question Mr Blake that the negligence vas grow and inexcusable, and oontri-
from a national standpoint. To-day it is a half-breed who bnted to bring about the irurretioL"

Mr. ROYAL.
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In these words I find the justification of what I have just
said. I say that the persons who are responsible for the
late rebellion are the Ministers of to-day, on account oftheir
bad management of affairs in the North-West; and their
chief organ says here plainly that the refusal of the Gov.
ernment to concede the just demands of the Metis, has con-
tributed to bring about this insurrection. We have also
the evidence of men who are living on the spot, who know
more about the affairs of the North-West than any one of
us; nnd who are these men? They are the members of
the North-West Council. On the 7th day of December
last, an address was adopted by that council in ans wer to
the speech of the Lieutenant-Governor, and I find in the
address, which was adopted by a majority of the members
of that council, the following words:-

" Knowing as we do the great influence always had by the Indians over
the balf-breeds, we have to regret that the repeated representations
heretofore made to the Government by the North-West Council on behalf
of the balrF-breeds and their claims, did not receive more immediate atten-
tion. We trust your Honor will join with tbis council in bringing the
matter of the many existing unsettled half-breed claims to the notice of
the Government, by memorial or resolution."
You see, by this resolution, that petitions and representations
have not been wanting to teach the Government how to act.
We know that this council had sent in 1878, 1880, 1881,
1882, 1383, and 1884, representations to the Government
sskirg for the redress of the half-breed grievances. But
nothing was done. In spite of those representations, in spite
of the rebellion whioh took place last spring, we sec by this
resolution that there are yet a groat many existing unset-
tied half-breed claims. Mr. Speaker, in 1869 we became
the owners of the North-West Territory. On account ofsome
faults and blunders committed by the Ministers, and which
wore acknowledged by some of them, some trouble took place
at that timen also. Riel appearod for the first time as the
defender of the rights of his countrymen. Afterwards it
was thought right to give a partial amnesty to Riel. The
half-breeds, before the transfer of the North-West Territory
to the Government, were living bappy and contented on those
immense prairies. They had abundant means of subsistence
through fishing and hunting ; but as the Government was
pushing on the colonisation of those territories, the game
and buffalo were constantly becoming more scarce. It was
just to offer then a compensation in extinction of their
right to the property of the soil. The rights of the half-
breeds were acknowledged in 1870 by Sir George Etienne
Cartier, who bad a grant of 1,400,000 acres of land voted by
this Parliament for those half-breeds. So that the policy
of the Government was all determined. The Ministers of
to-day had only to follow the footsteps of that distinguished
statesman; they had only to give to the half-breeds of the
North-West what was given by Sir George Etienno Cartier
to the half breeds of Manitoba. Nothing is clearer, and I
think the duty of the Government was quite plain. The
second reason why I condemn the execution of Riel is, be-
cause he was irresponsible for the crime he committed on
account of his partial insanity. Everything concurs to
prove that Riel had not a complete control over his mental
faculties. We know that insanity three times led Riel to
insane asylums, and we have also most abundant proof of
the insanity of Riel during the last rebellion by the evidence
which was given at his trial at Regina. Here are the
answers given by Father André:

" Q. Did he speak in a sensible manner ?-A. I wish to say wby I did
not like to speak to him on those subjects. Upon all other mitters,
literature and science, he was in bis ordinary state of mind.

" Q. Upon political subjects and religion?-A. Upon politics and
religion Le was no longer the same man; it would seem as i( there were
two men in him, be lost all control of himself on those questions.

" Q. When he spoke of religion and politics ?-A. Yes ; on thcse two
matters he lost all control of himself.

" Q. Do you consider, after the conversations you have had with him,
that when he spoke on politics and religion he had his intelligence?-
A - Many times, at least twenty times, I told him, I would not speak on
those subjects because he was a fool, he did not have his intelligence of
mind.''

13

We have also the evidonce of Rev. Vital Fourmond. Here
are the words he uses in one of his answers to the lawyer
-page 117 :
" As soon as the rebellion commenced thon ho becamo excited, and

he was carried away and he lost ail control of himself and his temper."

Thon comes the evidence of Dr. François Roy:

4 I Will you tell me what time h ileft the asylum ?-A. le was dis-
* charged about the 21st January, after a rosidence in the bouse of about

nineteen months.
" Q. Had you any occasion to study at that time the mental disease

by which the prisoner was affected ?-A. Yes.
" Q. Did you bave relations with bim during that time, and did you

watch him carefully during that time ?-A. Not every day, but very
often.

" Q. Can you say now what mental disease the prisouer was suffering
from ?-A. He was suffering from what is known by authorities as
magalomania.

"Q. Will you give the symptoms of this diseise ?-A. Many symptoms
of the disease are found in the ordinary maniacs. The particular char-
acteristic of the malady is that in ail cases they show greatjudgment in
ail cases not immediately connected with the particular aisease with
which they suffer.

"Q. Will you speak from memory or by referring to the authors; what
are the other symptons of this disease?-A. They sometimes give you
reasons which would be reasonable if they were not starting from a
false idea. They are very clever on those discussions, and they have a
tendency to irritability when you question or doubt their mental con-
dition, because they are under a strong impression that they are right,
and they consider it to be an insult when you try to bring them to
reason again. On ordinary questions they may be reasorable and
sometimes may be very clever. In fact, without caretful watching they
would lead one to thirnk that they were well.

" Q. Was lie there some weeks or months before you ascertained bis
mental condition ?-A. Yes, I waited till then to classify inim as to bis
mental condition. We wait a few weeks before classifying the patients.

"Q. Does a feeling of pride occupy a prominent position in that
mental disease? A. Yes, different forms, religion, and there are a great
many with pride. We have kings with us.

" Q. From what you beard trom those witnesses, and from the symp-
toms they prove to have been exhibited by the prisoner, are you now in
a position to say whether or not at that time he was a man of sound
mind ?-A. I am perfectly certain that when the prisoner was under
care, lie was not of sound mind, but lie became cured before lie left,
more or less ; but from what I beard bere to day I am ready to say that
I belîeve on those occasions his fiind was unsound, and th iLlie was
laboring under the disease so well described by Digouet.

" Q. Do you believe that under the state of mind as described by the
witoesses and to which you refer, that he was capablu or incapable of
knowing the nature of the acts which lie did ?-A. No, [ do not believe
that he was in a condition to b the master of bis acts, and I positively
swear it; and I have people of the same character under my super-
vision."

We have other ovidence also of the insanily of Riel fur-
nished in the testimony of Philippe Garnot, page 116:

" Q. Tell us what lie said to you about that as far as you can re-
member ?-A. He was talking about the country being divided into seven
Provinces, one for the French, Germans, Irish, and I don't know what
else ; tbere were to be seven different nationali ties.

" Q. Do you remember anything else besides those you bave mon-
tionfd, what other foreigners ?-A. Italians.

" Q. Hungarians ?-A. I can't remember particularly very well ; I
know it wAs seven different Provinces, and seven difftrent nationalities.

" Q. In his conversation with you, or with others in your presence on
these subjects, did he at any time give you any intimation that he had
any doubt of his succesa, tbat any obstacle could prevent him from
succeeding ?-A. No, he always mentioned that he was going to
succeed, that it was a divine mission that he had, and that he was only
an instrument in the hands of God. * *

" Q. What did vou think of him 7-A. I thouglit the man was crazy,
because he acted ;ery foolish."

It is not necessary for me to add that the revolt itself was
a piece of madness. IIow could Riel hope, with a handful
of half-breeds, to succeed in defeatiug all the troops of the
Government ? I come now to the modical commission ap-
pointed by the Government. By the petition prosented by
the lawyer of Louis Riel to the Government, it wvas asked
that a commission of specialists or alienists should be ap-
pointed to ascertain the mental condition of Ritel. Did the
Government accede to the wish of the lawyer of h1iel ?
Certainly not, Mr. Speaker ; they did not appoint special-
ists, as that lawyer asked them ; and even if that lawyor had
not asked for such a commission, the Ministers should have
thought it their duty to appoint such a commission composed
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of such physicians of experionce. In the British House of
Commons there was a long discussion, in 1881, on a motion
for the abolition of capital punishment. The thon Home
Socrtary, Sir William Harcourt, mentioned the princi-
ples wlhieh guided him every time that appeals for clemency
wn o made and the plea of insanity invoked in favor of
a prisoner. Did iliat 1(mo Secretary say that the appoint-
ment of ordinary prtelitioners was sufficiont ? No; that
man of exporienc-, that distinguished statesman, said that
every time the pieu of insanity was invoked in favor of
prisoners it was his duty to appoint medical men of great
experience:

" There were cases in his experience," said Sir William Harcourt,
'' where the evidence of insanity was not brought before the
judge and the jury, and that was frequently due to the poverty
and want of resources; among tne class within which the murder
was committed. If thv had belonged to the wealtby cass
they would h4ve hiad the history of themselves and predecessors ex-
amined and mnedical testirnony adduced ; but he need not say thatin the
Home <Ofice enquiries in tlis connection were anxiously and car-fully,
and, on the whlole, satisfa< torily made. The Secretary of State had the
power to send iedical ma uof experience to examine into the condition
of the prisoner; and wlhen these medical men reported, as they had
done occaiounally, that they did not regard the prisoner os responsible
for his actions either ai the time of the commission cf the offeuce or
subsequently, the capital sentence was not carried out.''
The Ministor of Justice has choson, as one of the mombers
of the commiscioti, Dr. Jukes, a gentleman vho was pre-
judiced against Riel, and who stated ut the trial when
ho was under oath, thsat ho was undor the impros.
sion that Riol was sano. Should that man have
been choson ? Certainly not. Was that man a
specialit-an alionist? No; lhe says se himself. In his ex-
amuination at th trial, one of the lawyer-s asked him the
following question :-

"l Q. Have you devoted yoir attention to insanity at aIl specially ornot ?-A. Never specially; tere are cases, of cour6e, whiich occasion-
aly will coie under thie notice of every general practitiornetr, but as a
special study I have iever dlne so

Was that a man to be choseri as a man of es1 eironeo ? WVas
that physician a muan who should have been chosen to deal
with the life of a prisoner ? No, Mr. Spoukoer. Hero is
another answer which is made by Dr. Jukes:

"Q. Then, as I inderstand, you believe him to be sane ?-A. Ibelieve
him to be Bane, so far as my kuowleige of such matters goes.'"
And he had just said that ho had no knowledge of mental
diseusos. The proceduro adopted by the Ministers is con-
demned not only by the Home Secretary or England, but
also by distinguished physicians who have matie a special
study of mental discases. I hold here a book written by Dr.
Pinel, who is a director Of an insane asyluminin France, and a
most distinguishod authority of montal diseases. Here is
one of the conclusions of that author:

"In civil or criminal mîatters, specialists should always be consulted,whenever it is a question of appreciating the mental state of a man suf-fering from monomania "

dispersed. More than 450 persons were either killed or
wounded. What does history show with regard to the
leader of that mob, Lord George Gordon. It says he
was a madman-a maniac. If then, Mr. Speaker, in the
centre of civilisation, a monomaniac bad such in.
fluence over an intelligent people like the English,
I ask wbat influence would a man like Louis Riel
have over the half-breeds of the North-West, among whom
civilisation was not so much advanced ? The third reason
wby I condemn the execution of Riel is because the
jury recommended that unfortunate man to clemency,
and because the Government did not take into account
that recommendation and the other extenuating circum-
stances of the case. The hon. Minister of Public Works
said that they had to follow the verdict as it was, that
they had to allow justice to take its course bocause the
jury had rendered a verdict of guilty against the prisoner.
Can such a proposition be sustained ? I will cite again the
opinion of Sir William Harcourt, to whom appeals for
clemency were made, and who was entrusted with the duty
of reporting upon those appeals. What does he say of re-
commendations to clemency by juries? Does ho treat them
as the Minister of Public Works treats them ? Speaking of
the recommendation to morcy in murder cases, he says :

"In the practice of the Home Office, where a jury recommended mercy,
the cap tal sentence was never executed."
But there is the case in which the judge doos not second
the recommendation by the jury, and then, what is the duty
of the Secretary of State, or rather of the Minister of Justice
in Canada ? Sir William larcourts adds:

" There was the case of difficulty, however, where the jury recom-
mended mercy, and the judge did not second the recommendation, aud
in that case it remained for the Secretary of State to form his own
judgment on the subject."
Well, to form his own indgment, what had the Minister
of Justice to do? -Was ho to call cornmon practitioners to
examine the mental cndition of Riel ? Certainly not.
le should have done as the Home Secretary says in his
speech. lie should have called mon of experience, alien-
ists, who could make a report which would commend itself
to public opinion and would leave no doubt as to ilhe sanity
or insanity of Riel, but the Minister of Justice did not see
fit to act thus ; and if the Minister of Public Works bas
expressed the sentiments of tho Minister of Justice, the
Mmnister of Justice was under the impression that ho had
only to ascertain if any new acts of insanity had been
committcd since the condemnation. Is that the way the
Home Secretary acts in England ? No ; not only does he
study the history of the prisoner, but he even studios the
history of his ancestors; not only does ho examine into tho
acts which were committed by the prisoner since his
conviction, but, as Sir William Harcourt, says •

" We examine his mental condition either at thn t.:torute tie xme oi te onence. .. or subsequently." - - - - -- -u~L
lie givos also his opinion as to the responsibility of offen- That is the rule laid down by Sir William Harcourt;-that
dors wlmo have innozuiania, cor cnly partial 'nsanity: is the practice followed by English Ministers. The Miniis-"l he irresponsibity is always acquir ethrough want of moral ter of Public Works said that we had not to consider whatibry, wbevvr snsaniîy exisîs. No maLter coder what form orto blood was flowing in the veins of the prisoner. That iswhatextet i Bliws tsel. "true ; but ho was bound te, sec that British fair play wasTh mmbsr for Provencher (\Ir. Royal) says that Riel given to him, and has dono so. Tha jurers wh fwere calledlias slîown hitnsolf te bc sane on a greut many occasilons; te try iRiel had a difficuit task te, fulfil. They had te, choosotht the halt-breeds sent for iel ut Mentana, bocauseithey betveen impunity and a severe judgmont. Mindful co
believod hi te o an intelligent man who would obtain public order, but at the sane time friends of justice,he redress cf thi' grievances. Lot me answer that, they thought they could render a verdict which would offeranr. Speaker, by a histcticoalo tt. i ]760 a considerable security to society, but would at the same time b just toanil most important rnet toek place lu London. More the pnisener. They said te themseives, IRiel) it is true, hasthan 100,000 people participated n that riot. The ioters been the cause ef the rebeliion which has just taken place,
destroyed property, and fire was raging in seven quarters of and we wish, by the infliction ef the penalty, to over-
the city of London. That citydwas under the control awe the Indian andhalf-breed population o the North-Westof the s'ebtrs foi' many days, and it was only whed the but at the sane time we have grave doubts ot he prison-troops were brought that the riet was quelled and the mob o's sanity; and rather than grant complote immunityMr. GIGAULT.
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to Riel, they chose to render a judgment gainst him, with a
recommendation te the mercy of the Crown. The judge pro-
mised that he would take measures te send that recommen-
dation to the proper authorities. We must be convinced,
therefore, that that recommendation was sont to the.
Ministry at the same time as the verdict and the other
papers in the trial. The Ministers knew what had hap-
pened, and they knew that they had to reproach thema-
selves with some faults and some blunders, and if over
a Government had reason to be lenient and mild towards a
prisoner, it was certainly the present Ministry. But they
refused to listen to that prudent verdict of the jury. It
has been said, Sir, that we members from the Province of
Quebec have dealt with this matter from a national stand-
point, that we asked clemency for Riel because ho belonged
to the same creed and nationality as we do. But, Mr.
Speaker, who first recommended Riel to the clemency of the
Crown ? The jurors who sentenced him, and they were
English and Protestant ? They were not actuated by
syinpathy for the ,risorer, but orly by a sentiment of
humanity and a love of justice. It should iot be necos-
sary for me to add that, for a long time past, it has not
been in harmony with our custom to inflict the penalty
of death for political offences. I may cite from one of
the best authorities which France lias produced, M.
Guizot, who wrote a book on the penalty of death for
criminal offences. Before citing Guizot, I might refer
to the rebellion which took place in Ireland in 1848.
Two bright young men, Smith O'Brien and Meagher,
participated in that rebellion. They were accused of high
treason, condemned, and sentenced to be hanged, beheaded
and quartered. As an author says, it was never believei
that this sentence would be carried into eteoct under the
reign of Her Majesty Queen Victoria, and ho was not de-
ceived. He knew that for political crimes it was net in
harmony with the manners of the English people te inflict
such a penalty, and those bright young men, for whom the
plea of'insanity could not be invoked, were pardoned by
Queen Victoria, and the Ministers whorecommended mercy
thought they had fulfilled their duty also to thoir country
and their Queen. The hon. Minister of Public Works said
yesterday that ho and his colleagues had to fulfil their duty
to their country and to their Queen. But I think that
the Ministers could have fulfilled that duty without inflicting
the penalty of death on -Riel, and a lesser penalty would
have had certainly a botter effect than the capital punish-
ment. And what was the admirable effect of that clemency
exercised by Queen Victoria in the instance I have just men-
tioned. Gavon Duffy, one of the chiefs of that rebellion,
went to Victoria, became the First Minister of that colony,
was knighted, rendered great service to his country, and was
considered as one of the most useful and loyal men the
British Empire had. And, Sir, what was the effect of the
commutation of the sentence against Riel after the
trouble of 1870 in Manitoba. lHad we to regret what
took place thon ? No. Riel had received a partial amnes-
ty, peace and order were restored in Manitoba; and was
there any disturbance there when the half-breeds in the
Noth West resorted t.) arms against the Crown? No;
the half-b-eeds of Manitoba remained faithful, quiet and
loyal. That was the effect of the exercise of the prerogative
et mercy. Let me cite also some British authorities on the
prerogative of mercy. Blackstone says:

"Law. cannot be framed on the principle of compassion to guilt, yet
justice, by the Constitution of England, is bound to be administered
in mercy. This is promised by the King in his coronation oath, and it
is that act of bis Government which is the most personal, and most9
entirely bis own."

Speaking of the exclusion of pardons, ho adds:
"The exclusion of pardons would be mcst dangerous. If no pardon

should be granted, it must be holden what no man will seriously avow
that the situation and circumstances of the offender, though they alter

not the essence of the crime, ought to make no distinction in the
punishment."

So Blackstone says clearly that the Crown is obliged to
take into account the situation and the circumstarcos cf
the offender; and in no case werethoro circumstances more
fit to form the basis of a demand for clemency in favor of
Riel, than the circumstances which accompanied the life of
that man. Now I may cite Montesquicu in his work "The
Spirit of Laws: "

''Mankind mustnot be governed with too inucli severity ; we ouglit
to make a prudent use of the means which nature has given us to con-
duct them. If we enquire into the causes of all human corruptions, we
shall fiad they proceed from the impuuity of criminals and not from the
moderation of punishment. Let us follow nature, who has given
shame to man for bis scourge, and let the heaviest part of the punîish-
ment be the infamy attendiug it."

Now, to conclude my remarks, I may cite what Guizot
says on the punishment of criminal offences:

''When one looks back into history, when one aEks an explaiation
for all the blood whic has been shed on the political scaffold, it is very
seldom that the society of by-gone days will stand up and say : That
blood was spilled for my sake. Most always Goverurnents aloie will
appear to answer for these executions ; their passions, their faults, their
interests only have guided them; and after the unf>rtunates who were
executed society itself has suffered from them. I know that the pros-
pect of this future responsibility does not much disturb the power, less
because the power is wicked. but because it is as frivolous as men are;
but we have at least acquired that science from it; that the necessiti,
of the power which.kills, often false as to that power, are nost always
false as regards society, and that if, to defend itselt it has been obliged
to kill, it is because it bas been forced to defend itEelf because lie lias
exacted that which was convenient to itself only. "

Those words apply admirably to the evoit that iS now oi-
gaging the attention of the louse. If a political sc:ffold
has been erected at Regina, it is bocauso the Ministers
adopted a policy which suited their purpo'es, and not thoso
of society? Hlistory will say hereafter it was the misman-
agement of affairs by the Government which caused Riel to
ascend that scaffold ; it will rcpeat that thore were sone

jurors, known as not bolonging to the same creed and nation-
ality as the prisoner, who invoked cleernncy in his behalf,
bocause they knew thore were som circ-umstafnces which
should have hindered the Ministers frorm inflicting the death
penalty. Ilistory will1 tell also, Mr. Speaker, that the whole
Province of Quebec was at the feet of the Ministors asking
for mercy in favor of Riel, and that thore wero some men
bore in Canada who were askirg for the head of that man
for a fault which had been pardoned before. listory will
tell also, that the blood of Riel was shed to ploaso a fraction
of a political party, and because that man, in his insanity
and madness, thought he could obtain the redress of griov-
ances from which his countrymen suffered.

Mr. WALLACE (York). I desire to say a few words on
this very important matter which is now engaging the at-
tention of the House. I am sure that any man i who
possesses a heart must feel pity for hon. gentlemen on the
other side of the liouse. Thev have suifered agony and
suspense during the last 10 or 12 mon!hs. They have
been estimating how they could climb irito p wer on the
calamities which have taken place ; they have been trying
to see what advantage could be taken of the unfortunate
circumstancos in the North-West in order to attain to powor
in this country ; but they appear to be as far from success
to-day as they were twelve months ago. Wo can imagine
the mental anxiety of the leader of the Opposition; we can
imagine how he bas been badgered by his supporters and
by the newspapers that support him, as to the position and
the line they should take in this matter in regard to the fate
of Riel. We can imagine the gladness with which he
escaped to the Old Country in order to get away from the
importunities of gas inspectors and other gentlemen bore
who are interested in this matter. We have also a feeling
of sympathy, I think, for that hon. gentleman when he re-
turned to this country and found his party disunited on this
great question. Whon le mado that great speech of his at
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London in the early part of this year, when he so adroitly
stood upon the fonce, giving first a crumb of comfort to one
side and then to the other, we can imagine his feelings. It
is on record that Brother John Gardner of the Lime Kiln
Club, bearing that Brother Penstock Jones had gone on the
fence, said it reminded hirm that there was once a turkey
sitting on a fonce; first ho looked on one side and then on
the other side; ho scratched bis car with his toe, and
then gave a look on this side and thon gave a look on that,
and ho then dropped down on the sida on which there was
most corn. 1 think the leader of the Opposition, though ho
is now sitting on the fence, will drop down on the side on
which ho thinks there is most corn for his party. I hold in
my hand some telegrams which are said to bave passod be-
tween two gentlemen on the opposite side of the House, one
being in London, England, and the other in Toronto:
' Edgar, Toronto:

" Explain secretly as possible tlat I was not in earnest-that I was
only throwing out a bait to catch the range vote.

"Blake, London :
" l'il see how that explanation will work ; but the circumstance, I

,fear, will prove a barrier to my conducting the negotiations successfully.
"EDnan."

"Edgar, Toronto :
"Lose no time. You know as well as I do that unless we gain an

advantage of this crisis we are done for, as I fear our prospects in the
country are brightening. We must make a bold stroke now. Never
mind the question of consistency. Il we are ever going into office,
it cao only be by taking advantage of Tory troubles.

"Blake, London:
' Al right. 111 leave at once. I have arranged to meet Mercier,

Laurier and our leading men at Stephen's house to arrange preliminaries.
Ed & iEDGAR."

" Edgar, Toronto:
So far, satisfactory. Cable resuilts soon as possible.

Edgar, Montreal :'' LoNDoN, November 21.

" Have they considere1 conseqneces of organising a purely National
Party ? Point out that it would never work, and that it would only
result in strengîtening Tories. Warn themn of their folly, and urge an
alliance with us at any cost. Altiougi we have declared that Mac-
donald is under the heel of Quebec and the Frenchmen, let it be under-
stood that, if we can only succeed in defeating the Government, we will
go to any length to meet their demands, Make a bold stroke.

Il BLAx[."

'Blake, London:'MONTREAL, November 21.

"I have pointed out to Mercier and Laurier that the proposed ex-
clusively French National lParty is imipracticable, and am now playing
My caras in our Interest. Mercier says lie can pull the wool over the
eyes of seceding Tories, and will soon get them into a trap. Big meeting
on Sunday.

"EDGA."

1 think that pretty fiairly defines the position of hon. gentle-
men opposite. lbey were prepared to go to any lengths
to attain to power. This is in marked contrast to the con-
duct of the leader of the Opposition in 1871, when the Scott
murder question was up for consideration. Thon the leader
of the Opposition used his great eloquence and his great
power of words to condemn that act, aid he would give a
ieward of 85,000 and do everything that was necessary at
that time, without any papers being brought down, without
any further information, withl lIte knowledge ho had
through the press ; but to-day wo have volumes of papers,
stacks of evidence, everything that is required, and up to
this tinie those hon. gentlemen Lave been dumb, they have
not explaincd their position, they have not opened their
mouths in this louse of Commons to say what they are
going to do about it. I have in my hand a little portion of
un address delivered to the electors of Monck, on the 8th
March, 1871, by the hon. member for West Ontario (Mr.
Edgar):

" The absence ot an enlarged patriotie feeling and the fear of a partydefeat, led the Government to thwart the noble efforts of Mr. Blake to
Mr. WALLACE (York).

vindicate the honor of our country by bringing the rebellious murderers
of Scott to justice."

That gentleman's mouth is dumb now. He has not any-
thing to say about the rebellious murderera of Scott and of
the hundreds of others who have since been murdered by
the same persons. The Globe is as much at sea as those
hon. gentlemen. On the 21st November, it said that
Riel represented a cause. What was the cause he repre-
sentel? Was it the cause of freedom, was it the cause
of patriotism, or was it the cause of justice ? No; it
was the cause of treason, it was the cause of rebellion,
and it was the car-se of murder. These are the causes
that Riel represented on both those occasions, and nothing
else. What were the results flowing from it ? Death to
hundreds of our citizens, devastation throughout a large
portion of the North-West, leading te an indignation and
to what may be a war of races. But these gentlemen are
willing that all these calamities should overtake this country
if they can only attain te power. These gentlemen, who
have been clamoring for the last 20 or 30 years about
French domination, about Lower Canada domination, and
saying that this Dominion is ruled by the French Canadians,
what will they say now ? Why, these gentlemen are willing
and anxious now to make alliance with these very persons
whom they claim were ruining this country. They are not
only anxious to do so, but they are willing to condone the
punishment of Louis Riel if they can thereby procure this
alliance. At a meeting held in Montreal, the following re-
solutions were passed:-

" That the execution of Louis Riel is an outrage to justice and human-
ity, and an outrage to our nationality, and that the Ministers of Parlia-
ment and the French Canadian journaliets who are responsible for this
execution, are deserving of public reprobation.

" That the French Canadian Ministers and those who will endeavor to
Justify their conduct, be looked upon as t aitors, and that to prevent the
renewal of such a treachery, the na tion never will forgive the crime they
have rendered themselves guilty of.

" That Louis Riel be placed among the political martyrs of the French
Canadian nationality.'

What doos the Globe say to that ? It says:
" The people of Ontario should recognise this truth, that nothing

but bare justice is demanded by the voice of their French Canadian
countrymen."

I think, Mr. Speaker, that this sentiment wi}l not meet
with the approval of the majority of the people of this
country. 1 would like to see these hon. gentlemen openly
approving of this sentiment when they go back to their con-
stituents in Ontario and other Provinces of this Dominion.
The London Advertiser, not te be outdone by the Globe in
approving this alliance, says:

"The first thing ihat the Reformera of Ontario will insist upon from
'their new allies,' is that they will join them in repealing the Franchise
Act."

11e is willing to get into power by their means if they will
help him repeal the Fianchise Act. I now corne to another
matter. The hon. menmber for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot), in
a very mild way-he did not give it as his own authority,
though ho spoke very vehemently and violently in the
Province of Quebec, though ho stated certain things in Lis
newspaper, or the newspaper which he controls, which ho
disavows now, ho comes to this iouse and throws the blame
upon some other paper-spoke of the position of the Orange
body in regard to the Orange question. Now, Mr. Speaker,
I will say this, that the po ition of the Orangemen of Canada
on the question of hanging Riel, bas been a dignified and a
patriotie one. They have donc nothing which was net the
bounden duty and the right of overy Canadian citizen te do.
I may say that in the Dominion of Canada, of the various
kinds of Orange lodges, there are about 2,000, and perbaps
six-I believe 1 am right in saying not more than six-have
ever bro ht up the matter for consideration. The hon.
member for Bellechasse stated last night that a petition was
sent to the Government by the Orange lodges, demanding

100



COMMONS DEBATES.

the head of Riel. Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I am in a
position to give that a flat denial, a square contradiction.

Mr. AMYOT. I quoted from the paper of the Minister of
Public Works. I did not say it myself.

Mr. WALLACE (York). The hon. member for Belle-
chase stated, in my hearing, that petitions were sent in-in
the hearing of members of this Ilouse.

Mr. COOK. The Mail said it.

Mr. WALLACE (York). I think I am correct in stating
in this House that not a petition from an Orange body was
sent to the Government asking that Riel should be hanged,
or by any member that I arn aware of. The position taken
by the Orange body was that taken by the Grand Lodge of
British North America, which is as much representative of
Orange bodies as those gentlemen on the other side of the
House are representatives of the Reformers of Canada. Thoy
are an elective council ; they represent the feelings of the
Orange body, and the resolution they passed was as
follows:-

" Resolved, That this Grand Lodge, in annual session assembled,
lakes this, the earliest opportunity afforded, to express its admiration of
the loyal, patriotic spirit displayed by the members of the volunteer
force, shown as well by the alacrity with which they responded to the
call to arme, as by the bravery displayed on the field of battle, and the
hardships endured without a murmur ; it expresses its deepest sympathy
with the relatives of those who have fallen in the fight. or whose lives
have been sacrificed by the insurrection in the North-West, as well as
with those who are now suffering fromn wounds received in action ; it
expresses the hope that the arch-rebel Riel will b9 captured."

This was in June; the reballion was not then suppressed-
" That the rebellion will be speedily suppressed, and that such steps

will be taken by the proper authority as will avenge the foul murders
already committed and preclude the possibility of their recurrence."

That is the official utterance, of the Orange organisation.
Those gentlemen have not quoted it, because it did not suit
their purpose. I may state that the speech that the hon.
gentlemen have repeated in this House, and which they
published in their papers, and which was delivered in
Toronto on the 7th November, showing that the Orange-
men were clamoring before the Government for bis blood,
was not published, and was not in print in any newspaper,
until the 19th November, three days after the execution cf
Riel. It was not published in the Sentinel until the week
following so that it could have had no influence whatever
upon the event as indicating any Orange pressure upon the
Government in favor of the execution of Riel. I may say,
further, that that speech was made by a gentleman
wbo was then an active opponent of the present Government,
and who went up to the county of Kent to oppose the
riember for Kent in the bye-election in 1884. I may state,
Mr. Speaker, that the Sentinel, which bas been frequently
alluded to as the official organ of the Orange body, is a
journal that, during the whole of the past year, in its edi-
torial utterances, will bear criticism, and its articles will
compare favorably with those of the Globe or any other
newspaper on the Opposition side of the House, for the
moderation of its tone, and for the fairness with which it
bas discussed the whole Riel question. The Sentinel is
(dited by Mr. Edward Clarke, who is a credit to this coun-
try, a gentleman of intelligence and ability, whose utter-
ances are entitled to consideration, and do receive the com-
mendation of a great portion of the people of this country.
Now, Mr. Speaker, the burden of the efforts whicb have been
made in this House, so far, have been to rest the case of
Louis Riel on his supposed insanity. It is said that Riel
was a monomaniae. Eminent medical authorities lay it
down that a monomaniac commits bis crimes alone ; and if
Riel had conmmitted his crime without the assistance of any
one, if ho had done bis work in secret, if he had not
combined with many others, it might be argued that he
was a monomaniac, and therefore worthy of clemency. It

was laid down in Taylor's Medical Jurisprudence, which
Bays:

" The sane murderer bas generally aceomplices in vice or crime-the
homicidal monomaniac bas not. * * * * It is a fact so far in favor
of homicidal insanity that the insane never have acconplices in the acts
which they perpetrate. These criteria cau hardly be described as medi-
cal; .they are circumstances upon which a non-professional man may
formjust as safe a judgment as one who bas made insanity a special
study."

This bas been laid down by an eminont medical authority,
and it applies very clearly to the case of Riel. We find
that Riel did not do his work alone. IIe massed troops,
used inducements to get the Indians to join the half-
breeds, and did all the acts that a sane man would do. And
if further evidence were needed, it is fturnished by the) three
medical gentlemen who were sent t IRegina to examino
him, and who, after examining his cae carefully, reported
that ho was responsible for his nets. I will rend extracts
from the opinions of those medictil mon. Dr. Jukes says:

"I therefore record my opinion that,- with the reservation above
made, Riel is a sane, clear-headed and accountable being, and respon-
sible for bis actions before God and man."

Dr. Valade says:
"I have come to the conclusion that lie suffers under hallucination

on political and religious subjects, but on other points 1 believe him to
be quite sensible and can distinguish right from wrong."

We have still further the opinion of Dr. Lavell
"I am of the opinion that the said Louis Pliel, although holding and

expressing foolish and peculiar views as to religion and general gov-
ernment, is au accountable being and capable of distinguishing right
from wrong."

So we have sufficiont evidonce. We have the ovidcoî, cf
the jury before whom the quotion of insanity came up, -ind
they gave as their verdict that he was sane; they returned
a verdict of guilty of the crime for which ho was charged,
adding a recommendation of mercy. But we know that the
verdict of a jury in such a case is a verdict complote in it-
self, and a recommendation to mercy may either bo acttd
upon or not. We will take into consideration what kind of
a man it was for whom some hon. members clamored so
loudly for mercy, and who are now raising such a row ho-
cause mercy was not extendod to him. Il we look at that
man's whole career from the time ho first came into Publie
notice, we shall not find a good trait in his chaîtacter. lis
whole course, from bis first public appearanco down to bis
last days, was one which should not commend him as an
object of mercy. What do we find ? 1 hold in my lhand a
letter from the Rev. George Young, an eminent missionary
of the Methodist Church of Canada, who was in Winnipeg
during 1870, and was an eyo-witness of the (vents that then
took place. Mr. Young states, with respect to the conduct
of Riel in connection with the murder of Scott:

" And here I must aver, and with special emphasis, that in each
instance be (Scott) was most treacherously dealt with. Hle was not
bearing arms in either instance. In the first he went from the village
of Winnipeg to Fort Garry, bearing a flag of truce, toask Riel to permit
certain ladies (then residing in the building belonging te Dr. Schultz,
parts of which were occupied by some forty or fitty Canadians and a
few English half-breeds, completely surrounded by Riel'arebel soldiers)
to retire to a place of safety. Mr.. Scott was not in tho3e buldings at
the lime of their being thus surrounded, but taking in the situation of
the helpless and terror-stricken ones, he bravely went, I think with
another, in their interests, to Riel and was cruelly thrust into close
imprisonmenrt. Such were the circumstances associated with and which
connected Riel with his first arrest. Taking in the situation, Scott
went to see Riel, and when he got there he was imprisoned. He boped
that Riel would fulfil his promises and liberate the prisoners."

Did ho do so? They were suffering greatly fron the treat-
ment they had received-

" But as no release took place, and they were suffering greatly from
the treatment they had received, and the families of some of them were
in want, a party of their neighbors and friends organised for the pur-
pose of joining wth other loyalist, at IUeadingly and Kildonan, in
order te persuade Riel to fulfil his oft-ropeated promnise of liberation.
Scott was one of this party. As a result of various messages to and
fro, Riel pledged himself tuat if they would disband and return quietly
to their homes, the prisoners should be released forthwith."
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Did Riel do so ? Finding they were disbanded and power-
less, he cruelly deceived them. Au soon as they entered the
enclosure of the fort the gates were closed. They were
sent to prison, and all their property confiscated-

I Thus treacherously was poor Scott arrested the second time, and a
second term-his last-of imprisonment commenced."
I will road another portion of Mr. Young's letter:

" He was brought before a council of war on Thursday evening, 3rd
March, Riel acting as accuser and judge. The trial was conducted in a
language unknown to him, and when itiel passed sentence upon him, to
be shot at noon the next day, he demurred, on the ground that he had
had no fair trial, and had done nothing to deserve death."
Mr. Young in vain pleaded for the life of Scott, and asked
at least for a few days' delay, in order that Scott might pre-
pare himself for death. He asked him what crime he had
committed to cause him to be put to death byRiel-because it
was actually done by Riel, not by the others, who were
willing to have mercy extended. The only reply he received
was: "That he was a very bad man, and deserved to die,
and must die." The real reason Riel stated to Mr. Young
when he said:

l I muet make an example of one or more of these men in order to
bring these Canadians to terms, and to impress Canada that we are in
earnest, and that this is not, as the Globe bas called it, a tempest in a
teupot. I will take tho worst first, and then the next, if the one is not
enough, and one after another as long as necessary."
We all know what was the result. Riel took Scott and put
him to a cruel and ignoble death. Mr. Young says:

"While we were engaged in earnest prayer, in which he joined most
fervently, the armed men sent by Riel came, and, interrupting us, pro.
ceeded to blindfold and pinion the arme of their victm. They granted
my request for a few moments delay, during which Riel came in a seem-
ing rage, vociferously scolding all concerned for the delay, and order-
ing us to move forward at once to the place appointed for the murder.
On the way there 1 implored O'Donohue and Goulet, the captain of the
firing party, to spare bis life one day more, as it was a dreadfi thing to
send a souf so hurriedly into eternity; but all was in vain. At the word
of command six men fired, and Thomas Scott fell forward, as he knelt in
the snow, pierced by at least three bullets, and bis life-blood poured out
until the enow was saturated with it for many feet around the spot."

Mr. Young states further on:
'' Thomas Scott died as a penitent one, trusting in the one and only

Saviour of mankind. After the cruel and bloody deed was perpetrated
I asked Riel for his body, that 1 might give it a Christian burial, a
request which he at firet acceded to, but in a few minutes he changed
bis mind and refused it. I said that it would aflord his a ged mother a
little comfort, could I write her that bis body was properly buried in the
Presbyterian cemetery ; but what was that to him ? He still refused.
Parties wbo affirm that they were in a position to know declared soon
after the murder that the poor man saffered for long hours in bis box-
like coffin, and thit bis voice was heard in prayer, and in calling on
Riel to either take him out or kill him at once."

This is the public record of the man whom we are asked
to-day to call a martyr. What do we find further? During
the time he was out of Canada bis conduct was of the mo8t
disgraceful character. He went to Montana, became an out-
law there and then returned to Canada and stirred up this
rebellion. I have still further evidence of the character of
this man who will be hereafter called a martyr-the evidence
of Rev. Father Fourmond, a Catholic missionary at Batoche,
in a letter written, after Batoche was captured, to Rev.
Father Grandin, of Laval, Quebec i

"I must proteet against the report that I have been killed. I am still
in the land of the living, though more than once of late the angel of
death his brushed closely past me. We have had not only war and rebel-
lion, but apostacy from the Christian faith, treason, murder, pillage,and
fire-unchained by an Anti-Christ in the person of Riel, against whose
influence over our unhappy people we have fought at the peril of our
lives."

This is the evidence of one who would be disposed to be
the f riend of Riel and look on his conduct in the most
favorable light, if there was any favorable light to it :

" Great God I what a scheming and unprincipled fellow lie is I He
Lells the Metis that God sent him to them, and that bis angels visit him
constantly. An angel of darkness, ho bas posed as an angel of light-a
veritable wolf in sheep's clothing come to devour this little flocx I He
has committed to paper rules based on bis diabolical imposture, writing
them down in his own blood; and in accordance with these rules ho

Mr. WaL.AOE (York).

refuses to eat beef, etc. He is a revolutionist of the worst class, want-
ing to destroy everything. It would take a book toitel[ yon of all the
wicked folly of this man. But, as the horrible results of bis plan, the
blood of whites and half-breeds has been spilled, whilst my dear and
sealous brothers at Prog Lake have been massacred under his orders."

An hon. MEKBER. That is the man they stand up for.

Mr. WALLACE (York):
" Rey. Father Moulin, the 'director of the mission here, bas been

seriously wounded, and Father Legoff owed bis life only to the devotion
of one of our people who seized the bands ot a would-be assassin."

I do not think there is any man in this country who desired
the blood of Riel as an act of vengeance. We have to look
at the consequences if Riel had been pardoned. What
would have been the consequence in the North-West ?
After our brave volunteers had gone from every part of the
Dominion of Canada to brave the storms and dangers and
vicissitudes of a warlike campaign and put down rebellion
in that great North-West, if the life of Riel had been spared
it would have been impossible to have hanged or otherwise
punished any of his dupes. It would have been impossible
to punish those Indians who were incited to massacre white
men. If Riel had been granted a complete amnesty-
because I suppose that is what it means-it would have
been impossible to punish any of those who were
under him, and whom he incited to commit those crimes;
and if that had been the case it would be impossible
for any white man to live in the North-West. The
people of Ontario and the other Provinces have their frienda
and relations living all through that great country. If the
Government had interposed to save his life and prevent the
punishment of those Indians who committed those awful
crimes, it would be impossible for them to remain in that
country. Law and order would be abolished, and it would
be the inevitable, the necessary, and the natural result that
those living in that country would have abandoned it, and
the Indians and half-breeds would be the only people living
there. Are the people of Canada prepared to do that, after
all the sacrifices they have made to open up this magnificent
country, after spending millions of money upon it ?-a
country the most fertile on the globe, to be peopled years
hence by millions of enterprising settlers. I say Canada
would not be true to itself, the Government of Canada
would not be doing its duty if they had failed to preserve
order in that country and establish the law in every part of
it, thus giving it to be understood that the Gavernment of
Canada is going to maintain the -supremacy of law and
order in every portion of this Dominion.

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

A fter Recess.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 16) to incorporate the Medicine Rat, Dan.
more and Benton Railway Company.-(Mir. McCallum.)

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

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

EXECUTON OF LOUIS R[EL.

Mr. WALLACE (York). When you left the Chair at six
o'clock, I was stating what I considered would be the
disastrous consequences to this country if the law had not
been permitted to take its course in the case of Louis Riel, in
view of the events that occurred. Had ho not been exe-
cuted, it would be impossible to punish those who were
guilty oft imilar crimes; impossible to punish thu Indians
of the North-West who had murdered priests and
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women, and laid the country waste in every direc-
tion. In saying this I take it for granted that
if Riel had not been hanged he would have been
pardoned outright, because I do not think the Government
would have been wise to go through the farce of putting
him in prison, and having the country kept in a continual
state of turmoil for bis release afterwards. I think the only
course was either to bang him or to give him a full and
frce pardon. I am of opinion, and I think the great major-
ity of the people of this country are of opinion, that the
Government did a wise thing when they refused to pardon
Riel for his many and beinous crimes. I am excoedingly
sorry that many gentlemen who have been the opponents
of the present Government on other occasions, but who agree
with the Government on this question, have not had the
manliness and straightforward honesty to come out and
declare publicly what they know they feel, that the Gov-
ernment bave done a righteous act in refusing to pardon
Riel. With reference to what I said about Orangemen and
the false charge that the hanging of Riel was in obedience
to an Orange cry for vengeance, I may say what I know,
and what every hon. gentleman in this House knows, that
there is no class of men in this country more tolerant
of the rights of others than the Orangemen of Canada.
They demand rights and priviloges themsolves which every
British subject should enjoy, but they have at all times and
in all places been willing and anxious to concede those
rights to others which they wish to enjoy themselves. In
this case, as the records prove, I defy hon. gentlemen
to point to one petition presented by an Orange lodge ask-
ing for the execution of Riel. Although there are 2,000
Orange lodges bosides other Orange organisations in this
country, there have not beon more than six lodges who
have passed any resolutions whatever, and the parliament
of the Orange organisation of this country, the Grand
Lodge of British America, passed a resolution which I
think will commend itseolf to all roasonable men inside this
flouse or out of it. It bas been said in this House and
through the country, and in the Province of Qaebec par.
ticularly, that Riel had not a fair trial, but lot us compare
the fairness of bis trial and the fact that every possible
privilege was granted to him with the fact that ho cruelly
denied these privileges to poor Scott in 1870. Let us con-
sider that poor Seott had no trial whatevor,
as the public records prove; that is, that ho
was not present at any trial. That he was
condemned in his absence at 9 o'clock at night
to be put to death at 8 o'clock in the morning ; that it was
only through the most strenuous exertions of the Rev. Mr.
Young that his execution was postponed until 12 o'clock
noon, and was then carried out. Let us aiso remember that
Lepine, Nolin and other members of Riel's council wished
to have him put fairly on his trial and given an opportunity
of meeting bis accusers and questioning those who gave
evidence against him, but everything of that kind was
denied him. And now we find that this man, who refused
the smallest act of mercy to poor S.ott, was given a fair
trial by a jury of his fellow-countrymon, that ho was allowed
every consideration during that trial, that it was postponed
for ten days to enable him to sumnon witnesses in bis
defence. Afier all that, the jury found him guilty and ho
was sentenced to death. We also find that the flallest and
amplest liberty was given to bis counsel to appeal his case
to the court of Manitoba ; that after that court had decided
against him and his legal advisers wished to appeal the case
still further, the sentence upon him was postponed in order
to enable his case to be tried by the highest court in the
British Empire; that it was so appealed, and that the
validity cf the trial and the constitutionality of the
court were confirmed in every instance. I remember
reading a very eloquent defence of the Government
during the past summer by the hon. member for Jacques

Cartier (Mr. Girouard), in an address to his constituents,
After giving an able review of the facts of the Riel affair,
ha stated that there wore two matters that would corne up,
and that if these two matters were decided satisfactorily,
he and bis compatriots from the Province of Quebec would
be compelled to acknowledge the roasonablenoss of the
trial and to allow the judgmont of the court to take its
course. Those two matters wore, first, as to Riel's sanity,
and next, as to the constitutionality of the court and the
tritl. Now, all the evidence, without any exception,
proves that Riel was sane,-that he was rosponsible befor-e
bis trial, when inciting the Indians to rebollion and pro-
voking the balf-breed insurrection, as well as after his
trial, to the time of bis death The evidence of overy ono
of the doctors proves that, and if any further proof woro
necessary, it is found in the letters and papers written by
Riel, giving a history of bis life after ho found that he was
not to roceive any clemency. Now, with regard to tho
motion before the Chair, the Governmont have wisely, I
think, arranged it so that the motion shall corne squarely
before the House. That is the issue before the country-
there is no use of burking it-whethor Riel should or should
not have been hanged. I myself feel a certain amount of synm-
patby for the leader of the Opposition. I think the (overn-
ment might have gratified bis inordinate vanity and have
allowed him to put in an amendment of six or eiglit pages
to obscure bis ideas and the ideas of hon, gentlemen on the
other side of the House on this question. But ho cannot
obscure the opinion of the people of this country. No
matter how you may attempt to obscure it by words, the
issue is what is stated in a few words in that roolution,
whether Riel should have been hanged or set at liborty.
The Opposition will probably yet have an opportunity of'
duclaring their opinions on this question. On overy sec-
tional question that bas corne befbre this Parliarnnt, on
overy question on which thore bas been an opportunity of
sotting one portion of the people against another, we tind
the Reform party of Canada acting the part of organised
hypocrisy. We find them willing to take advantago of
everything that would lead to difficulty and confusion in
the government of this country; we find them unscrupulous
in regard to the mieas Lhey employ; wo find thuin re-
gardless of thoir country's honor, regardless of the vel.
lare of the people, and regardless of that brotherly love
which should characterise the citizens of our common
country ; and we find them lacking in that patriotisn
which we all consider one of the highest virtues. I noticed
the actions of hon. gentlemen opposite last evening when the
hon. member for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot) sat down. They
applauded the hon. gentleman because they were in sym-
pathy with the sentiments ho uttered ; but 1 venture to
prodict that they will vote against him, because of their
terror of the electorate of Ontario. I am glad this question
has come before the bouse, and I hope it will be fully dis-
cussed, and that a verdict will be given upon it in accord-
ance with the feelings and sentiments of the people of this
country. I cannot close without roferring to a book which
I hold in my hand a book, "The Gibbet of Regina," which
has not been got up with any patriotic intention, but with
an infamous design, to stir up hostile feelings amongst the
different races in Canada, and to set one portion of the people
of Canada against the other-a book which I have no doubt
the hon. gentimen opposite are quite willing to take advan-
tage of for their own benotit. On one page of it is a picture
of " the martyr and bis twelve assassins," as it calls them,
and it speaks of " Louis Riel, the martyr, patriot and hero."
I do not think that it is in accordance with the sentiments
of the majority of the people of this country. The people
of this country do not beliee that ho is a martyr, but that
ho suffered the j ust penalty of his crime ; ha never was a
patriot; and ho never had the material in him to make a
hero. I thank you, Mr. Speaker, and this House for the
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kind consideration with which you have listcned to my
remarks.

Mr. CAIElRON ([Juron). I did not propose to follow the
speech of Ihe hon. gentleman who has just taken bis seat.
Tie lion. gentleman states, that we on this side of the House,
atpplauded Justily the hon. member for Bellechasse (Mr.
Amyot). i suppose there is ne sin, although you may not
agree with everything a man may say, in expressing your
aipproval, wlhen ho lbas made an able and eloquent speech.
The bon. gentleman ventures upon the prediction that
those of us who applauded the powerful oration of the hon,
inember for Bellechasse will be found voting against him
when the time comes to vote. I do not know what other
hon. gentlemen may do. I am responsible, and alone res-
ponsible, for the course I intend to take in that respect; all
I can say,as reopects myself, that the hon. gentleman is a false
prophet Now, 1 imaginod all along that the conduct of the
G>îvernmnent would be justified, not by the crime that Riel
was indicted for ut Regina, but because Riel committed other
crimes, aid we have had it stated by the hon. member who
11Hs just taken his seat (Mr. Wallace), that if Riel had not
been punished for the many crimes he lad committed we
could not punish anybody else. I believed all along, and to-
n1ight I believe more thoroughly than ever, that Louis
Itel was hanged, not so much for the part ho took
in the North-West insurrection, as to avenge the
blood of Brother Thomas Scott-a thing that took
pîlace 15 yeoars ago, and which was condoned by the
First Minister shimself when ho transmitted a large
sum of public moncy to be hanld Riel, in order that this
red-handed murderor, as lion. gentlemen see fit to call him,
might esoape the vengeance of the law, when the blood-
hounds of the law were on his track. I imagined all
along, and I was not rmistaken, that the Governmont would
be justified, not simply because Riel offended the law
in the North-West, but borause ho had a part in what is
called the murder of Thomas Scott ; and the hon. Minister
oflPublic Works referred to that yesterday evening. Dues ,
the hon. Minister not know that he, in lis sworn testimony
in 1874, before a committee of this louse, he declared that
the Government of which le was minember had promised
an amnesty to Riel ? Does he not know that bis own poli-
tical chiot, by whom e has stood for nany long years,
plodged the faith of the Crown that this red-handled mur-
dorer would escape the punislment of his crimes, because
the Conservative Government of Canada saw fit to agree to
extend to hin the royal elemency ? This is a grave and
serious question we are called on to diseuss. It is not to be
discussed by definitions of monamania ; it is not to be
discussed by the production of bogus telograms prepared in
the AMail office and read in the House as genuine docu-
monts; it is not to be discussed in any light or trivial
manner. it is a grave and serious question, because it
irmplies that in the exorcise Of the Executive power
the Governmient ordered the execution of a man without
sufficient justification. I may say that, at the vory outset of'
this discussion, 1, like othors, was surrounded with and em-
barrassed by nany difficulties. We are called on to pro-
nounce upon the admiistration of criminal justice in this
country by the constituted authorities-a thing that I admit
ought not to be lightly done, and which cannot be justified
except in cases of tile first importance and where the peace
and the well-being of the country demand it at the hands
of Parliament. I cannot be denied that such a course has,
been on more than one occasion taken in the Imperial Parlia-
ment. The conduet of grand jurors, the conduct of petit;
jurors, the conduct of ju3ges, and the conduet of criminal
prosecutors, have all undergone discussion, and have been
made the subject of enquiry in the Imperial Parliament.
lere we are called upon to pronounce on the improperi
withholding by the responsible advisers of the Crown of

Mr. WALLAOE (York).

the royal prerogative of mercy on an occasion in which it
is contended the exercise of that prerogative ought not to
have been withheld; and we are called upon to discuss
this important question while a mass of papers necessary to
the clear understanding of the case is withheld by this
Government, who are by this very motion incriminated.
The papers that were found at Batoche, the papers in the

pigeon.holes of the Department of the Interior, the papers
which Riel's counsel declared at the trial to be essential to
the proper preparation of their defence, the reasons and the
arguments why the judge, in the exercise of his power, de-
clined to grant the application made to him by Louis
Riel's counsel, asking a postponemont of the trial for one
month, the charge which the judge delivered to the jury-
all these papers are withheld by the Government from the
consideration of Parliament and of the people. Not only
that, but Parliament is indecently forced linto this discus-
sion-a discussion which involves the question of the mis-
conduct, the mal-administration, the criminal neglect of
this Government in doaling with the grievances and com-
plaints of the half breeds in the North-West Territories; a
discussion which involves the arraigument of this Govern-
ment before their peers, before the people, for high crimes
and high misdemeanors; a discussion which involves the
existence of this Government even in tbis Parliament, and
involves their ultimate defeat, so sure as to.morrow's sua
wili shine, when they appear before the people. This dis-
cussion involves the important question : Who is responsi-
ble for the rebellioin in the North-West ? Who caused that
rebellion ? Who provoked it ? Who were the authors of
it, and who are responsible for the blood that was shed, the
lives that were lost, and the ruin and desolation scattered
among the half-breed homes in the North-West ?
And yet these hon. gentlemen, who contend that this ques-
tion should be discussed honestly and fairly, withhold from
Parliament documents which, I contend, would bring home
the guilt to their very doors. The hon. Minister of
Public Works said last evening that the Government had
nothing to conrceal, that they wished evory fact known to
them should bo known to Parliament and to the people,
that they wished to meet their accusers face to face on the
douor of Parliament, where their accusers could get their
answer, that they had been traduced and abused and villified
and sIandered, but that now, thank God, they had their
accusers face to face, and were prepared to discuss the
question and stand or fall by the result. But how does the
hon. gentleman propose the discussion shall take place? It
appears, when we come to discuss the question, that
although he told us the Government had nothing to
conceal, they have everything to conceal. They dis-
close nothing, Ihey suppress the evidence of their
own criminality, and keep it carefally concealed in the
pigeon-holes of the Departient. Meeting us face to face,
meeting their accusers, their own former friends and collea-
gues in Parliament, face to face, why the Minister of Public
Works knows, and nobody knows it better, that they have
handicapped us in this contest, that they have handicapped
us in the race froin the beginning to the end, and that they
are playing now, as they have alway s played, with loaded
dice. The evidence of their misconduct and of their crimi-
nality they take care to keep in the pigeon-holes of the
Department. And they do more than this. These gallant
and chivalrous gentlemen, those gallant and chivalrous
French gentlemen who did everything above board, who
were willing that their accusers should meet them face to
face and that there should be no inequality, that each party
shouli be upon a footing of perfect equality-what do
they do ? Sir, the Minister who is responsible for this
discussion, as the very first thing he does, moves the
previous question to his own motion, a motion submitted
to Parliament by an unswerving and devoted friend
of the Government, a motion prepared in the interest
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of the Government, and a motion to which the hon.
gentleman has seen fit to move the previous question
to cut off all other amendments, to prevent us on
this side of the House, in the face of Parliament and in the
face of the people of this country, from arraigning, by a
substantive resolution in amendment, the misconduct, the
criminal neglect, the cruel neglect of this Administration in
respect to the claims of the half-breeds in the North.West
Territories. We heard something of that from the member
for Provencher (Mr. Royal). He admitted that the Govern-
ment were wrong, that they had not exactly done their
duty, but if this Government were wrong their predecessors,
he contended, were wrong also, and therefore this Govern-
ment's offences should be condoned. Was any such extra-
ordinary argument as that ever heard ? Assuming, for the
sake of argument, though I deny that it was the case,
though I challenge the proof, though I defy hon. gentlemen
to establish by the recorde, that my hon. friends who then
wielded the destinies of the country did not pay that
attention to the claims of the half-breeds at that time
which those claims demanded,-still, assuming that to be
true for the sake of argument, is that any justification for
the hon. gentlemen on the Treasury benches having for
seven long years resisted the earnest prayers and appeals
and the earnest entreaties of the half-breeds of the
North-West Territories ? Is that any reason why they
should resist the petitions, the remonstrances, the prayers
and the appeals of the right reverend the dignitaries of
the Roman Catholic and the Anglican churches in the
North-West Territories ? Is that any reason why they
should resist the prayers and the supplications of the mis-
sionaries,who have devoted their earnest lives in self-sacrifice
on the altar of their God and their country ? Is that any
reason why these gentlemen should escape the punishment
which they deserve at the hands of an indignant people,
because, forsooth, my hon. friend on my right (Mr. Mills)
might not have dealt with the claims of the half-breeds with
as much promptitude as he ought ? As I have said, I
challenge hon. gentlemen to point to the time or the place
or the instance in which my hon. friend so neglected the
discharge of his important duty ; but, if he was wrong, are
not hcn. gentlemen opposite trebly wrong in neglecting
these claims ? Are they not wrong, further, not only for
being the cause of this rebellion, but for not taking the
proper steps at the proper time to suppress it ? They had
warning after warning, they had entreaty after entreaty
from their own officials in the North-West Territories ;
they were told that Louis Riel was in the North-West;
they were told by their own officials that the half-breeds
were agitating, -that there were serions complaints ; they
were warned that there were breakers ahead ; but they
slumbered until the thunders of the battle awoke thom
from their slumbers, and thon they sent up their force.

Some hon. MEMBE RS. Oh l

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I understand hon. gentlemen
of the other side of the House as weil as any other member
of Parliament does. I know that, when you touch a raw
point, they always yell, and I know that, when I touch the
trutb, I may expect to hear such observations from hon.
gentlemen on the other side. I have said that we are
encountering great difficulties in the discussion of this
question, in the absence of the papers which the Govern-
ment were bound to bring down, which it was their duty
to bring down, and which they admitted their liability to
Parliament to bring down by allowing the motions at the
early part of the Session to pass; and yet there they are,
indifferent, stolid, careles-as they were to the claims of
the half-breed-as to the result, so long as they can main-
tain themselves in place and power upon the Treasury
benches. With these difficulties staring me in the face,
I do not propose to diseuse at any length the grievances

IL

and wrongs of the half-breed, the misconduct of the
Administration, the neglect of the Administration in that
respect, the cause why Louis Riel appeared on the
scene, or the causes of the rebellion, but I shall limit my
observations to certain questions which are suggested by
the report which has been brought down, imperfect, defotive
and all as that report is. I propose, by means of that report
and by one or two other facts which I shall lay before the
House, to justify the vote I am about to give. I propose to
prove from this report that the evidence is strained and the
law entirely misread in order to secure a conviction and in
order to justify the execution of Louis Riel. I propose to
prove, by the sworn testimony submitted at the trial and
by the facts which I shall submit to Parliament, that Louis
Riel was executed not to vindicate the law, not to maintain
the majesty of the law, but I propose to prove that Louis
Riel was executed contrary to law, contrary to the plainest
principles of British law and British justice, and in obedience
to a power that is not responsible to Parliament. Now, I
am not going to argue, nor do I propose to discuss the
constitutionality of the court which tried Louis Riel.
That bas passed beyond the region of discussion.
Hon. gentlemen, and among others the Minister
of Public Works, who ought to have known better,
because he was at one time in the practice of the
profession and a prominent lawyer, should know that the
judgment of the Supreme Court of the realm, which he
read to the House, had nothing te do with this discussion.
There was no discussion before the Supreme Court of the
realm as to the justice of this verdict or of this sentence.
The only question which the Lords of the Judicial Commit-
tee of the Privy Council had to decide was the question
whether or not the court was constitutional. As the Judicial
Committee having so decided, I do not propose to diseuse
that question. I propose, however, to discuss the question
of the fairness of Louis Riel's trial, and I say, at the outset,that
in my humble judgment, after giving this matter the most
careful consideration, I have come to the conclusion that
the scantiest possible measure of justice was meted out to
Louis Riel in the trial of that case. And I go beyond that
-it was not the kind of justice which we are aocustomed
te in the administration of the criminal law in the Province
of Ontario or in the British Empire. It is a principle well
recognised in the administration of criminal justice, and
especially in cases of capital felony, that a prisoner shall
have fair play, that ho shall have a fair trial, and that, if
his counsel makes an application to postpone the trial,
ample time shall be given to him to prepare for his trial,
and that no obstacles shall be thrown in the way of a full
and a free and a fair investigation of every fact
that tends to build up the defence of the prisoner.
Now, Sir, let us look at this case for a moment. I am
appealing, I hope, to common-sense men, many of whom
are laymen and some of whom are lawyers. The information
in this case was laid in the city of Hamilton by an ex-chief
of lice, on the 6th of July, 1885. The trial commenced
at pegina on the 20th day of the. same month, and up to
that moment Riel did not know the nature of the charge
preforred against him, and his counsel were not made aware
of the nature of the charge nor of the line of action that the
Crown was supposed to take with reference to those
charges. We must recollect, Sir, this fact, that in trials in
the North-West Territories there are no grand juries. This
trial took place without the safeguards and without the pro.
tection that surround a preliminary investigation before a
justice of the poace. There was no investigation before a
grand jury, and there was no bill of indictment. Upon
the evidence and the sworn information of Mr. Stewart,
Louis Riel was placed upon his trial. There was nothing
to inform him, or to inform his counsel, of the nature of
those charges until the iniormation was laid. We know
that in the public press it was discussed before the trial,
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late 7th February, 1884. A letter from Father 1Iwiil now say what I have te say in answer to the application made.
to Capt. Deville, ut date, 19th January, 1884. A As te the application for postponemant which le asked for, thüseewho

bitants of St. Louis-de-Langevin, forwarded toepresent the Crown think it their duty te oppose it aitogether."
d, about the 19th November, 1883. A letter from:
oner, Mr. Pierce, dated, 14th September, 1883. Does any man tell me that Christopher Robinson, a dis.
ers Leduc and Maloney, addressed to the tinguished lawyer and an eminent Christian, would take
n, acting Minister of the fiterior. A petition euuh n at'utsli'e of conduatas te declare, on behaif cf the
ince Albert, in the North-West Territories, for-
inter of 1883 and 1883, and signed by a large Crown t
s. A petition from St. Autoine de-Padoue, ad- ('rown wotid net give this man an hour te prepare for ha
Macdonald, as Miuister of the Interior, of date defence, uuless ho had been instructed mo te do by the hon.

882. A petition from Gabriel Dumont and others,
r, 1884, adiessed to the Right Hon. Sir John gentlemen opposite. Mr. Robinson says
ister of the Interior. A petition presented by the
o the Lieutenant-Governor in Oouncil, in the Witi regard te another application which my learned friende say
A petition presented by the inhabitants of Prince they wili thinkut right te make, or they do iake now, an application

r of the Interior. A letter from Land Agent for an order for the production of ail corres ondence which was found
of November, 1878, addressed to the Minister of un possession ofthe prisoners at Batoche, alfthat I eau say je that we

ion by the French Canadians and haif-breeds of regard those documents as State documents, that many of them neces-
ed by Mr. Laird to the Government of the Domin- sariiy implicate others, and that we, in the discharge cf our duty,
solution passed by the settlers of St. Laurent, of ehouldfeel it necesQary te refuse te any pereon, acting for the prisoner,
878, forwarded to the Governumentof the Dominion an inspection of anythtng which can be in the nature cf treasonable
on presented by the Qu'Appelle half-breeds incerrespondence, or vhich could implicate others in any manner which
,1881, to Bir John A. Maedonald, as Minister of it 19 11 the public intereet, andin the interest cf Society, te see prcperly
ution of the Council of the North-West Territories punuehed."
Kust, 1878.. Those were papers that belonged te Louis Riel. They
n to believe, and do verily believe, and I am in-
hority, that ail of the afore.nentioned documentswerisession; they were seized by the Geveru-
to the Government of Canada, and are now in the ment at Batoche. His counsel at bis trial declared that
rious Departnents, and can be procured by the the production cf those documents was neoessary for his de-68. fonen btteovrmntrfsdt rduete eave-named witnesses are material and essential to eu
d will prove that the agitation in the North-West they ccntained some treasonablo correspondonce. Troasen-
titutional and for the rights of the people in said able cerrespondence with whom? Louis Riel did net object

said witnesses being heard in court, I cannot te produce ther. HO was anxious that they shouid ho pro.
ce to the present charge and will be deprived of ducd in order that the Werld might know the justification

the haif breeda cf the iNo rth *West had for resortuug te phy-

ffLdavit, there is an affidavit from one of sical force te secure what could n e hoeured by argu.
411 aragaphof Wich wil red - monts, pressure, prayers or entreaties. Louis Riel did net

th robjet t the production of the treonable corrospendence.
intended to be proved by such witnesses, are thatjIs the stery truenew that w told byaformrceleague cf
l years was insane, ana> had to be confi!ed in ag n aaamp t m0
e Province of Quebec, and would get derangeedi
es under which the accused left his home in ion- the DopartmeDts cf this Govrument? Are they afraid tht
( Hluron>.
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some of their own friends will be implicated; that some of
the Ministers of the Crown may be implicated ? Wby did
the Government refuse to produce the documents at the
instigation of the man who owned the papers, and of bis
counsel, who said they were necessary to the case; why did
the Government stop in and say the papers should not be
produced because they contained correspondence of a treason-
able character ? Louis Riel was put on bis trial on 21st
July, and an application for a postpoiement was made
backed up by affidavits unusually strong. These, it appears,
were sustained by arguments of counsel, although I.did rot
get them in the blue books of Parliament, but from the
press, which is more enterprising than hon. gentlemen
opposite. The arguments of counsel were unusually strong;
and yet an adjournment was refused. The Crown was
represented by two of our ablest lawyers, and after a keen
forensic display the application was peremptorily refused
and the counsel of the p:isoner were compelled to go on
with the trial. Yet the Minister of Public Works tells Par-
liament and the country that this man bad fair play and
all the time he wanted, and all the money he required to
bring his witnesses. I say again that such a course of pro.
ceeding is, in my judgment, wholly unprecedented in crim-
inal cases, and wholly unjustifiable from all the facts we
know. What is the first question the judge, when presiding
on the bench, asks the prisoner; it is "Are you rcady for
your trial ?" Is it a delusion, a snare, a fraud ? No; it
means something. It means, if the man is not ready for
trial, the humane criminal administration of justice in this
country will give him the necessary time to make prepara-
tions for bis defence. In the commonest cases of felony
and misdemeanor, cases not involving the life of a man,
upon application for the postponoment of a trial being
made, backed up by affidavits not half as strong as those
affidavits, is granted as a matter of course, in order that the
prisoner shall have fair play and that justice may be meted
out to him. I say the action of the Crown in this case, the
ruling of the Court in this case, both of which I charge to
hon. gentlemen opposite, were wholly unjustified by the
circumstances of the case, and wholly unwarranted upon
the affidavits produced. The law is unmistakably clear.
I want to make this point clear to the House, because 1
attach importance to it. The Government did not moto out
ustice and fair play to Riel, the criminal, if he was a
,riminal.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. CAMERON (l uron). I say there are greater crimi-

nals that remain untried to this hour. On the question
of the postponement of the trial we are not left without
authority in the records of the law courts. Chitty,
in his work on Criminal Law, second edition, page 491 (and
I want to give hon.gentlemen opposite all the information,
as I usually do, giving the book and page where it can be
found) lays it down that:

" And it bas been laid down that no crime is so great and no proceed-
ings so instantaneous, but the trial may be put off, if different reasons
are adduced to support the applicationp

Mr. Archibald, in his work on Criminal Law, page 166,
says:

" Where a material witness, upon being examined, appears to have
no sense of the obligation of an oath or of a future state of retribution,
Bo that he cannot legally be sworn, the court may put off the trial, even
sn a capita case, and order him to be in the meautime instructed by a
clergyman, with principles of moral obligation, and a trial in a civil
case may be put off for want of documentary evidence (Lord Mansfield
laye it down i- The King vs. D'Eon that in this respect there is no differ-
ence between an application in a civil and criminal caEe)

"But (the text writer says) the most moral ground for the delay is
the absence of a nateral witness, which, if properly verified, will be
sufficient, on an indictment for treason felony or misdemeanor at the
instance of the defendant, though the prosecution is carried on at the
public expense."

In this case a man is charged with the highest crime
known to the law, and asks the production of certain do-

1 cuments necessary to bis defence, but is refused and he is|also refused a postponement for more than a week, and now
the Government refuse to allow Parliament to see the do-
cuments in order that it may be able to form an opinion as
to whether the Government acted rightiy or wrougly.
Such is the opinion of text writers. Let me refer the
House to one or two cases that have occurred in the courts
of the Mother Country. You will recollect, Mr. Speaker,
that on 15th Mav 1811, Bellingham was indicted for the
murder of Mr. Percival. An application was uade by
Bollingham's counsel to postpone the trial to secure evi-
denco to establish the prisoner's insanity. Sir Vicary
Gibb4, the Attorney-General, resisted the application. Lord
Mansfield, who was anything but a lenient Judge, who was
in fact lknown as a hanging judge, ovor ruled the applica.
tion ; yet the conduct of Attorney-General Gibbs in
opposing, and of Lord Mansfield in refusing the
application, was deemed, within twolve months after the
execution of Becllingham, a disgrace to the administration
of justice. Take another case which occurred many years
later, whon the administration of criminal law became
more humane. The Louse will resollect that a generation
later McNaughton was tried for the murder of Mr.
Drummond, before the Lord Chief Baon. Prisoner's
counsel applied to postpone the trial on account of
the absence of a material witness. And the Chief
Baron presiding at the court assented to the roposi-
tion, without an affidavit at all being made, but on
the baro statement of counsel that the trial should be
postponed until the next sitting of the court, and an op-
portunity given to the prisoner to defend himself, which
ho did ruccessfully. You will recollet further, Sir, that in
the case of The King against D'Eun, 1 Blackstone's Reports,
page 510, the law is very fully discussed, and the grounds
upon which an application to postpone a trial was usually
granted. Those grounds have prevailed from that day to
this, although, of course, in later timos a more humano
administration of the law bas prevailed. The application
was based upon the ground that two witn, sses, subjects of
the King of France, wore absent in Franco and tho applica-
tion was that the trial should be postponod until they re-
turned to the country. The application was refused, but on
the sole ground that tho two witnesses in question were
subjects of a foreign power, living in a foreigti country, and
that there was no probability of their ever coming to Eng-
land. The judge in dolivering judgment used language
which I shall quote, as I think it should go before the Purlia-
ment of Canada and the people of this country.

" Informations ex oflcio are personally the King's prosecutions. No
man is there to be considered in the light of a pronoter or private prose-
cutor. No crime is so great, no proceeding so instantaneous, but that
upon sufficient grounds the trial may be put off. Mr. Radcliffe's case
did not proceed upon the instantaneous nature of the trial. If the usual
form of the affidavit is observed and there la no special ground of
suspicion the rule goes of course."

Well, Sir, in this case the application did not succeed.
The Court ruled, that this man should have one
week-not ton days as stated by my hon. friend from
Bellechasse; in one week, this man who was upon trial for
bis life, before a jury of six men-aliens to him in race and
in religion, men who had no sympathy with the half-breeds
of the North-West -this man on his trial before a court so
constituted, a jury so chosen, asks for a little time toprepare
for bis defence, and the ruling of the Court was that the
trial should peremptorily proceed within one week after the
application was made. Why was that application refused ?
Why was not Riel given an opportunity of preparing for
his defence ? Wby not give him a month for such a purpose,
if a month was deemed necessary by himselfuand lis counsel ?
Why not give him an opportunity to produce all those
papers which ho and bis counsel declared were necessary
for a full and fair investigation of the circumstances of the
rebellion, and an explanation of the unfortunate position in
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which the prisoner and others had placed themselves ? I
say, Sir, that this trial was indecently-I use the
word profoundly impressed with the gravity of the
occasion-was indecently hurried on, and he was not given
that opportunity. What was the Governmcnt tifraid of ?
Were they afraid to produce the papers which were found
at Batoche ? Were they afraid to produce the documents
which had been moulding for .even lor'g years in tho
Department of the Interior ? Were they afraid to produce
the letter which the Secretary of State, who posed last year
as the friend of the half-breeds, wrote to the Frenchmen of
Fall River, Mass., declaring, in substance, that the half-
breeds had no grievances, that they had made no complaints,
or if they had, why had they not sent in petitions. Were
the Governmont afraid to present these petitions, signed by
laymon, by bishops, and by clergymen of both the Catholic
and Anglican churches ? Were they afraid that these docu-
ments should be brought into the broad light of the day ?.
Were they afraid to produce tho.-e papers which the Secre-
tary of State never heard of, and which the Minister of the
Interior only lately heard of, though they were lyiDg in
the pigeon holes of his own Department ? In so far as I
am concerned, with every desire to consider this matter dis-
passionately, 1 have come to the conclusion reluctantly-I
have come to the conclusion, that in this respect at ail
events fair play and justice was not meted out to
Louis Riel. I am prepared to go further ; I am pre-
pared to support this motion on another ground. I
say that not only did the Government improperly
refuse to postpone the trial through their counsel,
but*that every obstruction that could be thrown in the way
of the defence was thrown in the way of the defence ut
the trial at Regina. The Government refuscd to produce
the papers found at Batoche; they refused to produce those
papers lying in the pigeon holes of the Department, showing
the grievances of the half-broeds. They refused to produce
the material which Riel and bis counsel declared to be
absolutely necessary in order that thoy might be enabled to
formulate their defence properly. The Government not
only did that but they objected to the reception of any evi-
dence at the trial to show that the half-breeds had grievances
remaining unredressed for seven long years. You will find
in the evidence of that venerable Missionairy of the Cross,
Father André, the following:-

" Q. Did you yourself communicate with the Dominion Government?
-A. At what time ?

"Q. I mean in regard to the rights and claims of the half-breeds ?
-A. Yes, I communicated.

"Q. At what time? A. I am not sure at what time. In 1882 I did
communicate.

"Q. Since that have you communicated ?-A. Not directly.
"Q How did you communicte?-A. I communicated directly in re-

gard to Riel.
"«Q. Can you tell me in what manner yoa communicated?-A I

communicated in December, when Riel said he wanted to go out of the
country because of the agitation that was existing in the country.

"Q. bid you communicate after that ?-A. No; I communicated
after the rebellion.

" Q. With whom? A. With the Minister of Public Works.
"Q. Sir Hector Langevin ?-A. Yes; asking help for those who were

ln distress.
" What were the claims of the half-breeds ?-A. Since when ? You

muat distinguish.
" Q. From 1884 to the time of the rebellion ?-A. Since the arrivai of

the prisoner in the country ?
" Q. Yes -A. It would be difficult to tell that. They changed from

time to time since the arrivai of the prisoner.
" Q. Finally after these petitions and resolutions had been adopted

at the public meetings and sent to the Government, was there a change
in the atate of things that existed then ?-A. The silence of the Gov-
ernment produced great dissatisfaction iu the minds of lhe peopie.'

" Q. To-day are the peonle in a better position than they were betore
in regard to the rights they claim ?-A. They have not yet received the
patents lor their lands on the 8outh Saskatchewan."

Then Mr. Osier, counsel for the Crown, instructed by
the Government, said:

"I muSt object to this class of questions being introduced. My
learned friends have opened a case of treason jusnfied only by the in-

Mr. CAMERON (iuron).

sanity of the prisoner, and they are now seeking to j stify armed.rebel-
lion for the redress of their grievances. These two defences are incon-
uistent, one is no justification at all. We are willing to allow all pos-
sible latitude but they have gone as far as I feel they shonld go. We
have allowed them to describe documents which they have not pro-
duced, and answers in writing so that they might not be embarrassed
and that the outline of the position might b3 fairly given to the
jury, but it is fnot evi ?ence, and if my learned friend is going into it in
detail, I think it is objectionabl.

"IHis Honor Mr. Justice Richardson.-Suppoiing they are going to
produce these writings ?

"I Mr. Osler.-They could not be evidence, they would not be evi-
dence in justification. That is admitted. it cannot be oossible for my
learned friend to open the case on one defence and go to the jury
indirectly upon another. Of course it is not really any detence in law and
should not be gone into with any greater particularity. If this is given
in evidence we will have to answer it in many particulars, and thon
there would be the question of justifying the policy of the Government.

" His Honor Mr. Justice Richabrdson.-It would be trying the
Government.

" Mr. Osler.-It is as it were a counter claim against the Govern-
ment, and that is not open to any person on a trial for high treason. We
have no desire to unduly limit m7 learned friend, but I cannot consent
to try such an issue as that here.

There you see that the very moment the counsel for the
prisoner proceeded to examine the witnesses touching the
justification, touching these grievances of the half.breeds,
touching the provocation, touching the misconduct and
the maladministration of the Government, they are
stopped ; they can go no further ; and for that reason,
I say the defence was obstructed. I do not argue-I do
not not need to argue-that the half-breeds were justified
in the eye of the law, in the strict letter of
the law, in resorting to arms. But I do mean
to say this, that if the rebellion was provoked
by the misconduct and maladministration of this
Govern ment, as I honestly believe it was, thon every fact
connected with that rebellion, every fact which would tend
to show what the cause of that rebellion really was, ought
to have been submitted to the jury and the court, not as a
justification, perbaps, but in order, if possible to mitigate
the severity of the punishment which invariably follows a
conviction for armed insurrection, and in order to offer
some reasonable basis on which, the recommendation of the
jury to mercy might have been justified. Not only had the
counsel for the prisoner to encounter these difficulties, but
they had others to encounter. It was stated at the trial,
and il cannot be contradicted, that many of the witnesses
suhpœnaed by the prisoner were also susponaed by the
Crown and thoso witnesses were warned to hold no commu-
nication with the counset for the defence. Mr. Green-
shields in open court-and this ils not in the report of the
trial-made this statement :

" The moment we approach them to speak to them they stand back
as though we were tainted with theplagne, and say: 'We are inetructed
to have no conversation with the defence.' Our endeavors to obtain
information have been frustrated by the counsel for the prosecution or
some one for the Government who have instructed every person not to
recognise the counsel for the defence. The names of many of them
were the names given by the prisoner as witnesses for the defence, but
we were unable to see them, or to have any conversation with them, for
what cause we do not know, but they said they were instructed not to
have any conversation with us."
That is not denied by the counsel for the Crown, who made
use of the following language in answer to the complaint
made by Mr. Greenshields:

t My learned friend made nome very strong and very inflammatory
remarks about the treatment which he received from certain witneuses,
whom he alleged were witnesses for the Crown. Ail that I can say ia that
if the counsel desire to interview a witn es subpænaed on the other aide,
they must always take their chances as to the reception they meet from
those witnesses. That is a matter in their owa judgment and in their
own discretion about which they have no right to complain."

Now, after the statement we heard from the Minister of Pub-
lie Works that the Government did everything they possibly
could to make this a fair trial, it was a scandalous thing for
the employés of the Government-not the counsel, for they
would not be guilty of such a Xhing-to notify those Wit-
nesses subpæenaed by the prisoner and by the Crown to hold
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no communication wbatever with the prisoner's counsel.
Who gave the warning ? Who is responsible for it ? Will
the Government tell? Whoever gave that warning, it was
wholly unjustifiable, wholly improper, disgraceful in the
extreme; and that. in itself, convinces me that this man had
not a fair trial. There is another roason why I propose to
vote for the motion of the Government on this occasion-I
mean the motion to censure the Government for the execu-
tion of Louis Riel. The evidence given at the trial, and
the documentary evidence produced there, lead my mind to
but one conclusion-that Louis Riel surrendered upon the
clear understanding that ho was to receive protection, and
that his life would be spared, that understanding being
conveyed to bim hy those entrusted with the management
of affairs in the North-West. If that was so, to execute a
man after a surrender so made, is, in my humble judgment,
nothing more and nothing less than a judicial murder. Let
us see how this theory is borne out by the facts. The gen.
oral in command swore to the following statement at the
trial:-

"On the 15th Louis Riel was brought in by two scoute, Sourie and
Armptrong, and brought to my tent, and when he entered the tent, he
produced a paper which I had sent to him, saying if he surrendered I
would protect him till bis case was decided by the Canadian Govern-
ment."

Now, Sir, if General Middleton's story is correct, that ho
was to be protected till the Canadian Government decided
bis case, all I can say is that Louis Riel was laboring under
delusions on more subjects that one. Why should Louis
Riel have surrerdered ? I ask vou, Mr. Speaker, or any
man of common sense, if the General in command held
out only an assurance that ho would be protected until
the Government decided his case ? Why, Sir, we all know
that the road to Dakota over the broad prairies of the west
was as open to Louis Riel as it was to Gabriel Dumont and
Michel Dumas, both of whom escaped the vengeance of the
law ; and why did Louis Riel remain in the country, and
surrender? If ho had seen fit not to remain, all the power
and forces General Middleton had at his command could
have no more arrested him than they did Gabriel Dumont
and Michel Dumas. The fact that Louis Riel remained in
the country and surrendered is consistent only with one of
two theorieq-either that ho believed that upon his sur-
render to the General in command ho would not be executed.
or that Louis Riel was as mad as a March bare; and on
either theorv I believe that Louis Riel should not have been
executed. Now, let us seo how the General's statement is
borne out by the sworn testimony given at the trial. On
the 12th of May-and I extract from the book submitted to
Parliament-Louis Riel sent the following message to Gen-
oral Middleton at Batoche:-

" If you massacre our families, we are going to massacre the Indian
agent and other prisoners.

"Louis DÂvm RIEL, per y. W. Astley, bearer."

On the same day the Goneral sent tho following to Louis
Riel.-

"I am anxious to avoid killing women and children, and bave done
My best to avoid doing so. Put your women and ehildren in one place,
and let us know where it is, and no shot shall be fired on tbem. I
trust to your honor not to put men with them.

" FRED. MIDDLETON, commander North-West Field Forces."

On the same day Louis Riel sent, by the same messenger,
the following communication to the General in command :
," Your prompt answer to my note shdws that I was right in mention-
ng to you the cause of humanity. We will gather our families in one

place, and as soon as it is done, we will let yon know.
"1Louis DàAvnD RieL."

At this stage of the proceedings a person of the name of J.
W. Astley appeared on the scene of action. He was called
as a witness at the Regina trial. Let us see how his evi-
donce supporte the theory on which I have started, or

how far it corroborates the statement of the General in
command. J. W. Astley was exarmined as follows:-

" Are those words the words he wrote unon the envelope ? A. Yes,
he took the note out of my hands and wrote those words on the outilde
in my presence. He ordered the men who bad left the rifle pits to go
back again and they went back along with me ; I continued on, went to
the General and gave him the note. j did not call bis attention to the
memorandum on the outaide of the note till nigbt bue. I asked him
how the fire began and he said that the Sioux started it, but that if Riel
would get his men to stop firing that he would order his men to remain
where they were and they would Dot advance any further. There was
not time to write a letter and I went back and it took a long time to
find Riel."

There is one point that cannot fail to strike the mind here.
Why should this corespondence have been carried on at all
if there was not some expectation on the part of General
Middleton that Riel would surrender? It is only consistent
with the theory that the General was seeking to bring
about a cessation of hostilities, in which effort I think ho
was to be commended, and in order to do that the surrender
of Riel was invited. Astley further says:

''I went among the women and the children and I found him. The
firing was getting warm. I told him what the General had said, that if
he would order his men te stop the firing he would do the Fame, and
that he could come with me personally to the General. He hesitateà
for a time. At last I said :'There are not many minutes to waste if
you want to ecall the council tugether; call them and let me address
them' At last the prisoner said: 'It is not necessary to call the
council.' He said he would do as I wished. I said you scknowledge
you have the power to do as I wish withont the council. He said, yes.
Isaid for him to give the order to stop firing. He said : You know the
men I have. I cannot go among these men and tell them to stop
firing. He said: You know that. I told him I would go back and
explain how everything stood, and see if it was possible for the General
to stop his men at a certain position if he was willing to do as I wisbed
be was.

Q. That is, willing to surrender?-A. Yes. I went back and told
the General what he said. Re raid that he could not accept It as a
sur render unless Riel ceased firing. I knew he could not get his men to
cease firing. I went back to try and keep the troops f:om getting at the
women and children. I got the General to send a note to Riel offering
the same terms as I had offred-that is, that he should be kept 2afe tili
he had a fair trial."

It appears that on the 13th May, 1885, General Middleton
wrote a letter to Louis Riel, a letter which does not appear
among the papers. What became of it, I do not know;
but, at all events, we have the evidence of J. W. Astley of
what took place just before Riel surrendered, and of the
assurance ho gave Riel. Let us see what they were:

" Q. Did he speak to you of bis personal safety?-A. fHe bad a very
little to say about the half-breeds, as far as regards himself seemed the
principal object."

" Q What did he ask you in regard te himself?-A. If I would ex-
plain what risk he ran personally himself. He said to me that we knew
that he never carried a rifle, of course at the same time we had seen
him carry a rifle on one occasion. I told him he ran no danger as I
could look at it. He suggested that I should broach the subject of the
church to the General, and it would give him a chance te broach the
subject when he came to be interviewed by the General. He would say
that he was neot te blame, that the council was toblame."

Observe the evidence of J. W. Astley, a witness called by
the Crown. le tells us that at the closing interview with
Riel, before Riel surrendered, ho told Rief that he ran no
danger as far as ho could see. Astley was the man who
carried the messages from the General to Louis Riel and
from Riel to the Genoeral; ho was the go-between, and freeh
from an interview with the General on the subject ho
assured Riel, a few minutes before the latter surrendered,
that if ho surrendered "there would be no risk as far as I
could see it." On the strength of that assurance, Louis
Riel surrendered, and sent the following note to General
Middleton :-

GENBIAL,-I have received only to-day yours of the 13th instant. My
council are dispersed, I wish you wouild let them quiet and free. I bar
that presently you are absent. Would I go to Batoche, who is going to
receive me ? I will go te fulfil God's will.

Louis " Divîn" BIUL,
Exz oed.

15th Kay, 188S.

Therefore, I say, with every confidence in the soundness of
my argument, that the documentary evidence produced
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and the evidence of J. W. Astley establish clearly the fact trial realised, when the evidence was offered and rejeeted
that Louis Riel surreridered to Gen. Middleton upon the to show that the half-breeds of the North-West Territories
asurance that he would be perfectly safe. To execute a man were improperly used, that, if that evidence was received,
in the face of that solemn declaration of one of the Crown the Government of this country would be arraigned for
witnesses appears to my mind to be nothing else than their misconduet and that the conviction of Louis Riel
a judicial murder. That is not a']. This view of the matter would be equivalent to an acquittal ofthis Government. The
is still further confirmed by an article which appeared in Government further fully realised, and nobody better than
the Mail, the organ of hon. gentlemen opposite, on the Minister of Public Works, that the acquittal of Louis
the 14th April, 1885, a month before Riel surrendered,- Riel would be tantamount, in the estimation of thinking and
and I bave no doubt the paper must havo reached him in the reasonable men, and of the great body of electors of this
ordinary course of the mail shortly before he surrendered, country to a condemnation of this Government; and so, to
and that he read the article. The article was a clear expo- save their own necks, they executed Louis Riel. It was a
sition of the policy of the Administration upon this question. harsh, an unheard of and an unjustifiable proteeding. in
It was a direct invitation to the half-breeds and to Louis modern days, particularly in a case of high treason, to
Riel to surrender, and held out the promise that if they did, execute a man who was recommended to the mercy of the
no more blood would be spilt upon the field of battle or the Crown by the jury which tried him. Lt was a proceeding
scaffold. The Maitsaid: which was unwarranted by what was disclosed at the trial

" The news from the West this morning is not sensational at aIl. 0f at Regina, and which was unwarranted by any subsequent
course it must be obvious that men do not take up arms and fight and proceedings that I am aware of. Itwas a thing unparalleled
kill and risk being hanged and shot, like Riel and his followers, inthehistoryoftheUnited'Statesof Americaorofthe British
without at least a conviction that they have grýevances."',Empire for the last 50 years. I shall refer to a few cases upon
I would advise the hon. the Mintister of Public Works to this subject. It is true that what were called the Cato street
re-construct the Mail newspaper. It gives the clearest conspirators, Thistlewood, Inge, Brent, Davidson and Tidd
possible evidence of the criminality and mismanagement of were executed in 1820 for high treason, but neither of those
hon. gentlemen opposite: were recommended to the mercy of the Crown, as you will

" These grievances will have to be head soie day, and the sooner find by a reference to the trial, and neither received mercy
the publie understands the better. at the hands of the Crown Of the Nottingham rioters,

" An unreasoning cry for blood and revenge would be misfortune. who were tried in 1817 for high treason, 20 were convicted;
Fighting for the mere sake of fighîing, or for revenge, is a poor busiLess,
and our peuple will be best pleased with a bt od1ete, if LuccsEful, cam- the sentence of death 'was passed upon them all, and three
paig. who were ringleaders were executed, but those ringleaders

"The idea that Riel wiil run away as on a former occasion, is one | were con victed without the jury recommending them to
tliat ia useful to keep the ludimns aquet; but it la not une on 'wich a
miltarypolicy can e framed If li el ird to figt lie wil hd so. If the mercy of the Crown. The remaining 17 werc recnm-
hb offers Lo submit no doubt wisdom will guide the delibexatious of mended to the mercy of the Crown, and received that
those who wili have charge of the negotiations, Generai Middleton, no mercy at the bands of the Imperial Government. Of the
doubt, bas large powers, and is continually in communication with the Monmouth rebellion in 1839, the ringleaders were arrested
sathoritieo at ottawa."?Mnot eelo n13) h igedr eearse

and tried, John Frost was convicted, John Frost was sen-
True, and I have shown you that General Middleton had tenced to death, John Frost was recommended to mercy by
opened negotiations with Riel, through J. W. Astley, a the jury that tried him, and John Frost received
friend of the Government in the North-West Territories at the hands of his sovereign the mercy and the
I have shown you that J. W. Astley informed Riel that he clemency of the Crown. Zephaniah Williams and
would be perfectly safe if he surrendered. In view of al William Joues were tried in 1840 for high treason in the
these facts, the execution of Riel appears to me to have same outbreak; they were found guilty, sentenced to
been wholly unjustified. I go a stop further, and I ask the drn'h, recommended to mercy by the same jury that found
hon. Minister of Pubi, Works, as the hon. the First Min- them guilty, and a humane Government, not actuated by
ister is not in his place, if he can point me to a single case pressure from without by an unseen and irresponsible
in the history of England, within the last hundred years, power, carried out the recommendation of the jury and
where a political oeffender, who surrendered himeolf to the their sentences were commuted. Charles Walters, John
Government, was executed. I defy him to point me to a Lovell, Richard Benfield, John Rees, and Jenkin Morgan
single case in the history of Eogland, or any other civilised were convicted in 1840, were sentenced to death and the
country, in which, within the last hundred years, a political sentences of all were commuted. In 1848, Meagher, the
offender, surrendering conditionally or unconditionally, was Irish rebel, was tried, convicted, sentenced to death, and
executed by the Government. The hon. gentleman can bis sentence commuted. In the same year Wm. Smith
fiod no such case. It remained for this Government, O'Brien was tried for high treason, convicted, sentenoed to
whioh deceived, and misled and used harsbly the death, recommended to mercy, and the mercy of the Crown
half-breeds of the North-West, to set an exam- was extended to him. Unfortunately, .in this case, the jury
ple of bad faith and ministerial atrocity, that did not state the grounds upon which they recommended
appears to me to be unparalleled in the history Of civii- the prisoner to the clemency of the Crown, they were not
sation. You may find a precedent in the case of Thebaw, asked to do se at the trial and they did not do so. But we
the late King of Burmah, or fis Majesty the King of Daho. have evidence from the organs of the Government of the
mey or some other foreign potentate of that description, but reason why three of these jirors did recommend Louisyon will find no example of such conduct lu the history of Riel to the mercy of the Sovereign. The correspondent of
the British Empire. There is another ground upon which the Mail newspaper, writing from Regina on the Monday
I propose to justify the vote I am about to give. The jury after the trial, makes use of the following language:-
who tried Louis Riel and convicted him recommended him ,"I 85w three of the juror, who told me that in their opinion Riel
to the mercy of the Crowu. That recommendation must shouldnotabehang ed, as they think that, while he isrfot abalutly
have been based upon one of two grounds, or perhaps two. insane in the ordinary accepted meaning of the word, he is a very
Either that the rebellion in the North-West was provoked, decided crank."
caused, and incited by the maladministration, misconduct And the Mail newspaper itself, commenting on that, says:
and criminal neglect of this incompetent Administration, or
that Riel was not responsible for his action. The Govern. "They (the jury) themselves say that by their recommendation to

merev they meant that the Crown should spare the wretched man'sment disregarded that recommedation, they realised, aslife, as in their opinion he is not wholly sane. They are satisfied that
the counsel for the Crown and judge presiding at the he knows the difference between right and wrong, but believed him to

Mr. CAxiRoN (Uuron).
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be subject to delusions which warp his moral sonne. Thisis thoir inter- honestly arrived at the conclusion which I am about to
pretagon as given to our correspondent at Regina, and they must be affirm by my vote. There is a popular misapprehension as

0upposed to know their own minds.to the rule that ought to prevail in criminal cases when
This is what the Mail itself says. Its special correspondent, insanity has been set up as a dofence. The popular opinion
interviewed threeojurymen and declared that they did not is that if a man is able to distinguish right from wrong
think Riel was quiteresponsible. Anotherjuryman,Ithink, he is held responsible for violation of [aw. I àay, Mr.
over his own signature, stated that lie recr mmended Louis Speaker, that that is an entire misapprehension of the law.
Riel to mercy becanse the half-breeds were provoked to re- A man may bo able to distinguish right from wrong,
bellion by the maladministration and misconduct of the Gov- a man may be perfectly rational upon every subject
ernment. If it were based upon the ground of insanity, then but one, and if ho commits an offence within the soope and
there was a double reason why the clemency of the Çrown limit of that subject, thon in the eye of the law ho is not
should have interfered. First, there was the ground of the responsible. Now, I observe that the Minister of Public
misconduct ofthe Government which provoked therebellion, Works has fallen into this orror in discussing this question.
and, secondly, there was the ground of the man's irresponsi- I say there is no excuse for him, and there is no excuse for
bility. Another juryman, who wqs an Englishman and a Pro. the Minister of Justice if they have fallen into that error.
testant, as they were all Protestants on the jury at the trial, It is an error into which it appears to me the medical com-
made use of the following language :mission sent up to investigate the mental condition of

"The unanimous desire of the jury in recommending the accused to Louis Riel have also fallon ; because I observe that after
the clemency of the Crown, was that lie be not put to death." they pronounced that le was sufforing under two delusions,
I ask again: Were the Government aware of these facts? they say ho was perfectly responsible. I say it is not a
I say they were. They take the Mail newspaper, they read proper rendoring of the law, 1 say it is not the law of the
it diligently, most of them swear by it, and, being aware of land. If it can he shown that a man is suffering under a
these facts, I say they ought not to have allowed the sen- mental hallucination or delusion, and he commits an offence
tence to be carried into execution. I saw that a newspaper within the scope of that delusion, I say that the merciful
published in Montreal, which used to support the Govern- provisions of the British and Canadian law exempt him
ment, but which I believe is not quite in harmony with from responsibility; and I am going to fortify that posi-
them now, challenged the Government the other day to tion with the authority of writers on the subject and with
deny if they dared the following allegation:- decisions in tho courts of England. Wharton and Stille in

" But, it will be asked did Sir John and his Government know of thi thoir work pon Medical Jurisprudence, volume 1, page 122,
desire, tis object of the jury in recommending Riel to mercy. We lay down tho following Iaw :-
answer and say yes. Sir John and his Orange c-ew knew ail about it, "That th1 'right and the wrong' test 10s not cover ail the cases of
and their knowledge was obtained directly from the jury itself. We are legitimate insane irresponsibiuuty. Medical observation, based on an
in a position to prove that after the trial of Riel was concluded and the induction which each year mkes at once more extended in its materials
verdict rendered, the jury took special measures to carry to the Govern- and more absolute in its results, tells us that there are persons unques-
ment at Ottawa the real and exact sense and meaning of their verdict, tionably ins.tne who are capable of beiug instrncted in the law of the
so that there could possibly be no error or deception about it. They land, if knowing what this law is, both in its general character and in
gave the Government to understand that by their verdict they did not its results, and of being deterred by proper sanction from breaking such
want Rielhanged, as, under the circumstances, they were unanimously law."
of opinion that he did not deserve to incur the extreme penalty of the
law. But Sir John ignored everything to yield to Orange clamor, and The text-writer further says:
Riel was sacrificed to please the Orange Moloch. la that charge plain "The defence of insanity is aiso sustained when there is a insane
enough ? We think it is, and we defy dir John and his Government to delusion from which the crime emanates, and when being insane the
deny the facts as we have just set them forth." defendant ils forced to the act by an irresistible impulse, le, in each case,

Are theso facts true? I believe they are. In that caqe ,n wing ti* il eby tho iuw :)f tsei id
fba - V,-ii;hrnAnt.a + whi-.hr.i. avrnyujlt iAs .Ar nt, t Tie text.writers funLher say that the test is:

hands of the people of this country for having provoked
and caused and incited this rebellion would be merely
nominal in comparison with that which they should
recoive at the hands of an indignant people and an honest
Parliament for having executed a man under such circum-
stances as these., There is still another reason why I pro-
pose to justify the vote I am about to give. Although I
am not a medical man, I profess sometimes to practise law,
and I propose to 'ustify the vote I am about to give upon
the ground that Luis Riel' at the time he committed the
offences with which he was charged, was laboring under
certain delusions. I know quite well that this question has
challonged discussion during the last few years in the press
and out of the press, among medical mon and among lay-
men, and among public men on the platform, and we know
that it has been challenged on the floors of Parliament.
Impressed with the gravity of the questions involvel in
the trial of Louis Riel's insanity, I can honestly say that I
endeavored to brîng my own mmd to the investigation of the
facts and the examination of the law, free and unbiassed.
I endeavored, Mr. Speaker, when I entered upon this inves-
tigation, to enter into a covenant with myself that my utter
want of confidence in this Government, my entire sympathy
with the half breeds of the North-West Territories in their
long, their earnest and their gallant struggle with the Gov.
ernment of this country to secure their rights, should not!
mislead my own mind nor warp my judgment. At ail;
events, I honestly entered upon the investigation of the
evidence and the consideration of the law, and I have

"lDid the defendant know enough to distinguish right from wrong as
to the particular case, if he did not, he is to be acquitted."

The text writers still further say :
" Any species of insane delnsion exempts from punishment the perpe.

trator oan act committed under its influence."

At page 155 they further say-after speaking of the
responsibility in some cases of those partially insane:

'But it is otherwise with insauity accompanied with delnusions of
such a character that the patient believes he is authorised by superior
power to dihpense with the law of the land, and with insanity one of
whose elements is an impulse to commit crime which the reason Io
unable to resist. If there be such phases of insanity as these, it is clear
that their objecta are not responsible to the ordinary process of penal
justice. Yet such patients the 'right and wrong' test might pronounce
sane. In such cases this test ca'nnot be exclusively applied."

Then the text writer speake of the nature of some of the
delusions which exempts from punishment a crime com-
mitted under their influenco. For instance:

" A man imagines himself to be the Grand Lama or Alexander the
Great, and suppose that his neighbor is brought before him for an inva-
sion of his savereignty, and he cuts off his head or throttles him. He
knows he is doing wrong, perhaps from a sense of guilt he conceals the
body, he may have a clear perception of the legal consequence. of his
crime, and yet, according to Wigan oninsanity, edition of 1874, page
65, the man would not be responsible."

I say that is a clear exposition of the law. A man may be
responsible, may be clear-headed,may be rational upon every
subject but one, and if he commit an offence within-the scope
of this one, he is not responsible. Woodman aud Tidy, in

1886.
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their work upon Forensic Medicine, page 837, speaking ofo
the different types of insanity, say:

" The principal forme of monornania are: 1. Monomania of ambition."
Mark you-" ambition."

"2. Religions monomania. 3. The monomenia of persecutions. 4.
The monomania of wrongs or grievances suffered from private parties
or from the Goverament."
Now let us see for a single moment how the evidence given at
the trial fits into this general defonce of insanity, to these
delusions, the effect of which is to exempt from responsibility
a man who commits crime under their power. I do not
propose at this moment to discuss the medical evidence or
the expert testimony, although I shall show shortly that it
preponderates in favor of the theory of his insanity. It
must be not forgotten, however, that the question we have
to discuss is not what bis condition was at the time of his
execution, but whether ho was laboring under these delusions
at the time the offence was committed. If ho was sane at the
time these offences were committed but insane at the Lime he
was executed, ho ought not to have been executed ; and if
he was laboring under these delusions at the time these
offences were committed, ho ought not to be hangod. If
in fact he were insane, either whon the offences wore com-
mitted or insane when he was executed, thon the Govern-
ernment of this country did wrong in hanging him. Dr.
Willoughby, who was called as a witness for the Crown,
says:

"Q. What did he say as to the Government of the country ?-A. They1
were to have a new Government in the North-West. It was to be com-è
posed of God-féaring men. They would have no such Parliament as
the House at Ottawa."

I certainly think that on that point, at least, Louis Rield
was not insane.

" Q. Anything else 7-A. Then he stated how he intended to divideh
the country into seven portions.I

" Q. la what manner ?-A. It was to be divided into seven portions,9
but as to who were to have the seventh I cannot say.

" Q. You mean to say you cannot sey how these seven were to be
apportioned ?-A. Yes. He mentioned savarians, Poles, Italians, Ger-
mans, Irish. Thbre was to be a new Ireland in the North-West • • 0

" Q. What was that?-A. As Riel was leaving he expressed an opinion.
He stated they would have no Orangeism in the New-West. I sad I
hoped by Orangeismi ho did not ioan Protestantism. He turned excited-
ly and uaid he was gadii1men)tioued it, that h crtainly understood the
difference betweeu Protes.antism and Orangeism, and he then spoke of
the different religions and beliefs, and illustrated it by the example of aA
tree. The true church was the large branch of the tree, and the others
as they departed from it, got weaker, up to the top of the tree. • • •

"Q. Would you now indicate to us Ile different people ho expecttd
to assist him?-A. The Irish cf the United States, the Germans, the
Itahians, Bavarians and Poles, and Germany and Ireland.

''Q. We have bad Germany and Ireland twice ?-A. Well he put ith
twice. Be put the Irish and Germans of the United States; then Ger-I
many itself was to come into line."a

This is the evidence as to the condition of Louis Re long
before the outbreak. Does any one mean to tell me that a
man entertaining those delusions was perfectly rational anda
responsible. That is not ail. Charles Nolin is called. Letd
us hear what ho bas to say-and remember ho is one of the
witnesses for the Crown:c

"The witness is asked whether he ever heard the prisoner speak ofB
hie internal policy in the division of the country, if he should succeed
in bis enterprise, and he saya yes. Be says that af er hie arrival1the prisoner showed him a book written with buffalo blood and the 0
witnees said that the prisoner in that plan said after taking England Sand Canada, he would divide Canada and give the Province of Quebec
to the Prussians, Ontario to the Irish, and the North-West Territories e
bo dividod into difféent parts betwoon the fluropean nations. Rie emysJ
he does not remembor them al, but the Jews were to have aparts j
The witnesays that ho thinks he also spoke of the Hungarians and"Bavarians. Be says tht he thought the whole world should have a d
piece of the cake, that Prussia was to have Quebec. B

" Q. Did the priseoner speak about hie plans and if so, what did he j
say ?-A. About a month after he arrived ho showed me a book that
ho had written in the States. What ho sbowed me in that book was
firet te deatroy Kngland and Canada. 1

And ?-A. And alse te destroy Rme and the Pope.
"Q. Anything else ?-A. e said that he hai a mission to fulfil, a

divine mission, and as a proof that ho had a mission, he showed a letter
from the Biahepef Montreal eloven yearu back," olir, CAJIRBON(Hurn).

"Q. Did he say how he would carry outhis plans ?-A. He did not
say how he would carry out his plans then."

Then we have the evidence of Thomas Sanderson, called
for the Crown. Let us hear what he said about Riel:

" Q. Now, at the time you spoke to him regarding the formation
of a Government, did he give you any idea of what kind of a Govern-
ment he proposed forming ?-A. Yes, lie was going to divide the
country into seven parts, one part was to be for the Canadians, or
white settlers, one-seventh, another seventh for the Indians, another
seventh for the half-breeds, and he named over what lie was going to
do with the rest, I don't recollect the names of the people."

Philip Garnot for the defence said :

" Q. Tell us what he said about that as far as you can remember?
-A. fHe was talking about the country being divided into seven
provinces, one for the French, Germans, rish, and I don't know what
else, there were to be seven different nationalities.

" Q. Do you remember anything else besides those you have men-
tioned, what other foreigners ?-A. Italians.

" Q. Hungarians ?-A. I can't remember particularly very well, [ knew
it was seven different provinces, and seven different nationalities.

" Q. Did he say he expected any assistance from the people ?-A.
Yes, he mentioned he expected assistance from them, lie mentioned lie
expected the assistance of an army of several nationalities, and I
remember lie mentioned the Jews. He expected their assistance and
money, ho was going to give them a province as a reward for their help.
That is what I understood him to say. Il *0

" Q. In his conversation with you, or with others in your presence
on these subjects, did lie at any time give you any intimation that lie
had any doubt of his success, that any obstacle could prevent him from
succeeding?-A. No, he always mentioned that lie was going to suc-
ceed, that it was a divine mission that ho had, and that lie was only an
instrument in the hands of God.

-" Q. When he talked of other matters than religion and the success of
hie plans, how did he act and talk generally ?-A. I never noticed any
difference la his talk on other matters, because I never had much inter-
course with him unly during the time of the trouble, I met him once
before that. * *

" Q. When he spoke of religion and about the country, and in the
different interviews with you or others, did you understand that lie had
any idea of thinking of the welfare of anyone at all except himself, that
ho was the sole person to ho considered?-A. It seemed as if lie was
working in the interest of the half-breed population and the settlers
generally. He mentioned that.

" Q. Did you communicate to anyone your impression of this man-
what you thought of him ?-A. I did.

"What did you think of him ?-A. I thought the man was crazy,
because ho acted very foolish."

Vital Fourmond for the defence said:
"Q Wil you please state upon what facts you based your opinion

that the prisunur was not sane on religions or politicai matters ?-
A. Permit me to divide the answer into two, the facte before the rebel-
lion, and the facto during the rebellion. Before the rebellion it
appeared as if there were two men in the prisoner ; in private con-versation he was affable, polite, pleasant and a charitable man to
me. I noticed that even when he was quietly talked to about
the affaire of politics and government and ho was not contradicted,
he was quite rational, but as soon as ho was contradicted on
these subjecte then ho became a different man and he would be carried
away with his feelings. He would go so far as to use violent expressions
to those who were even hie friends. As soon as the rebellion commenced
then he became excited, and he was carried away and h leost all control
of himself and of his temper. He went so far, that when a father con-
tradicted hm ho bocame quite oxcited, md ho adne respect for him
aut ho ofton threatoned to e stryai h hrches. Heoas: There le
danger for you, but thanks for the friendship Ihave foryou, will protect
you from any harm. Once I went to St. Antoine and there I met anumber of priests, and Riel says: I have been appointed by the coun-
cil to be your spiritual adviser. I said our spiritual adviser was the
Bishop, and r. Riel would not be him. There is only one way you can
be our adviser, the only way youe ca become so je by shooting us, the
only way you can direct us is by shooting us, and then you can direct
our corpses in any way you like. That was my answer to him."

Such are the opinions of Louis Riel, as dislosed by the
evidence at the trial, before and at the time of the rebellion.
Le t me su mmarise them: 1. lHis own mission was to redress
ho wrongs of the half.breeds. 2. The country was to be
livided into seven portions and partitioned among the
Bavarians, Poles, Italians, Germans, Irish, Hungarians and
rews. 3. He was to conquer England and Canada; Quebec to
be given to the Prussians, Ontario to the Irish, and the
North-West Territory divided among other nationalities.
4. He never appeared to question his success. 5. He
was, in his own judgment, the potentate-the sovereign
of the land, and oould dispose of it at pleasur. l
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it possible, can it fairly be argued, that a man o
educauon, a man of training, laboring under such delusions
such mental hallucinations, could be held responsible foi
anything he did to carry out what he believed to be hi
manifest destiny ? But Louis Riel's delusions were no
limited to things material. Ho was, if possible, more irra
tional on religious questions. He imagined himself inspired
lie was to be the head of a new church and the ruler o
a new empire. On this subject George Ness, one of th
Crown witnesses, say:

"Q. Tell us about their takin gyou to the church-A. When we go
to the church, they' were in the front of the church, Mr. Riel commenced
saying that he was a prophet, that he could foresee events,"

Geo. Nes, further says :
"cQ. What about the word, Protestant u use in your examinationin chief ?-A. He eaid that on thelTh ardi.
" Q. The difficulty with Father Moulin was in March? -A. Yes, and

In February.
i Q. In March lie said the priest was a Protestant or something ta

that effect ?-A. Yes.
6 Q. Did you consider at that time he acted as he bad acted when

yon firet knew him in July or August with reference to the priests and
religion ?-A. No, he acted very much otherwise.

" Q. Now, can your memory enable you ta say what he said at that
time on the 17th March, in hie difficulty with Father Moulin?-A. It was
on the 18th March.

" Q. State what took place, the words that were used and how he
acted on that occasion ?-A. He said the Spirit of God was in him and
Father Moulin said lie was making a schism against the church, and Riel
said Rome had tumbled Rome est tombte.

" Q. Proce-d if you please, lie said the Pope of Rome was not legally
Pope ?-A. Yes.

'Q. He said the.episcopate spirit had left Rome and come into tbe
North-West Territories ?- A. No, he did not say that.

" Q. Did lie say anything of that kind ?-À. He said the Spirit of God
was in him and that Rome had tumbled, and lie could tell future events."

Charles Nolin said:
IThe ites s ked if the prisoner ever told him that he considered

himzeif a prophet, and lie ssju
" The witness is asked if after thie meal something strange did not

happen-if there was not a question of the Spirit of God between the
witneis and the prisoner ? The witnes says it was not after a dénner,
but it was one evening they were speading the night together at his
house, and there was a noise in his bowels and the prisoner asked him if
he heard that, and the witness says yes, and then the prisoner told him
that was hi liver, aud that lie had inspirations which worked through
every part of bis body.

"The witneussasked if at that moment the prisoner did not write in a
book what ho was inspired of, and the witness answers that he did not
write in a book, but on a sheet of paper; he said he was inspired."

Then we have the evidence of the venerable priest who has
devoted his life to the service of the Lord, Father André,
who said:1

" Q. You have had occasion to meet the prisoner between July, 1884,
and the time of the rebellion ?-A. Yeu.

"Q. What is the name of your parish.-A. Prince Albert.
."Q. Havedyou had occasion to speak often te him on the political

cntuation.and on religion ?-A. Frequently ; it was the matter of our
conversation.

" Q. Did you like to speak of religion and politics with him ?-A. No,
I did not like to."

"Q. Will you give me the reason why you did not like to speak of
religion and politics to him -A. Politics and religion was a subject lie
always spoke of in convei sation, he loved those subjects.

" Q. Did ie speak in a sensible manner?-A. f wish to say why I di]
not like taspeak to him on those subjects. Upon all other matters,
literature and science, he was in his ordimary state of mind.

"Q. U n political subjectesand religion?-A. Upon politice and
religion was no longer the same man ; it would seem as if thore
were two men in him, he lost all control of himself on those questions.

IQ. When lie spoke of religion and politics?-A. Yes, on those two
matters he lost al control of himself.

"Q. Do you sonsider, after the conversations you have had with him,
that when lie spoke on politicesand religion lie had hie intelligence ?-
A. Many times, at lest twenty times, I told him, I would not speak on
tiose subjects because he was a fool, lie did not have his intelligence of
m nd.

"Q l that the practical result yon have found in your conversation
with iet on politidal and religious questions ?-A. It is my experience.

"Q. You have had a good deal of experience with people, and you
have known persnes who were afficted with mania ?-A Before answer-
ing that, I want ta state a fact to the court regarding the prisoner. You
know the lif eof that man affected us during a certain time.

"Q. In what way ?-A. He was a fervent Catholic, attending the
church and attending to his religions duties frequently, and bis state of
mind was the cause of great anxiety. In conversation on politics, and
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f on the rebellion and on religion, he stated things which frightened the
prieste. i am obliged to visit every month the Fathers (priests) of the

" district. Once aIl the priesta met together and they ut tue qestion, in
r it possible to allow that man to continue lu his resigiousd uties, and
s they unanimously decided that on this question he was not responsible,

an these questions ; that he could net sufler an contradiction on the
question of religion and politics, we considered that b. vas oompletely

.a fool in discussing these questions ; it was like showing a red flag to a
bull, to use a vulgar expression. • •at

f "Q. When he spoke of religion, the principal thing of which h.
spoke, was it not the supremacy of Pope Leo the 13th ?-A. Before the
rebelion he never spoke directly on that question as to the supremacy
of the Pope.

' Q. On that question he was perfectly reasonable ?-A. On religious
questions before that time he blamed everything, he wanted to change
Mass, and the iturgy, the ceremonies and the symbols.

"Q. Is it not true that the prisoner has fixed prineiples in hie next
religion ?-A He had the principle that he was an autocrat in religion
and polities, and hle canged his opinion as he wished.

One further extract from Father André's evidence:
" Q. When he spoke to you of religion do you remember what he said

to you ?-A. I know he was talking to me about changing the Pope or
some thing of that kind, wanting to name Bishop Bourget, of Montreal,
Pope of the New World as he named it; he spoke to me several things
about religion that I cannot remember.

" Q Did he say anything to you about the Holy Ghost or the Spirit
of God ?-A. Yes, he said in my presence, not to me exactly, that the
spirit f Elias was with him.

" Q. Did he say he had any of the divine attributes that are generally
attributed to Elias ?-A. That l what I think he meant by that.

"Q. What did he say about it as far as you can recollet?-A. Ha
wanted the people in the meeting ta acknowledge him as a prophet and
be gave them to understand that he ad the spirit of Elas in him and
that he was prophesying."

Now, Sir, it is perfectly manifest from these extracts that
on the subjects of religion and polities and Government
Louis Riel entertained most extraordinary delusions-delu-
sions which appear Iome 1I be wholly inconsistent with the
possession ol a souund and iational mind. Lot me here again,
for the sike of brevity, summarise: He was not only a
temporal prince, ho was the sovereign pontiff of a new
church; ho was a prophet, a priest, a king. The mantle
of Elias had fallen upon him. The power of the papiaey
that withstood the conflicts and turmoils of countless revo.
lutions for 2,000 years, and that stands to day as fresh and
vigorous as ever, was to fail before the unaided arm of Louis
Riel. He was inspired of God. He could foretoll future
eventsand was in constant communication with spiritts in the
unseen world. Hle was to redress the wrongs of humanity
and especially was ho to right the grievances of the ha f.
broeds, and, as hebelieved, aided by the Almighty thero wats
no snob thing as failure to his mission. And yet it is argued
in the press, on the public platform in Parliament, that
Louis Riel was a sane and responsible being. One or two
things appear to my mind incontrovertible. Either Louis
Riel was the greatest fraud and the most consummate actor
that ever walked the human stage or else ho was a madman
insane on religion and politics, and, therefore, one who ought
not to be executed. In my judgment ho was not a fraud ;
ho was not the most consurmmate actor that ever trod the
political stage. I shall now endeavor to sustain the prin-
ciples of law which i have laid down, by specific authori.
ties bearing on this case, and if I can establish that thon I
think i can satisfactorily establish the proposition that
Louis Riel, entertaining those insane delusions on religion
and politics, was not a responsible being with regard to a
crime within the scope of those delusions. Woodman and
Tidy in their work of Forensie Medicine at page 857, say :

" One monomaniac will insist that he is possessed by a devil, whilst
another believes that ho is truly the Trinity."
And at page 824 the same authors say:

" Religion and ?olitics are enumerated by all writers on lnsaniy as a
cause of insanity.'
Wharton and Stille at page 122 say:

" A common instance ie where a man fully believes that the act he is
doing is done by the immediate command of God; and he acts under
the delusive but sincere belief, that what he i doing is by the command
of a superior power, which supersedes ail human laws and the law of
nature."

1886. 113
y



COMMONS DEBATES. MARC] 12,

In such a case the man acting under delusion is not respon-
sible. The same authors say, at page 829:

" Remember that mental unsoundness on one point does not always
mean Insanity on ail pointe. In other words, a man may be perfectly
capable of managing business; his brain may have all its intellectual
vigor and yet he may be morally unsound, and bis moral unsoundness
may lead him into crime."

The authorities show that men laboring under these limited
delusions are quiet and inoffensive except when opposed or
excited or when their delusions are touched upon. Upon
that subject, the evidence is perfectly clear that except upon
the questions of religion and politics, Riel was quiet, inof-
fensive and rational. He contended that he came to the
North-West to fulfil a mission and he was invited to come
there. A delegation of the employés of the Government
went to Montana and brought him there. He was there
for some time talking in the way I have pointed ont by the
evidence, and laboring under those manifest delusions. But
we have this startling fact to show that Louis Riel was no
traitor to his Sovereign; that at a public meeting where
150 half-breeds were present, in the open light of day, he
made a speech, and in concluding that speech he proposed
the health of our Sovereign Lady the Queen. Can it be
argued that a man, taking that line of conduc? was a traitor?
Whatever ho may have been, it is quite muaifest that he
was not a traitor to the Queen. No doubt lie was a traitor
to this Government. If that constitutes orime, which deserves
the punishment of deatb, thon all I can say is, that he sinned
with a host of loyal Canadians. On the theory of insanity,
the authority, to which 1 have just referred, states further :

" Partial insanity has been much disputed, but in reality is a well
marked variety, although often difficult to recognise. In this the sub-
jecte of it are often sane upon all pDints but one. Religionis mania may
be oonsidered a monomania. Such patients are seldom violent unless
they meet with opposition."

Lt me now give you a few instances in the history of
medical jurisprudence, taken from the law-reports, of men
laboring under limited delusions, who have been declared
not responsible for the crimes they committed. Woodman
and Tidy refer to the case of a scientist who desired, for his
own satisfaction to investigate the different forms of insan-
ity, and with that object visited an insane asylum. He
knocked at a door, and the door waq opened by a gentleman
who he supposed was one of the keepers. The visitor went
around the institution accompanied by this guide, who
referred to one patient after another, described their differ-
ont delusions, and gave their histories in the clearest and
most intelligent manner. At last they arrived at a man
who was sitting in a thoughtful and silent mood in a corner,
and the stranger said to his guide: "lUnder what form of
madness does that man labor ?" "Oh," said the guide,
" that man is laboring under many forms of madness. Why,
that man imagines that ho is the Holy Spirit, and, would
you believe it, I, who am standing before you, am the Holy
Spirit in truth and reality." That was the man's sole delu-
sion. Now, let me put this case: Suppose some other
man had entertained the same delusion, and nad said :
"I am the Holy Spirit, and I challenge you to deny
it;" and suppose ho had killed the other, could it be
argued for a single moment that the man who committed
that crime would be responsible to the law of the land ? I
say no, it oould not be so argued. Wood man and Tidy
refer to another case which occurred in the life of
Lord Erskine. While practising at the English bar, Lord
Erskine was retained to defend a man who indicted lis
brother for false imprisonment in a mad house. Lorj
Erakine was not informed of the peculiar nature of this
man's delusion, and with the view of exposing his halluci
nation he cross-examined him in the wituess box for
a whole day. His answers were clear and distinct, and
Erskine oould not budge him, until, at last, Dr. Sims, the
physician of the institution, came into the court room, and
said to Lord Erskine : "This man believes that he is the
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Lord and Saviour of mankind." Erskine then addressed
the witness who was prosecuting his brother, in that
character, lamenting the indecency of his ignorant examina-
tion. At once the man forgot himseIlf. In the face of the
whole court he expressed his forgiveness to Lord Erskine
for the mistake he had made, and said : "I, in truth, am
the Christ," and that was the man's sole delusion. In every-
thing else he was perfectly sans. Now, I say that Lord
Erskine might have cross-examined that man for a week or
month, an to every answer he would have received a sans
and rational reply until ho touched the man's peculiar delu-
sion, and the moment ho touched that his insanity
appeared as clear as the noonday sun. Had that man been
tried in a Canadian court for a olitical crime and been
prosecuted by this Government, he would have been con.
victed, because, under the theory hon. gentlemen opposite
are acting upon, if he could distinguish between right
and wrong, he would be responsible to the laws of his
country which le had violated. Another instance, given by
Woodnan and Tidy, is the case of a man who was tried
before Lord Mansfield for a very serious crime. In order to
test the man's mental condition Lord Mansfield examined
him for a whole day, and he could not discover in him the
slightest trace of insanity; his answers were clear and
rational, until the prisoner's physician came into the court
and asked him what had become of the princess with whom
ho had corresponded in cherry juice. Instantly, the pri-
soner forgot himself, and said: "It is true, I was confined in
a castle, where, for the want of ink, I wrote letters in cherry
juice to the princess, and threw them into the stream below
where the princess received them in a boat." That was the
mant's sole delusion, and it settled his case at once. But if
he had been tried in Canada under the direction of this
Government, he would have been, convicted because he
could distinguish right from wrong. Let me refer to another
case. .Who, in reading works on medical jurisprudence and
the law reports, has not come across the case of Edward
Oxford, who was tried, in 1840, for high treason, in shooting
at Her Majesty the Queen ? Edward Oxford was a man
who entertained peculiar dreams, ho was a man of bad
heart and ill-regulated understanding, so far as one can
judge from the evidence. The delusions under which ho
labored boar in every foature a striking parllel to those of
Louis Riel. According to the report of the trial, Oxford was
a great man in his own estimation; le was to become a
great hero ; ho was to become famous at a single bound ; ho
was to become Admiral Sir Edward Oxford, although ho
had never beon at sea and never had undergone any train-
ing whatever. Let us see what Riel was to be. He was
to be the prince of a new nation, the arbiter of the destiny
of England and Canada; le was to be the sovereign head
of a new church; ho was to establish a new nationality in
the North-West, composed of and divided into several
nationalities; he was the inspired of the Almighty; the
mantle of Elias had fallon upon his shoulders; ho was to
conquer England and Canada; he was to be the supreme
ruler over al. If anything, the delusions under which Louis
Riel labored were more absurd and ridiculous than the
delusions under which Edward Oxford labored. The one
was tried for high treason and acquitted on the ground
of insanity ; the other was tried and convioted of
high treason and was hanged by this Government. Every
student of modical jurisprudence or who has seen the law
reports knows of the case of Daniel McNaaghton, who
wa s tried, in 1843, before Chief Jumtice Tisidail and Judges
William and Coleridge, for the murder of William Dram.
mond. The delusions of McNaugton bear the most remark-
able resemblance to those under which ]Riel labored
McNaughton was a man of education, of some training, and
of remarkable intelligence upon every question, except
one. Ris business correspondence produced at the trial
indicated great business prudence and intelligence and a
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thoroughly well balanced inind. But he labored under one
delusion. He imagined thit the Tories of his eown country
persecuted him and wronged him; he imagined, that no
odds where he went, they followed him; he travelled
abroad to escape them, but they dogged him everywhere,
and he returned to England, went to a shop, deliberately
purchased a pistol, and, waiting his opportunity, he fired at
and killed Mr. Drummond, believing Mr. Drnmmond to be
Sir Robert Peel, the then chief of the Tories in England.
lIe was arrested, tried and acquitted on the ground of
insanity. The law in its leniency, spared him the penalty
of his crime. It was a blessing for him and his friends
he was not tried in Canada. There are many points
of similarity in this case and that of Louis Riel. Riel
was a man of education, considerable training, and great
shrewdness in most thing. Some of his correspondence
shows that; other correspondence of his, that on religions
and political topics, indicate, beyond doubt, that he had an
ill-balanced mind; he believed the mantle of Elias had fallen
on him and that he was inspired by God. He violated the
law of the ]and, was tried and convicted, and, notwithstand-
ing bis manifest delusions and the recommendation of tbe
jury to mercy, he was hanged. The cases I have submitted
to yon, Sir, are cases on all fours with the case of Louis
Riel. The English prisoners properly escaped on the
g round of insanity. In England they do no hang lunatics;
but the Canadian prisoner, although beyond doubt a lunati,
was executed by this humane Govern ment, not in obediance
to the law, not to vindicate the majesty of the law, but in
obedience to an unseen and irresistible power behind the
throne. Now, I shall discuss for a moment or two the
evidence of the doctors, because hon. gentlemen opposite
say their testimony establishes, beyond doubt, that Riel was
insane. I do not propose to analyse the testimony of Dr. Roy
or Dr. Clark called for the defence, further than to say that
both these men are noted experts on insanity on which
subject both have something more than a Canadian
reputation. Both had opportunities to examine Riel; one
had him under charge for nineteen months as a lunatic,
and thus had opportunity to diagnose his case and
speak with absolute confidence as to his sanity or insa-
nity. Both were decidedly of opinion that Riel labored
under delusions, and was not a responsible agent in matters
of religion and politics. The Crown called Dr. Wallace,
of Hamilton, to rebut the evidence of the experts I have
mentioned. Dr. Wallace declared that he examined Riel
for one.half hour, and I recommend the evidence of Dr.
Wallace to the attention of those hon. gentlemen who pro-
pose to sustain the Government on the motion under dis-
cussion. Referring to the evidence called for by the Gov-
ernment themselves, I say no intelligent man whose mind
is unbiassed can rise from its perusal without being thor-
oughly impressed with the fact, that as regards religion
and politics, Louis Riel was as mad as a March hare. Dr.
Wallace, on being cross-examined by Mr. Fitzpatrick, gave
the following evidence:-

"Cross-examined by Mr. Fitzpatrick.
"You have no doubt whatever in your mind, from the examination

you have made of this man during half an hour, and from the evidence
which you heard here, that he is of perfectly sound mind ? A. Well, I
should qualify, that is, I should quahfy my answer to that question. I
have had only a limited examination of him, and in any case of obscure
mental disease it sometimes takes a very long time before one eau make
up their mind, but trom what I have seen of him I say that I have dis-
eovered no symptoms of insanity."

Here ie a doctor, called by the Crown to rebut the testi-
mony produced by the prisoner, and he says : "Ilt would be
presumption on my part to say that Riel was not insane.
I have had men in my asylum for months before I could
discover traces of insanity "-and yet this witness is
expected to convince an intelligent House of Commons
that the evidence which is based on an examina-
tion of the prtsoner, lasting during the long period

of half an hour, of a man he never saw or knew
anything of before, is wholly irresistible.

" Q. Thorefore you are obliged to say that al that you have diseover.
ed in this caee, or aIl that you are now in a position to say, i that you
have not discovered any traces of insaniîty?-A. That lu aIl my son-
science will allow me to say."
The doctor further says, speaking of megalomania:

"I it is a sondition in which the patient has delusions, grandiose delu.
sions, delusionu of greatnesa."
And again, he says :

"Q. The delusions are that ho is richp-A. Tes.
"Q. And powertul?-A. Yes.
"Q. A great general?-. Yes.
"Q. A great minister ?-A. Re may be a great anything and every-

"h. A great prophet?-A. Yes.
"Q. Or divinely inspired, or that ho ie a poet or a musician, In fact

that ho in an egotist and selish man ?-À. Yes.
Here is an expert, or a man who professes to be an expert,
who tells us-what ? That he examined the prisoner for
half an hour, that his examination was a very limited one,
that in obscure cases it takes a very long time to discover
insanity, that it would be presumption in him to say that
Riel was not insane, that his conscience would not allow
him to say whether he was insane or not, that in hie own
experience it takes weeks to discover symptoms of insanity
-a thing this doctor undertook to do in half an hour-but
that Riel had all the symptoms of the disease known as
magolomania. Yet, in the face of the bold and emphatic
declaration of the two other medical men, a human life
has been sacrificed. The only other medical man called by
the Crown was Dr. Jukes, an employee of the Government,
who bas ha-i the candor to tell us ho knows nothing about
insanity, and is therefore not an expert. He is asked the
following questions, and gives the following answers:-

" Q. Have you devoted your attention to insanity at all specially, or
not 7-A. Never specially, there are cases of course which occasocnally
will come under the notice of every general practitioner, but as a special
study I have never done so.

" Q. Nvery medical practitioner I suppose, has his attention more or
less directed to it ?-A. Occasionally I have been called upon to certify
in cases of insanity.

" Q. And you have nover spoken to him on the particular nsjects
with reforence to which ho is supposed to have his delusions ?-A. Name
the subject.

" Q. On religion, and on his mission with reference to the North-West
Territories ?-A. 1 have nover spoken to him on eitber.

" Q. You said, doctor, that you hat not made any endeavor to asoer-
tain, during the intercourse that you had with Mr. Ittel, whether or not
ho suffered from any particular mental diseaso? Did you notice any form
of insanity, or any mental dioase, unsomdness of mind?-À. Tnever
specially examined him as a lunatic, i nover made a special examination
of him as a lunatic.

" Q. Yon nover made any special endeavor to discover whether or not
ho was suffering from any particular form of mental disease 7-A. Nover
any special endeavor, anything beyond ordinary conversation of the day.

" Q. Io it not a tact there are different forme of insanity which aie not
discoverable except after considerable endeavors has been made to dis-
cover them ?-A. Tes; it is so, unquestionably, that you may converse
with the man continually and not be aware of his insanity until yon
touch accidentally, or some other person touches accidentally upen the
point upon which ho is insane.

" Q. Had you been informed at any time of the particular mental
disease from which Mr. Riel was supposed to have been suffering ?-A. I
don't think I ever knew as much of it as I have learned here.

" Q. So that you nover made any endeavor to ?-A. Inover did, that
is, I never spoke to him specially with regard to what ho believed to be
his mission, knowing that many very sane men might ho so, and yet a
man might be perfectly sane.

" Q. do that you have no doubt at aIl, doctor, from the evidence that
you heard here given by the different witnesses who were examined, the
conduct of Mr. Riel is perfectly compatible with a perfectly sound mmd ?

Now, mark this answer. The doctor says:
'' Well, I regret te say ihat my hearing in rather imperftet in the

court room and that I have not been able to hear as well as I could
wish."

fie goes further than that. He says:

"If it can be proved that a man is acting under an inuane delusion,
thon any act I should consider which ho performed under the delusion,
any act having special relation to his delusion, I should consider that
ho was not personally responsible for."
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Now, lot me hore again summarise the evidence of these
medical men. iere is a witness called for the Crown, who
honestly telle us he is not an expert, that he knows nothing
about insanity, that the most ho knows of insanity ia that,
as a medical man, heàhas occasionally signed the certificate
to send a man to gaol who is notoriously a lunatic, that ho
never spoke to Louis Riel on the subject of bis delusions,
that ho never examiried him as a lunatie, that ho never
spoke to him on the subject or made any attempt to dis-
cover whether or not ho was subject to delusions, ho admitted
that ho was deaf and could not very well hear what was going
on, and ho admitted that, if a man ie subject to delusions and
commits a crime within the scope of those delusions, he is not
responsible for it. We are asked on that evidence to
justify tho Government for banging this man. I say it is
not sufficient to justify them. I say it is not enough to
justify the hanging of a dog, lot alone the banging of a
man. Ther e is another aspect of this case which I wish to
discuss for a moment. From the 15th March, when the
first indication of an uprising took place, down to the trial
of Louis Riel, and down to the execution of Louis Riel,
there were doubts in the minds of many thoughtful mon as
to Louis Riel's sanity. After the trial, there were grave
doubts as to Louis Riel's sanity. There were grave doubts
from the medical testimony, thore were grave doubts from
the facts elicited at the trial and from the acts and conduct
of Louis Riel; and yet this Government never took the
firet stop to settle these doubts until one week before
Louis Riel was consigned to the gallows. One week
before the day fixed for the execution, this Government
authorised three medical mon to examine Louis Riel, not
one of whom was an expert in insanity cases, and all of
whom were the paid employés of this Governrnent.
le that the kind of commission that is reasona ble,
sensible, thoughtful men expected that this Government
would issue to test tho sanity of a man about to be executed
for a crime ho was alloged to bave committed ? When the
petitioners asked the Government to appoint a commis-
sion to test this man's sauity they expected they would
appoint a commission of experts, a commission of experi.
enced men, who would be prepared to report irrespective
of the views, the inclinations, the desires, or the sympathies
of the (Government. Instead of that they appointed three
of their employés, three men who ought not to have been
appointed, men who knew nothing about insanity. These
mon examined him, and they made their report a week
before the Regina scaffold received its victim. The report
of on ef them je dated tbe 8th November. That rtport, in
the ordinary oourse of mail, would reach Ottawa certainly
not bufore the 13th November. On the 12th November, on
Thankegivilg Day, this Government passed an Order in
Council to execute Louis Riel, and the warrant to consign
him to the scaffold was signed on the 12th November. Her
Majesty's reprosentative in this Dominion was aroused from
his. miduight slumbers on the 12th November to sign the
warrant which consigned this man to the gallows before
that report could, in the ordinary course of mail, have
ieaohed its destination at Ottawa. I charge that this
Governmant, without waiting for the report of the medical
commission, independently of the medical commission,
passed the Order in Council, without knowing what the
report of the medical commission was, to execute this man
who was alleged to be a lunatic and whom I believe to
have been laboring under these insane delusions. That
fact is manifestly clear, and I challenge contradiction of it.
Further, when the honorable and gallant knight who pre.
@ides over the Militia Department of this country, found
that ho was getting into difficulties with some of his own
countrymen, because it wa said that ho had lied to the
North-'West to avoid being present at the Council which
decided the fate of Riel, his chief wrote him a letter on the
3rd November, stating that Sir Adolphe Caron was present
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at the Council Board when th%,Government decided to hang
Louis Riel. I say the Government decided to hang him
without waiting for the report of the medical commission,
and the proof is under the hand of Sir John Macdonald
himself. But does the report justify the action of the
Government? No. On the contrary, I say this report in
the clearest possible manner strengthens and confirmq the
evidence given at the trial by Dr. Clark and Dr. Roy.
Dr. Valade, one of the commissioners, says:

"I have come to the conclusion that he suifers under hallucinations
on religious and political subjects."
Why, that was the defence, that was the only defence, that
was the real defence, that ho suffered under hallucinations
on these two subjects. That was proved, in my judgment,
beyond all doubt. Dr. Valade, it is true, states further
that Louis Riel could distinguish right from wrong, but I
have shown very clearly that that "right and wrong"
theory is no test of the insanity of a man who commits a
crime, when insanity is set up as a defonce. I say that, if
you take the evidence of Dr. aade, and leave out what he
ought not to have put in his report, that 'lright and wrong"
theory in regard to insanity, which was exploded before
Dr. Valade was born, as ho ought to have known, that
evidence confirms in every respect the evidence of Dr. Roy
and Dr. Clarke. So Dr. Lavell, who is another employé of
the Government, says that Louis Riel suffered under dola-
sions on political and religious subjects. That was a complote
defence, I say this "right and wrong " thoory is wholly inex.
cusable in medical men, I do not care who they are, and they
cannotjustify that theory by any modern workupon medical
jurisprudence or upon insanity, and they cannot justify
it by any case in the courts of any country that I
know of, at all events. Now, Sir, if Dr. Valade and
Dr. Lavell know no more about the other branches
of their profession than they do about insanity, and the
true test of insanity, all I can say is, that I would not
like to be placed under their care. Then, we have the
reports of Dr. Jukes. Why did the Government send Dr.
Jukes ? I ask the Minister of Public Works why ? They
knew from the report of the trial that hoeswore he was not
an expert-that he knew nothing about insanity. The idea
of sending a medical man, or any man, who knows nothing
about insanity, or who is not an expert, to test a man's
sanity, is a farce; in this case, unfortunately, it is too
solemn a farce to be trifled with, but it is inexcusable in
the Government of this country, and wholly unjustifiable at
that. They were not limited in their choice. They had the
United States and Canada to choose from, and they surely
could have found some men known as experts to test this
man's sanity. Now, Sir, let me read from the report of Dr.
Jukes, of the Gth November:

tl Louis Rielhasbeen under my special care redically as surgeo nof
the force fur upwards of five months. During that time I have viBited
him with few exceptions every day, hava studied hlim closely and con-
versed with him long and freqnently. Afler carefnl and continuous
examination which uader varying cirsumstances from day to day I
cannot escape the conviction that except apon certain pnrely religions
questions, he was when first entrusted to me and still oontihned to be
perfectly sane and accountable for hie actions."

Turn to the sworn testimony of Dr. Jukes and ee how that
confirms the statement he makes. He says:

" I never specially examined him as a lunatic, I never maae a special
examination of him as a lunatic a *. * Never any special endeavor,
anything beyond ordinary conversation of the day * * It is unques-
tionably true that you may converse with the man continuaU1y and not
he aware of his insanity until you touch accidentally, or some other
person touches accidentally, upon the point on which he is insane."

Now Sir, there you have the answer of Dr. Jukes to Dr.
Jukes, and ho admits that Louis Riel was laboring under a
delusion upon the subject of religion, and so stated at the
trial. Now, Sir, we find this Government, careless and
negligent as they are, muet have had something more than
doubts upon Riel's sanity, and to hang a man,with doubts
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of that kind hanging over the question of his sanity, isnothin more than udiial muer. Why again, did t er Sir, from the organ of the Orangemen are a pronnnohig oe ha jàdiia mâr. îaan i h ciamento, a declaration, a command, a threat. Ton muet
Government hang Louis Riel ? Where was the justification hang Louis Riel W aveoge the blood of Thomae Scott, or
in the medical testimony and in the evidence of medical else we, Orangemen, who bave stood by you in good report
men, and in the examination of witnesses at Regina ? I say andin evil report, who neyer deserted brother Sir John.A.
Mr. Speaker, that the Government of this country never Macdonald-we will vote against yon Lt-the*neit general
intended to bang him. until the power and pressure of an elections. That ia not ail. 1 propose W read the express-
unseen and irresponsible power became so strong, that they ions of opinion given by some of the Orange associations
compelled the Rigbt Hon. Sir John A. Macdonald to hang to show the real cause why this Goverument disregarded
Louis Riel. That power has kept this Government in the recommendation to mercy, and the evidence of.li-
power for many long years; that power was never recon- sanity given at the trial. On the lOth September, at a
ciled to the expenditure of public money in order that regular meeting of the Loyal Orange Lodge No. 884, at
Louis Riel might escape the vengeance of the law for the Merritton, the following resolution was unanimously
murder of brother Scott. That power demanded, at adopted, not a dissenting voice:
the hands of this Government, that the bluod of Brother "At the regular meeting of L.O.L. No. M, Merriton, held. in-the hall
Scott s,hould be avenged by the blood of Louis Riel. That 2nd Sept, the following resolution waa unanimously adopted: 'Resolved,
power was too strong to resist, and brother Sir John that w., the members of the above lodge, believe that Riel, thé srch-
A. Macdonald yielded to that power. Am I ov treator of the North-West Territory, having been tried and coaictedfthe act I an nt oersttin th fac. TrI ovte high treason snd sentence piissed, that the sentence should beoarned
stating the fact ? I am not overstating the fact. TU tothe t and Riel executed, and we. will, theutmost our poweras ele-
CrneniethoraofteOangeme.Tehntr, constituti nally oppose any Governmount that wiII commute theOr e entinel, the organ of the Orangemen. The hon. trmembrneneo .tefèe oprevent bein carried out."

mem erwho preceded me challenged contradiction upon thiss e ,ohr Iodge,
subject. He said the Orangemen did not thirst for the blood 8igned on a o4« SMITE, W,
of Louis Riel to avenge the death of brother Thomas Scott.99T. W. WILSON,
Sir, I say the expressions in the organ of the association Here is the command in its bald simplicity. The eentence
and the resolutions in the lodges of the association which a i on Lou
found their way to the Governmnent, insisted upon thepaisRergtowoi-ethemnb OOén hi wt h overnment, shedding upon thescfodhebodfLui or insane, it must be carried out-otherwise.every Orange-Government shedding upon the scaffold the blood of Louis man in the lodge will vote against the GovermentThis
Riel. The Orange ntinel of 6th August, 1885, a few days olution was no doubt snt to Bro. Sir John Madonald,
after the trial, and before the question of the man'swho 4dds to his otier digniti& that of Knight of the Royal
sanity or insanity was settled otherwise than by the Sonnet. The command had W be obeyed, it wu obeyed and
evidence at the trial, says this: Riel was hanged in obedience thereto. A member of L OL.

"We hold that it is the duty of the Goverament te tako no notice of No. 693 writes to the Sentinel, in Sepember, 1885, and
this recommdudation to mercy, but lu the interests of the Doi
large to let the law take its course.''

The Sentinel proceeds to argue in favor of the execution of "That if Riel is net executed tecoservatlvo candidates will bosshngeLmost every supporter in the peineul ot."

toohoutesea casewhltisGoernen dsrgade

"H e committed a most foul and atrocious murder upon a loyal Pro-
testant subject."

If he had committed it upon a Papist it would have been all
right, but ho committed it upon a Protestant subject

88 The blood of his many victime crys aloud for vengeance."

On the 10th September, the &entinel says:

" Riel has been fairly tried and eonvieted, and the sentence of the
court must be carried out.'"
That is the-mandate-the sentence must be carried out-no
atteition to the recommendation to mercy, no attention to
a further investigation as to his responsibility-that sen-
tence of the courtmust be carried out. A correspondent
who signs himself a Deputy Master of Loyal Orange Lodge
No. 1041, Chatham, on the 29th of Oct., 1885, says:

" As a representative of the Orange body, I wish to remind Sir John
Macdonald, who belongs to the same organisation, that a very solen
responsibility devolves in him in connection with the fate of Riel. If
Sir John should interfere to pardon a twice-oonvicted rebel and the
murderer of Scott, h will make justice a mere mockery, &C."
On the 29th October1 1885, the editor says:

"ln pressing on the Government the necessity of hanging Riel during
the first outbreak under his personal direction, a man whose only offence
was loyalty to the British Jrown wau ruthlessly butchered. The blood
of Thomas Scott yet cries aloud for justice."
Upon the 6th November, brother Morton, in Toronto, in
the meeting of Loyal Orange Lodge No. 821, said:

" And shall this arch-rebel go free while loyal Orangemen have
stained the ground with their blood to uphold the Queen's authority ?
Never. (Loud applause). And the sooner the Government of Sir John
Macdonald understands the true feeling of Orangemen on this question,
the better. I was pleased te notice in the speeches Of aounty Master
Bomers, District Master Wilson and Bros. Graham and Low the deter-
mination expressed that if the Government allows Rome to step uinon
this occasion and sesure a reprieve for this arch-traitor, the Gonservative
party eau no longer count upon thoir servic.esralthough tbhy have
word a ou d for them for mauy years."

At the regnlar meeting of L. O. L. No. 1457, Nelson, Man.,
it was resolved:

That we will refuse to support any Government which will not
see tht justice is meted out to aIl those who have been engaged in the

L. O. L. No. 1505, on 22nd Soptember, adopted the follow-
ing resolution:

"That this L. O. Lodge strongly; urges upon the Government the
importance of carrying these decisions into execution without delAy,''Pc.

Ata n.meeting held on 22nd September, 1885, in the lodge
room of Dominion City, L. O. L. No. 1499, the following
resolution was passed:-

"That we, as members of L. O. L. No. 1499, view with distruat the
action of the Government, through the Governor General,:ingranting
the respite to that arch traitor, Louis David Riel, and. is -inefSçt an
attempt to thwart the ends ofjustice. We, therefore, refuse to support
anv Government who so interfere and permit those implicâtèd in the
North-West rebellion to escape the penalty of a righteous senteno."

The following resolution was passed by L. O. L. No. 300:
"That we, as Orangemen, view with feelings of fear and regret the

present position of the Louis Riel matter-although condemned to be
hanged on the 10th of last month, but still lives. We strongly recom-
mend that no subterfuges be allowed, nor any delay given through which
ihis justly condemned rebe) leader may escape. We also strongly wiah
our brethern throughout Canada to join hands in preventing any out-
rage in this matter to our Queen and country, whom we as Orangemen
have united teocherish and protect."

At the regular meeting of L. O. L. No. 80, Peterborough,
held the 30th November, 1b8, the following resoution was
passed -

" That L. O. L. No. 80sees with regret the obstaclesthat are being put
forward to prevent the just penalty from being meted out on the scaiold
to the rebel Riel for his many crimes ; and that this lodge is of the
opinion that no further respite should be granted him, but that ho should
suifer the extreme penalty of the law, and be hanged in fulilment of the
sentence passed upon him and that a copy of this resolation be for-
warded to the Right Hon. dir John A. Macdonald.

"6Wx. JA.M.IiSON, sarsry."
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At a meeting of L. O. L. No. 425, held on the 5th November, I"Lot us solemnly assure them (the French Oanadians) again that
1885, it was resolved: rather than submit to such a yoke, Ontario would smash Confederation

18 it w.as rolvued: ehinto its original fragmenta, preferring that the dream of a united Canada
"That we, as loyal subjects of Her Gracious Majesty the Queen, should be shattered forever."1

deem it our duty to urge upon our representatires in Parliament the
neceulty of an bonest, manly and tearless administration of justice in That is a warning to you, French Canadians, to take care of

e an mur r Louis i . , twice conemned and etenced arch yourselves.. I you vote against the Government, if you
. . rtvote to turn them ont of place and power for hangiug aTime will not permit to read ail the resolutions, even those man whom you honestly believed insane, we will shatter

under my control. Not only dolI charge this Government with Confederation into its original fragments. The Mail said
being finluenoed by the loyal Orange body, but to the ever- further:
lasting disgrace of the members of that body, scarcely had
the soul of Louis Riel appeared before his Maker than they 'As Britons we believe the conquest will have to be fought over
gloated over the execution which had taken place on the aêgain, and Lower Canada may de nd upon it there will be no treaty of
Regina scaffold. At the regular meeting of L. O. L. No. 1763. The victors will not capitate next time. • • But the French
l5z8, held at Moosomin, four days after the execution, the Canadian people would lose everything. The wreck of their fortunes

following resolution was passed:- and their happiness would b. swift, complete, and irremediable."

'' That we, the members of L.O.L. No. 1528, do hereby congratulate Beware, take care, French Canadians 1 British law
the Government in carrying out the death sentence passed on the arch does not protect yon in the eyes of the Mail and the
rebel and traitor, Louis Riel, and that the blood of our murdered
brother Scott is at last avenged after a period of fifteen yeara, and we Orangemen of Ontario, if you vote against the Government.

ledge ourselves to support the Government which has shown that If you vote with them it is all right, but vote against the
natice will be dealt out to aIl classes no matter what their creed may Government who hanged a man whom you believe to b. a

and, furthermore, should any trouble arise through French or Roman
0atholies interference with the administration of our laws or rights, we madman, and the conquest of Quebec will be fought over
will support the Government and our constitution and laws, even to again, and there will this time be no treaty of
shedding our blood in defence of the same." 1763. This time the conquerors will not yield to those
]Not satisfied with having executed Riel they met in solemn who were the vanquished. Was there ever anything in
conclave and passed a resolution congratulating the Govern- any country, in any party, in any organisation more scan-
ment on the tragedy that had taken place. At the regular dalous, more disgraceful and outrageons than this ? Thiret-
meeting of L. O. L. No. 1222, the following resolution was ing with unquenchable thirst for the victim's blood,
passed:- gloating with inhuman delight over the victim of the

" That we the members of Boyne L. O. L. No. 1222, here assembled, Regina scaffold, and then threatening with conquest a
desire te express our satisfaction that the law has been permitted to free Province and denouncing a great and chivalrous
take its co.irse in the case of Louis Riel, the leader of the North-West race because they saw fit to oppose a Government,ebellion, who, on Monday, the 16th November, paid the penalty of his
many crimes, and who was responsible for the oss of many valuable who they honestly beheved execut a man who ought
lives, among whom were two members of Our noble order." not to have been executed. Now, Sir, I say that in
A manifesto was issued by the Royal Grand Black Chapter view of ail these facts, in view of the refusal of this Govern-
of Western Ontario, and in that manifesto appears the ment-a course, as I say, unknown in criminal practice-to
following language :- give this man a reasonable time to prepare his defence;

in view of the obstructions of every kind thrown in theW blieve that in n ime in our histry as a Grand Black Oha erwa ft ncea the trial and befoein e
bave our principles of loyalty, love, and truth been more confirmed han y o e def the trial; in view
at present, when treasonable devices are se glaringly accomplished, and of the objections to the admission of evidence which would
wheu Remanisa is Io energetically engrafting itself into our civil insti- rove as clear as the noonday sun which shines above ourtution, and when even a late rebel and arrant traitor to our country is
hald up as a saint and martyr, beatifi.d by large portions of the Liberal ends ah nid-day, that the Government of this country are
press, even the (4obe itseif, trying to turn the world upside down on aloue responsi ble for all the misfortunes that followed the
the axis of the rotten Riel agitatio. rebellion in the North-West; in view of the surrender of

SNeer id we ne d to D more watchfiLgan hant-day in the view o Louis Riel, as I honestly believe, under the impression tha tthe aggresive policy cf our vigilant enemies, and, when not ol men,
but our very institutions are in danger. But we are persuade I tatHe by so surrendering his life would be spared; in view of
who rideth on the Heavens will laugh, the Lord will have them in what I believe to be clearly established-the insanity ofderision." Louis Riel; or taking the lowest possible view of it, in
Sir, I charge further; I charge this Government and the view of the fact that hie sanity was in doubt, and the disre-
First Minister of this Government, with having on the day gard of this Government for the plainest principles of com-
of the execution, within a few hours of that event, received mon justice, to give every person the benefit of the doubt;
more than one telegram from members of Orange lodges in view of the evidence in this case, the facte I have sub-
declaring: "WeHl done, thon good and faithful servant; we mitted toyou, I say I am amply justified in the conclusion
will ail vote for thee for ever more 1" Will they deny I have come to: that the Governmentof this country deserve
that? Will the First Minister or the Minister of Public condemnation at the hands of the people of this country. I
Works deny it ? We shall see. But that is not ail. Not say, moreover, that for four months-the period that
only did the Orange lodges and Orangemen clamor for the elapsed between the conviction and the execution-this
blood of Ricl and gloat over hie tragic fate, but they threat- Government literally trafficked in the destiny of a fellow
ened those who believed that a lunatic was executed by mortal. I say thàt during ail the time from the conviction
this Government. Let us see what they said : ofLouis Riel to his execution this Government were balancing

" Let it be proclaimed that the rights and liberties of Britons in an in the scales the problem of a human life. I say that during
English colony, hang upon the breath of an alien race." ail that period this Government were throwing the political

That is to say, Frenchmen 1 dice over the living body of Louis Riel-fixing his fate as
Orange or Bleu might prevail. I say that Louis Riel was

"But English Qanadians will not longer suffer the galling bondage; not executed to vindicate justice or maintain the majesty ofand he day may net ho (ar distant when the call to arm will again the law. I say he was executed because of the pressure ofresouad t.hroughout the Dominion."this irresponsible power, and I say that the motives byNot satisfied with pressing on the execution, and gloating which the present corrupt, incompetent, imbecile Adminis-over the tragic fate of Louis Riel, they threatened those tration, were actuated and moved, when a human life waswho honestly believed that the Goverument did wrong in concerned, deserve the condemnation of this House, and Iexecuting a sem.i-lunaLie. The Mal, the organ of hon. believe they will receive that condemnation at the hands ofgentlemen opposite, sad on 3rd November, 1885: the people of this country. I shal vote for the motion.]Er. Oà.xuaos (Uuron).
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Mr. CURRAN moved the adjournment ofsthe debate,.
Motion agreed to.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of

the House.

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 11:20 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAY, 15th March, 1886.

The SPEAZ.a took the Chair at Three o'clock.

Pa&TRns.

EXECUTION OF LOUIS RIEL.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The First Minister stated,
the other day, that it was desirable that we should go on
from day to day with the debate on the motion of the hon.
member for Montmagny (Mr. Landry), and as 1 see that
the motion stands at the foot of the list, I would move,
seconded by Sir Adolphe'.Caron:

That immediately after qrestions put by members, this House resume
the adjourned debate on Mr. Landry'u propoed motion, being the 35th
Order of the Day, and that the said Order shall continue to be the first
Order of the Day until disposed of.

Mr. BLAKE. Is that motion in order?

Mr. SPEAKRR. It requires the unanimous consent of
the House.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. If the hon. gentleman
objects, of course I withdraw the motion.

Mr. BLAKE. I object because the Government has not
fulfilled its duty in preparing the House for the motion
which it seeks to press on.

Motion withdrawn.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 44) to incorporate the Bow River Coal Mine
and Transportation Co.-(fr. Robertson, Hastings.)

Bill (No. 45) respecting the Dominion Landesand Coloni-
sation Companies, Limited.-(Mr. Beaty.)

RIVER ST. LAWRENCE NAVIGATION.

Ur. LANGEIIIER moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 46) for facilitating the navigation of the River St.
Lawrence in and near the harbor of Quebec.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Would the hon. member
say if his Bill contains anything else than the repeal of the
Act of lat Session ?

Mr. LANGELIER. The Bill repeals the Act of last
Session, and puts into force the by-laws which were repealed
by the Act.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the firat time

RAILWAY FRO ESQUIMALT TO NANAIMO, B.C.

Mr. POPPE moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 47)
respecting the railway from Esquimalt to Nanaimo, B.C.

Mr. BLAKE. Explain.

M Mr. POPIL There is not ve-y much to explain. The
çurv4ture on the rood wa fixed by statute, and it has been

found, in building the railway, that sharper curves are
neoessary and wiIl not be detrimental. It is intended to
change te curvature from 7 to 10.

Mr. BLAKE. Do you think it is necessary to have an
Act of Parliament to take a sharp curve like that ?

Mr. POPE. Al I can say is, that I am being instruoted
very rapidly. I hope in another year or two to be able to
take it.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

ENQUIRIES RESPECTING RETURNS.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the Orders of the Day I desire to
call attention to an Order of the House passed on 29th
April last, for copies of correspondence between the
Indians of theF ort William Reserve, or any one on their
behalf, and the Indian Department, and between the
Indian Department and Indian Agent, whether by tele.
graph or otherwise, on the subject of the action taken
under the existing timber licenses. That Order has not
been complied with as yet, and I am desirous of making a
motion on the subject to which it refers.

w
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Will the hon. gentleman

send a memorandum across the House.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 26) to incorporate the Tecumseh Insurance
Company of Canada.-(Mr. Macmillan, Middlesex.)

Bill (No. 30) te inorprate the E. B. Eddy Manufhcturing
Company.-(Mr. Wright.)

Bill (No. 31) to incorporate the Alberta Railway Com.
pany.-(Mr. Shanly.)

Bill (No. 34) to incorporate the Lake Superior Mineral
Railway Company.-( àr. Dawson.)

Bill (No. 35) to amend the Act to incorporate the Lake
Nipissing and James' Bay Railway Company.-(Ir. Suther-
land, Oxford.)

Bill (No. 36) to grant certain powers to the Sable and
panish Boom and Slide Company, Algoma, Limited.-

(Mr. Sutherland, Oxford.)
Bill (No. 41) to reduce the Capital Stock of the Union

Bank of Lower Canada and to change the corporate name
thereof to theI "Union Bank of Canada."-(Kr. Bossé.)

Bill (No. 42) respecting the Saskatchewan Land and
Homestead Company, Limited.-(Mr. Orton.)

Bill (No. 43) to amend the Act incorporating the Canada
Atlantic Railway Company.-(Mr. Mackintosh.)

THE NORTH-WEST DISTURBANCE-MAJORGEN.
LAURIE AND MAJOR-GEN. STRANGE.

Mr. CASEY asked, Was Major-General Laurie on the list
of the active militia when h. went to the North-West, and
was he ordered to proceed there on duty ? Was he gasetted
as an officer of the active militia during the campaign? If
se, whn and to wbat rank ? In what capacity did he
serve, and at what rate of pay ? Was Major-General Strange
on the active miliia list on March 27th, 845? If not,
when was b. gzetted, and to what rank ? Wba. coimmand
did he hold during the campaigu? By whom appoiuted,
when, and at what rate of pay ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Major-General Laurie, when
h. went to the North-West, was retired from active com-
mand in the militia. The date of his retirement was 80th
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June, 1882. He was sent ont by the Minister with instrue.
tions to report himself to the Major-General in command,
who gave him a command. He was not gazetted as an
officer of the active militia during the campaign. He served
as commander at the base of operations at Swift Current
and Moose Jaw. His rate of pay was $8.76 per diem.
Major-General Strange was not on the active militia list on
March 25th, 1885. He was appointed to the temporary
rank of Colonel in the militia during the period the militia
was called out for active service in the North-West, by an
Order in Council of 27th April, 1885. He was gazetted on
15th May, 1885, by general orders. He held the command
of the Alberta field force. He was appointed by Order in
Council as above stated. His rate of pay was 812.16 per
diem,

NORTH-WEST LAND SALES.

Mr. LANDE RRIN asked, What number of sales
was made by the Department of the Interior in the
west Territory during the year 1884, also in 1885,
grose amount received each year from such sales ?

of land
North-

and the1

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). It would take considerable
time to prepare the number of sales of land made, and I
cannot therefore answer the question put by M1e hon. gentle-
man. Sncb an answer would involve an examination and
calculation of all the fortnightly returus made by the agents,
which would occupy time. The amount received by the
Department in 1884 was $640,295; 1895, 8240,059.

CASE OF LOUIS RIEL-PETITIONS, &o.

Mr VANASSE asked, Whether the Government received,
during the months of August, September, October and
November last, petitions, letters, telegrams, or other com-
munications, written or vivd voce, from Hou. François
Langelier, M.P., Hon. W. Laurier, M.P., Hon. M. R.
Lafiamme, Hon. M. H. Mercier, M.P.P., Hon. F. X. A.
Trudel, Senator, Hon. J. Bellerose, Senator, Hon. J. Bte.
Guetremont, Senator, Mr. Ernest Pacaud, Editor of
L'Electeur, Qaebec, or from other persons, praying for a
commutation or for the exercise of the Royal clemency as
regards the sentence of death pronounced egainst Louis IRiel,
for the crime of high treaon of which ho was found guilty?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I am not aware that the Department
over which I preside bas received any such communications.
Of course, some of the names mentioned appear in some of
the petitions, a list of which is at the end of the pamphlet
which is now before the House. In connection with the
matter I beg to say that if the mover for copies of the peti-
tions wants the whole of the petitions re-copied, I am in-
formed it will take a great deal more time than is necessary.
I had intended, as many petitions appear under one head.
ing, to arrange the headings and give the number of signa-
tures under each, if that would be sufficient for the objeut of
the hon. gentleman, and then we could have them soon. If
not, it wili take a great deal of time.

HOMESTEADS IN THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAIL-
WAY BELT.

Mr. BLAKE asked, How many homesteads have been
entered within the Canadian Pacific Railway bolt up to
31st December last, between : 1. The first and second prin-
cipal meridians; 2. The second and thirdù; 3. The third and
fourth; 4. The fourth and fifth ?

Mr. W HITE (Cardwell). The answer to this question
is being prepared, and as some of the enquiries involve a
good deal of examination, if the.hon, gentleman allows the

$ir ADoLPHE O&ao.

questiOn to stand as a motio~i, the papera will b.. brought
question to stand as a motion, the papers will be, brought
down in a day or two.

NEGOTIATIONS ON THE FISHERY QUESTION

Mr. MITCHE LL asked, Whether there are any further
despatches, or other papers conneoted with negotiations on
the fishery question, in addition to those laid before the
House of Commons during thelast Session of Parliament,
and if there are, will they be brought down to date ?

Mr. FOSTE R. There are some funther despatches, and
they will be brought down aà soon as, and as far as tbey
can be, consistently with the public interest.

POINT PELEE (NAVAL RESERVR9).

Mr. LISTER asked, 1. Whether the residents of Point
Pelee (Naval Reserve) have petitioned the Government
to make grants to them of the lands whioh they claim to
be in occupation of at that place ? 2. Whether the Govern-
ment appointed a surveyor to make a survey of the said
reserve ? And if so, what is the name of the surveyor ?
When was he appointed ? Was such survey made ? And
bas a report been submitted to the Government ? 3. Was,
or is it, the intention of the Government to make grants to
such occupants ? 4. Whether the Government has leased
the said reserve or any portion thereof ? If a part only,
what part ? Who is the lessee ? What is the date of the
lease ? What is the term created thereby? The rent reserved,
and how is it payable ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The squatters on Point
Pelee have petitioned the Government to give then grants
of their holdings. Mr. Alexander Baird was authorised,
10th September, 1881, to make a survey.. His plan and
report are filed in the Department of the Interior. It is
the intention of the Government to make grants to such
occupants, if the Admiralty authorities make no objection.
The portion of Point Pelee not held by squatters was
leased to Albert Chatfield et al, for 21 years from 6th Apr il,
1885, at an annual rental of 8400, payablo half yearly in
advance.

CASE OF LOUIS RIEL-REPORTS OF DRSVALADB
AND LAVELL

Mr. AMYOT asked, 1. When were the reports of Drs.
Valade and Lavell received by the Government? 2. Were
the medical reports of Drs. Lavell and Valade, which are
brought down, made by telegraph or by letter? 3. Were
there any reports, telegrams or letters as to the mental
condition of Louis Riel sent to the Government by either
Dr. Valade or Dr. Lavell, other than those already brought
down, and if so, will they be laid before the House?

Mr. THOMPSON(Antigonish). The reports ofDrs.Valade
and Lavell were receivedý y the Government shortly before
the passing of the Order in Council of the 12th November, re.
commending that the law should take its course. The medical
reports of Drs. Valade and Lavell which are brogght down
-that is, the documents submitted to the House, as the
hon. gentleman is probably aware, are themselves in the
form of letters. The substance of these reports-that is to
the same effect and almost in the same words-were, how-
ever, communicated by telegraph in advance of the letters.
The third question is therefore partially answered by what I
have said, the same report having been made, as I have
said, by telegraph. It is not intended that these telegrams
shall be laid before the House; in.fact, the telegrams, which
were sent in cipher, and which were of the same nature as
the reports laid on the Table, were returned to those wh>
sent them, when the formal and offioial papers were sent.
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QUEBEC AND LEVIS FERRY SERVICE.

Mr. LESAGE asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government te take in hand forthwith the establishment of
the ferry to connect the two shores between Quebee and
Lévis and thus afford us direct communication with the
railway systems of the other Provinces and of the United
States ?

Kr. POPE. Some time ago there was an amount put
in the Estimates for this purpose, and I presume, when the
Estimates come down, an amount will be included for that

purpose.

HAY TAX IN THE NORTH.WEST.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, What tax per ton is charged
the actual settler in the North-West, who euts for his own
use, over fifty tons of hay on Government ]and in that ter-
titory ? When the quantity exceeds a hundred tons, what
tax per ton is imposed ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Recently instructions have
been sent te the Land Board at Winnipeg to alter the regu-
lations with regard te hay, so that now settlers buying hay
for themselves pay ten cents per ton for any quantity they
may require. Perons like merchants who buy hay for
trade, pay $1 per ton, as under the former regulations.

Mr. LANDERKIN. What were the former rates ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell), From 1 to 20 tons, ten cents
per ton; from 20 and up to 50, 25 cents per ton; over 50
and up to 100, 50 cents per ton, and over 100, $1 per ton.

EDWARD MIALL'S PAMPHLET AGAINST CANADA
TEMPERANCE ACT.

Mr. McCRANEY asked, By whose authority did Edward
Miali, Commissioner of Inland Revenue, prepare, publish
and oirculate, during 1885, a pamphlet containing argu-
meuts against the Canada Temperance Act and the princi-
ple of prohibition ? Did he do so under instructions from,
or with the approval of the Government? By whom was
the cost of printing and publication detrayed; if by the
Government, what was the cost, and what remuneration

.id Mr. Miall receive?

Mr. COSTIGAN. I do not know that Edward Miall did
publish and circulate, during 1885, a pamphlet containing

,*rguipents against the Canada Temperanoe Act and the
principle of prohibition. If any such pamphlet was pub-
lished, it was not by instructions from the Government, nor
waa the coSt of publishing paid by the Government.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-B. C. SECTION.

Mr. EDGAR asked, 1. Was the Government section of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway in British Columbia completed
and accepted by the Government when the Order in Coun-
cil of 29th July, 1885, was passed, which recites that it was
then, çtpleod, and authorises its transfer te the Canadian!
Pacifie ail;way Compapy ? 2. Has that section of the rail-
way been yetcnMupleted to the satisfaction of the Govern-
ment? 3. Has it yet been transferred to or accepted by the!
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company ? 4. If not yet accepted
by the Government, are the contractors still operating it
for their own benefit ? 5. Have the Government received
a copy of the tariff put in force by the contractors on this
section ? 6. ias the Minister of Railways obtained any
legal advice since 18th May, 1885, with respect to the right
of the cotraetors te use the rails supplied by the Govern-
ment fo ,the transport of traffic for their own profit, and, if
obtained, is it favorable o the contractors ?
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Mr. POPE. 1. It was practically completed, but not
accepted by the Governmeont; 2. The chief engineer has
not reported, nor has his final certificate been issued ; 3. It bas
not yet been transferred to or accepted by the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company; 4. Mr. Onderdonk is carrylilg
the mails for the Government ; 5. If Mr. Onderdon kis
carrying freight and passengers, it must be at the request
and for the accommodation of the people of the interior of
that Province; 6. The Minister of Railways bas obtained
no legal advice.

Mr. EDGAR asked, 1. What is the total amount paid by
the Government to the contractors for the Government
section of the Canadian Pacifie Railway in British Colum-
bia ? 2. Have any claims been made by the contractors
for further payments on account of their work on this sec-
tion ; and, if so, to what amount and for what description
of work ?

Mr. POPE. The total amount paid for the five Govern-
ment sections to which I suppose the hon. gentleman
refers, is $10,220,357. No claim has been made to the
Department, but Mr. Onderdonk has verbally intimated
that he has some claim.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-STATEMENTS TO
THE GOVERNMENT.

Mr. CHARLTON asked, 1. Have the Government any
statements as to cost of Operating the main lino of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway from Montreal to the end of line,;
and of receipts from sales? 2. Have the Government
requested any such statement from the Canadian Pacifie
Railway ; and, if not, do they intend to do so ? 3. Have
the Government received or demanded from the Canadian
Pacifie Railway any statement of the amount of their
receipts due to articles or persons conveyed on said road in
connection with construction? 4. Does the Government
intend to require separate statements from the Canadian
Pacifie Railway in reference to receipts and expenditures
on-(a) The main lino of the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
(b) The several lines leased by the said company ?

Mr. POPE. 1. Nothing further than appears in the
papers laid on the Table, giving the operations of the rail-
way since its completion ; 2. All statements asked by the
House have been applied for; 3. They have not; 4, This bhas
been applied for, but the company state that they are
unable to furnish it, as they have not kept their aoounts
separate.

COUNTERFIT GOVERNMENT. BONDS.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, Have any of the 5 per cent.
bonds recently redeemed by the Government tured oüt, to

1 be counterfeit, and, if so, to what amount ?

Mr. MLELAN. No.

INDEMNITY OF MEMBERS-CASE OF LOUIS BfL.

Mr. FARROW moved:
That it is expedient to provide that members of the House of Commons

of Canada and members Of the Senate of Canada who may be absent
from the House by sickness, in themselves or families though not in
Ottawa during such bickness, shall not be deprived of their indemaity
by such absence.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I move in amendment that
the 35th Order of the Day be now called.

Mr. BLAKE, I beg to enquire whether the motion of
the hon. member for Huron (Mr. Farrow) is in order. As
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I understand, there are two objections to it-1st, that any
procedure of this description must be initiated in committee;
and, 2nd, that at the very commencement it must be reconi-
mended by the Crown. As the First Minister asked that it
might stand, in order that he might bring down that recom-
mendation, and be bas not brought it down, I presume that
the motion of the hon. mem ber for Huron is not in order.

Mr. SPEAKER. The resolution of the hon. member
for Huron is not a motion to go intoe committee. It is only
an abstract resolution barren of result. It is quite in the
power of the House to adopt that resolution if it thinks fit,
although a Bill could not be founded upon it. There would
have te be some further proceedings taken, such as going
into comnitteo on a similar resolution, and such a resolu-
tion would have to be recommended by the Crown before
boing adopted. But I do not see anything objectionable
iii this abstract resolution. Resolutions in similar words
have been adopted in the English House of Commons.

Mr. BLAKE. ls the motion in amendment of the hon.
Minister of Publie Works in order ?

Mr. SPEAKER. Oh, yes. Last Session there was a
similar motion made to supersede a motion before the House
and to pass to another Order of the Day. A motion was
made to supersede the consideration of the Canada Tem-
perance Act.

Mr. BLAKE. My recollection is that your ruling was
that ono Order of the Day could be superseded by another
Order of the Day. However, if it be your ruling that this
amendment is in order, I wish very briefly to state my
reasons for objecting to it, which I1 have alreudy indicated
in exercising my right of objecting to the procedure pro.
posed by the hon. Minister of Public Works a little
while ago. I object to it because the Administration are
pressing on the consideration of this question, while, at the
same time, they are failing to fulfil thoir obvions and impe-
rative obligation to the House of providing it with the
materials in their bands for the proper consideration of the
question. I say they have no right to arrange this debate
as they propose to arrange it, and it is nothing less than
indecent for them to press on the decision of this question
while they withhold the materials which are nec.essary to
a right judgmet upon it. Why, Sir, what did we hear a
moment ago ? Look at the answer which was given to the
question of the hon. miember for Bellechasse. Look
at the fact that the materials on which the Administration
acted with reference to the question whether this sentence
should be commuted or not, have been suppressed, that the
Government have handed them back to the men who
sent them. They have been handed back-why?
Because they were the same as those brought down ? No,
Sir. If so, they would never have been handed back, but
because they differed from those brought down, because we
have here cooked-up documents. The Government did not
choose to bring down the documents we required; these
documents are not accessible, they are not available, they
are not to be lad-and they ought to be had before we pro-J
ceed to discuss this question. It was but a few weeks ago(
we saw in the public papers the statement that Dr. Lavell
was up in Ottawa arranging about his report in the case of
the Riel investigation. I suppose it was at this time these
letters were prepared. I know not when they were pre-
pared or received, but it is obvious from the dates they could
not have been sent by mail in time to formi the basis of9
action by the Administration. The Administration actedT
upon the cipher tolegrams, and we find the Government has8
placed these telegrams out of their posses ion and put them
in possession of the doctors who sent ihem. The Govern. 8
ment ought to call on the doctors to bring them back, and t

Mr. BLAKJ.

the Government should bring them down to the House, so
that the House may see exactly what was said, and the
difference between what was said then and what is said now,
which difference was so material that it was deemed
expedient to hand back the telegrams to the gentlemen
who sent them and have these letters prepared in thoir
stead, There are other :statements asked by this House,
which I will not enumerate, because they are in the Orders
which have not been brought down. The necessity for
the production of these was unanimously agreed to by this
House; the Administration did not decline to produce them,
but they practically say: We will not let you have them
although we agreed to your demand for their production,
because we insist upon your coming to a decision before
you get them. It was the duty of the Administration,
knowing that these papers would be wanted, to have had
them prepared and ready to bring them down, and to have
brought down voluntarily all of them instead of some.
Some they have brought down. They have brought down
their own selection ; the rest it was their duty to have
prepared. Not having prepared them, it is not their duty
to insist on departing from the customary Order of the
House by pressing on the debate, saying, on the one hand,
It is too soon to bring down the papers, and, on the other,
We want you immediately to proceed to judgment.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). If it had not been for
the warmth with which the hon. gentleman has just spoken,
I sbould have been exceedingly surprised at the charge ho
made against the Department over which I unworthily pre-
side, in reference to the question put by the hon. mcmber
for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot), which I answered a few mo-
ments ago. I should have been surprised to hear it stated,
in relation to so important a matter as this, by a gentleman
occupying that hon. gentlenan's position, that the material
on which the Executive acted has been, in any sense of the
word, suppressed, or that the telegrams, which I stated to the
House were in effect the saime as the documents laid on the
Table, were not the same, or were suppressed, destroyed, or
delivered back to those who sent them because they were
not the same. I should have been surprised also at his state-
ment that the documents laid on the Table were cooked
documents. I bog to say, on the responsibility which resta
upon me as a Minister of the Crown, and speaking for my
collagues as well, to give those three statements the most
direct'contradiction. The documents have not been sup.
pressed. The hon. member for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot)
did not even ask that they should be produced, but asked
whether it was the intention of the Government to bring
them down; and my reply stated it was not proposed to
bring thom down, and I gave the reison. The documents
are substantially the same, and therefore the statement that
the telegrams have been suppressed because they are not
the same as the documents on the Table is not correct, and
the documents on the Table, so far from being cooked,
represent to the House what those doctors represented in
the cipher telegrams and contain the information upon
which the Giovernment acted. I regret that the hon.
gentleman should have seen fit to make such grave charges
of mal-administrativu, as le avows he did, upon the more
fact that he saw in some paper the statement that one of
the physicians was manufacturing his report in Ottawa. I
have only to say, with regard to the papers wanted from
my Department, that papers have been asked for which re-
quire to be sent for as far as Regina. They have been tele-
graphed for, and are on their way, and other papers-a
wheelbarrow of papers-the copying of which will take
some time yet, will be brought down as soon as possible. I
have laid on the Table, however, all the documents immedi-
ately connected with the trial, which are ail it was possible
to prepare at so short a notice.
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Mr. MILLS. I do not see why the hon. Minister had

any occasion for surprise, after the explanations he gave.
If I rightly understood him he informed the House the
telegrams were not exactly the same as the letters, though
to the same purport, and he does not inform the House why
the Government should bave taken so extraordinary a course
as to return those telegrams.

Mr. THOMPSON (&ntigonish). I did not say they were
not the same.

Mr. MILLS. If the Government acted on those telegrams'
they must have known that their production, and not the
production of letters written or received subsequent to the
action of the Government would ho required by the House.
It is not the opinion of those gentlemen after the determi-
nation of the Government was arrived at, that we want, but
their opinion before, and on which the Goverument acted,
and if the hon. gentleman had submitted those telegrams
he would not have been called on to make any defonce.
We saw a letter published in the papers not long since of
the First Minister defending his colleague, the Minister of
Militia. That letter informed the country that the Minis-
ter of Militia was in his place in the Council Chamber at
the time it was determined that Riel should be executed.
He left for Winnipeg long before the 12th; and here
we have information given to the House that this
determination was arrived at and the Order in Council
was passed on the 12th November, after the hon. gentleman
had been at Winnipeg. We are anxious to know why Mr.
Crawford, the leader of the Orangemen, waited on the bon.
Minister, and what the information which he imparted to
the Minister as to the state of public feeling in Winnipeg,
and what were the communications which the Mfinister
made to the leader of the Government as to that feeling
before the execution of Riel. It will strike a great many
as very extraordinary, if the Government had determined
on the execution of Riel, that no communication should
bave been had before the Minister went to Winnipeg. Up
to this moment the House is left largely in the dark on this
question, and we find the Minister of Publie Works seeking
at this moment to force on this question, when the Minister
of Justice tells him that the Government have not them-
selves in their possession the necessary papers to communi-
cate to the House. Surely it is important that the House
should have an opportunity of fully considering this ques-
tion. Under our system certain judicial functions devolve
upon the Government. The Government have in some
measure to act as a court of review to conbider criminal
cases, and we want to know upon whac grounds the
Government proceeded, especially seeing that the Govern-
ment carried out the extreme penalty in the case of a
person who was recommended to mercy by the jury who
found him guilty. The bon. gentleman proposes that the
House shall go it blind, and that the Government shall be
sustained before the louse has an opportunity of consider-
ing all the papers relating to the subject.

Mr. CASEY. I think there is one sentence alone in thei
remarks made by the hon. Minister of Justice which is
quite sufficient to defeat this amendment. I will not deali
with the disappearance of the telegrams which he tells us1
have disappeared, but which he says were not suppressed,j
because that is too obvious a matter; but, in his explana-t
tien, he says ho has to-day laid a mass of evidence upon thei
Table of the louse, a lot of important papers which werei
vital to the case, yet, in ton minutes after he as laid thosei
papers upon the Table of the louse, he expects us to go oni
and consider the question to the consideration of which1
they are necessary. Can those papers be taken off the(
Table and handed around to everyone to read ? How can we1
cousider them until they are printed and distributed ? Thei
proposition is so absurd on the face of it that it shows thatÊ
the Government do not wish us to see those papers before1

we discuss that question. If they did, they would not
propose to go on with the discussion on the very day
and at the very moment when those papers were laid upon
the Table of the House. To suppose that they could be ofany
use to us in this discussion is quite absurd, and the Govern-
ment do not suppose it. The hon. gentleman told us that
for a number of the papers required he would have to send
up to Regina. He does not say, but we cau easily under-
stand, what papers are there. We know they are some of
the most important papers in the case. Is it not an extra.
ordinary and outrageons thing that papers of this vital and
importarnt character, which it was known that Parliament
would ask for, should have been left in Regina for aillIbt
months that have elapsed since the execution was carried
out ? Why are they in Regina, and not in the Department
of Justice ? Why are they not prepared and printed and
ready to be laid on the Table ? The answer is not far to seek.
It is because the Government do not wish us to have this
information. Their whole course since the beginning of
the discussion shows that they do not wieh us to have the
information, if they did they would have had it ready be-
fore the House met. So far from that, it was the motion of
the member for Montmagny which they had ready before the
House met, while the necessary information was in Regina
or in Winnipe:, or in the ends of the earth-everywhere,
in fact, except where it ought to have been, in
the Department of Justice, or in the printing office
or ready to be laid on the Table of this louse. Then,
the day of the motion is arranged between the Government
and the bon. gentleman who poses as the opponent of the
Government, but who will be found not to be an opponent
of the Government, who does not protend to bo their
opponent excopt for the purpose of this motion. I say the
day is arranged between him and thoso whom ho appears
to accuse. The Government are on their trial. They select
their accuser; they select the form of tho indictment;
they arrange the day of the trial ; they select theo evidence
to be laid before the jury which is to try them ; and then,
when the ordinary rules of the House stand in their way,
when it appears that these rules are going to give the
House some of that opportunity for obtaining information
from the meagre and stinted evidence laid before it, the
Government, by a side wind, by what i cannot call any-
thing but a trick, avail themselves of a technical oppor-
tunity to bring on the question by an amendment to the
first motion on the notice paper. It is a had stroke of
policy on ihi part of the Government. The Miîister
of Public Works may think it is a clever sLroke to
get on the debate, but he will find that before the
country it is a bad stroke of policy. It is an evidence
of cowardice. The Minister of Justice may make ail
the statements which he lias about the contents of these
papers being the samo-and we have to take his state-
ment as a Minister of the Crown and a member of this
House, but can the House believe that ail this mystery was
got up for nothing, can we believe that there was any reason
for this mystery unless it be that there was something to
bide? The House will not believe it, and the country will
not believe it, and the only effect of the course pursued by
the Minister of Public Works-a course of which I should
not have believed him capable until to-day-is to prove the
cowardice and the abject fear of the Government lest we
should get the facto in regard to this case. The Govern-
ment are on their trial in regard to a matter which they
say is such a grave question that they will not go on with
ariy business until it bas been tried. If so it is toc grave to
be tried on the pretence of evidence, the make.believe of
evidence, which they have laid before us. That evidence is
lacking in the documents which are necessary to a decision,
and this House cannot protest too warmly or vote too
strongly against the extraordinary proposition of the hon.
Minister of Public Works.
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Mr. LAURIER. Ever since the events of November before us. We should not leave it in the mouth of the hon.
last, the Goverument have professed that they were anxious gentlemen opposite, who have been challenging the Gov-
to meet their adversaries face to face, and yet they thoaght ernment for not bringing down the papers which they have
it necessary to lay their defence before the public in the asked for, to say that anybody in this House voted to pre.
memorandum of Sir Alexander Campbell, in the first part vent the consideration and discussion of this question before
of which he says: we had the fullest information which is in possession of the

" The opponents of the Government have asserted that the rebellion Government, in order to enable gentlemen on both sides to
was provoked if not justified, by their mal-administration of the affairs arrive at a proper and just conclusion. Therefore, I feel
of the North-kest Territories, and inattention to the just claims of the compelled to say it is unfair for the Minister of Pablie
half-breedi. With this question, which bas been made one of party Works to pres hais motion. I am not going to express an
politics, it is not thought becoming to deal bere. Upon such a charge,
when made in a constitutional manner, the Government will be respon- opinion fovorably or adversely to the remarks made by the
sible to the representatives of the people, and before them they will be leader of the Opposition in relation to the statement made
prepared to meet and disprove it." by the Minister of Justice; I am not going to offer an opin.
But when this question was brought before the House the ion whether the papers laid before this House are a correct
other day, the Minister of Public Works professed bis glad- transcription of the cipher telegrams or report of the
neps that he was able to meet bis adversaries face to face. medical experts appointed to examine the sanitary condi-
Well, is tho Minister anxions for a fair fight ? Is this the tion of the late Riel; but I will say this, that it does.look
way he Wants tbis question to be settled before this Parlia- very shady and looks very suspicious to find that this writ-
ment'? Why, ho wants to fight the battle in darkness, not ten report which is laid upon the Table of the House was
in the open light of day and, Sir, the more I look into this received by the Government after Riel was executed, and
matter, ther more it seems unwarrantable on the part of the that the cipher telegram, which they state are substan-
Government; for, if I understand aright the explanations tially the same as the written report, have been returned to
which have been given to-day by the Minister of Justice, this the persons who wrote them. What is the object of that
report, whieh was recently laid before this louse, of the return ? Is it for concealment ? or was it to promote the
doctorà who examined Riel, was actually wriLten after Riel ends of public justice? or what end was to be served by it ?
was in his grave. Therefore, I say the question now be- I regret to say that the case presents such features as makes
fore the House is whether we are ready to discuss this me, at least, very suspicious about the correctness of the
question with all the facts before us, or to discuss it in returns sent in.
darkness. I hope my hon. friend beside me will press this House divided on motion of Sir Hector Langevin:
motion to a division, so that we may know whether the
House is willing to approve or disapprove of the Govern- YÂs.
ment without any of the facts before us. Messieurs

Mr. MITCH ELL. This question is of so much import. Allison, Portin, O'Briea,
ance that I think we ought carefully to consider what we Bain (Soulanges), Foster, Orton,
are doirg before we vote upon it, Now, Sir, I will not say Baker (Missisquoi), Gagné, Paint,
whether the Governmiuent have challenged the sentiment of Baker (Victoria), Gaudet, Pinsoaneault,
the House upon this question, by inîducing Lhe motion which Barard, Gau, Pope,
is under consideration ; but I say this, that they have fairly Bell, Grandbois, Rel
and broadly met the motion by accepting the gage which Benoit, Guilbault, Riopel,
bas been thrown down, and challenged publie discussion in Bloniean Gackett, Rose,
relation to it. Now, Sir, how have they done it ? We find Bowell, Haggart, Rykert,
we are shut off by the previous question being moved, and Bryson, Hall, Scott,
are shut off from having that fre discussion. Burnham, Fay, Shakespeare,

Burnse Besson, Shanly,
Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no. Cameron (Inverness), Hickey, Smyth,

Campbell (Victoria), Homer, Sproule,
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; I say yes. I say they have pre- Carling, Ives, Stairs,

vented that free discussion which every member in this Caron (ir Adolphe), Jamieson, Tassé,
(Jhapleau, .ekins, Taylor,

House hmas right to expect, because we can formulate no Cimon, Kaulbach, Temple,
distinctive motion upon which to test the opinion of the Cochrane, Kilvert, Thompson (Antigonish),
House upon it, therefore I say they have not met this Oolby, Kinney, Townshend,
question as I would like to have seon it met by gentlemen coughlin, Langevin (Sir Hector), Tyrhitt,
with whom I have acted so long-met i in a manly, inde- ourran, Lesage, Valin,
pendent ws . Again we find to day another step taken in Daly, Maedonald (King's), Vanasse,

Dawson, Mackintosh, Wallace (Albert),the way ofa% oiding fiee discussion and interfering, as Desauinieru(st.Maurice)Macinaster, Wallace (York)
they do interfere, with the right of private members to deal Dickinson, McCallum, Ward,
with the business which is before this House, a large amount Dodd, McDougald (Pictou), W hite (Card*ell),
of im ortant business having to be postponed in order to Du-dao, McDuaall (W. Breon),Wte (Re e),
disacn this question which, may take up many days Everett, McNeill, Wood (Westmoreland),
'et. fow, Sir, I am as ready for the discussion of the FaWrow, Mofat, Woodworth,
elq uestion as an y man in this House, and as ready Ferguson (Welland), Montplaisir, Wright.-105.

to dxpress my opinion in relation to it ; but I am
3iOt prepazed to sky that aill the business we private
membe have, much of which is upon the paper to-day,
should b. postponed, and perbaps delayed from week to Alle, Fairbank, MeMHlaa (Vaudmaeil)
*eek, and, finally, t the end of the Session, the Goverment Amyot, Fiaber, .oOrauey,Armetrong, Forbea, bMelutyre,
doing as they always have done -as both Governments A uer, Geoffrion, Mille,
biave done- corne in and take up the whole week, and thus Bcard, Gilimor, Mitchell,
prevent the privati members from conducting their logis- Bergeron, Glen, Miuook,
ationubefore this House. Now, Sir, I simply wish to express Blake, Gua , Pateron (Brani),

my opinion upon this matter, and I think the course pur- Bourasua, Harley, Rinfret,
iùed is unfair. If we are to have a discussion on the merit Burpee, nnes, obertson (Shelburne),
of th Riel question, we should have it with the papers Cameron (Huron) Inae', SomMevile (grueofteOmrn Mdlx, akoSme.Ue(u)
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Oampbell (Renfrew), King, ge What is the test of fairnees? The only test of fairnesaJg

g ney, aerkitherland (Oxford), that wbich is established by law; you cannot go beyond.
charton, Landry(Montmagny) , tat; the judge cannot go beyond the law, and if a man has

ockburn, Langeier,Watson, had his full benefit of the law-for the law as it stands on

Crol, Liaurer, Weldon, the Statute Book is the test of fairness-he bas had a fair
Desulniers (Makin'6),Mackenzie, Yeo.--1. trial. But I find in this respect the hon. gentleman is abso.
Edgar, lately and positively in contradiction with his own chief.

Amendment agreed to. The leader of the Opposition made a speech some time ago
Ct the city of London, where a great banquet was given

EXECUTION OF LOUIS RIEL. bim on his return from England, and speaking on this very

The House resumed adjourned debate on the proposed oubject ho said:
Tion o Mresumdy adjornedm debate o thi prose "I think it right to say that, in my opinion, the Government acted in

motion of Mr. Landry (Montmagny):T That this ousee avery proper spirt in providing for the attendance of the prisoner's
feels it its duty to express. its deep regret that the sentence witnesses, and, from what I know of the leadin g counsel, I should think

of death passed upon Louis Riel, convicted of high treason it impossihle that in their management of the case there was anything
. o unfair to the prisoner or derogatory to the high character they deserv-

was allowed to be carried into execution, and the motion edly enjoy in the responsible duties they undertook to perform."
of Sir Hector Langevin:" That this Question be now put.",The hon.gentleman, however, said that there was one great

Mr. CURRAN. Mr. Speaker, I deem it proper, in rising to element of unfairness in the trial-that his trial had taken

address this House to-day on this most important question, place before a jury composed exclusively of Protestants.

to say one or two words with respect to the position I Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I did not say that,
occupy in connection with this debate. It bas been my Mr. CURRAN. Would the hon gentleman have wished
duty upon former occasions to address this House upon that Riel upon that occasion should have been tried by a.
questions involving very great feeling, and I may say hero jury compoed exclusively of Catholics? What a howl
in presence of all my friends, that whatever I hi.ve said on w old have gone throughout the length and breadth of the
former occasions upon any question affecting the interests country if at that time Louis Riel, who was an apostate
of the country, or affecting the interests of any class inh rmhs hrh a t ainewt the authOriOsI aher t today L lemy aifuldut o ths rom bis Chnrch, wae at variance with the authorities,
country, I adhere to to-day. It is my painful duty on this who had committed many acte of cruelty, of sacrilege, and
occasion to differ with a large number of those with whom other acts- which it will be my duty to mention in the
I have been in the habit of workinI in the past, and I course of this speech, had been put upon trial before men
regret to see them separating themeelves from me and the whose faith he had trarnpled on, whose Church he had
friends that surround me; but whilst I do regret that, desecrated, and. whose most cherisbed convictions he had
whilst I regret to be oblged to raise my voice m Oppo- despised and spat upon. What was the statement of that
sition to their views, I feel I should be unworthy of unfortunate man in the course of the speech that he
the position I occupy if I did not come ont boldly and addressed to the jury upon that occasion? I hold in my
manfully, and state what I believe to b. for the true hand the official report of that trial, and at page 150 I find
interests of the country in this great agitation that bas been the infamous language that that unfortunate man used to
brought about by men who, I think, have acted with preci. the venerable Archbishop who had brought him up, clothed
pitation and without duly considering the results of their him, fed him and educated him. He spoke of him, and in
action. Not only in one section of this country, where I reference to one of the witnesses, a Mr. Ness, he said:
have bad an opportunity of denying the statements made,
but even in my own division slandera have been circulated "One of the wituesses here, George Ness, I think, said that I spoke
with regard to myself. All I bave to say, and I take this of Archbishop Taché and told him that he was a thief. If I had had the

f . i opportunity I proposed I would have questioned him as to what I said
opportunity of saymg itin the presence of this House and so that you would understand me. I have known Archbishop Taché
the country, is, that my ambition bas been to represent as a& great benefactor, I have seen him îurrounded by his great property,
my fellow citizens of Montreal Centre, that they have sent the property of a widow whose road wis passing near ;he bought the

.i m y sd hland aroun and took that way to try and get her property at a cheap
me here by an overwhelmpg majority, and havingeplacedp I read in the gospel: 'Ye Pharisees with your long prayers
their confidence in me, I shall not desert them so long as devour the widows.' And as Archbishop Taché le my great benefactor,
they stand by me in this Parliament, and I trust, with their and as he is my father I would say, because he has done me an immense

deal of gcod, and because there was no one who had the courage to tell
confidence and still greater assent, if possible, more empha- him, I did, because I love him, because I acknowledge aIl he has.done
tically given, to have the honor of representing them in the for me. As to Bishop Grandin, it was on the sme grounds. I have
next Parliament. It becomes my duty to follow one of other instances of Bishop Taché, and the witness could have said as the

Rey. Father Moulin: 'When you speak of such persons as Archbishop
the speakers on the other side of the House who made a Taché you ought to say he made a mistake, not that h.ecommitted
most violent address last Friday night. Some portions of that robbery.' I say that we bave been patient a long time, and when we
speech I will refer to very briefiy indeed. The gist ofnearly see that mild words only serve as covers for great ones to do wrong, it
all 'he hon. gentleman said he chose to- say on an exceed- ime when we are justified in saying that robbery is robbery every.

viiere and the. guilty eaes are bound by the force of public opinion to
ingly low level, and if I am obliged to follow him upon that take notice of it. The one who bas the courage to speak out in that
ground, he cannot complain ; if I am obliged to fight him way instead of being an outrageons man becomes in fact a benefoto
on the ground he has chosen himsell, he cannot complain ; to those men themselves and to society.'
and he cannot complain if I am obliged to show that while Why did he make that speech ? Because the jury were
in the political parties in this country, as in the political Protestants, and he thought he could raise in their minds
parties of every country, there is in both sides bigotry to be prejudices and sentiments towards himself of a more friendly
found, yet in the Conservative party the brains are ahead kind. Now, we have also heard from the last speaker that
of the bigotry, whilst in the Reform party the bigotry is the recommendation.to mercy had been entirely ignored.
ahead of the brains. Tbe hon. gentleman spoke lu the first Before I get through with my observations I may refer to
instance with respect to the legality of the trial. He some other cases in which this recommendation has also
agrees with the hon. member for Rouville (Mr. Gigault) been overlooked; and I can say, having had considerable
that the trial was a legal trial, that it bad all the elements experience myself in matters of that kind and from what I
of legality about it, but he pretended to say that the trial have read, that this recommendation to mercy is in a great
was not a fair trial. I say on this occasion that I am sup- measure just as the hon. Minister of Public Worke bas
prised to find a gentleman calling himself a lawyer who expressed it-a desire on the part of the jury to relieve
pretends to say that a trial can be legal without being fair,' themselves to some extont of the responsibility for tho
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verdict which they gave, and throw that responsibility
through that means on the shoulders of the Executive. But
we have also hoeard from ithe bon. gentleman that this unfor-
tunate man Riel had given himself up to General Middleton,
and that therefore he should be free-that therefore be sBhould
never have experienced the sad fate which befel him.
Why, Sir, do we not all know, have not we all lived through
those troubles, have not we all seon what took place, and is it
not in the memory of every man that Riel was not on that
occasion afraid of the trial that was to come, on the part of
the Dominion Government, but was afraid that he would be
murdered on the spot by the indignant volunteers-was
afraid not only of the whites who were there, but was afraid
and perbaps still more afraid, of the dire vengence of the
half.breeds whom be had deceived ? The last point to which
the hon. gentleman has referred, and referred at very great
length, was with roferenco to the insaiity of the prisoner,
and es that question has been raised by Other speakers
as well, I shall endeavor to deal with his arguments
and those of the other speakers at the same time.
However, ho wound up bis speech, Sir, by an appeal
to the feelings of the Catholics of this country. He
sourt to arouse in their minds the idea that this man
had been sacrificed to Orange fanaticism, and with that
pointIshall endeavor to deal in the course of my remarks.

Butlbefore procoeding to do so, allow me not only on gen-
oral grounds, but more particularly from the debate which
bas taken place this afternoon upon the question of pro-
ceeding with the motion of the hon. member for Montmag-
ny (Mr. Landry)-let me refer to the astounding poition
of certain gentlemen in this Bouse upon this question.
Why, Sir, is it possible that these men think they can throw
dust in the eyes of the whole peoplu of Canada ? Is it pos-
sible that these gentlemen imagine for one moment that the
people of Canada do not know what has taken place, not
only in the city of Montreal. but throughout the length and
breadth of the Province of Quebec ? Those gentlemen get
up and eay: We want papers; we want documents; we
cannot make up our minds; we are absolntely in the dark;
we do not know how to vote; we cannot decide this ques
tion. I ask, what papers did these men ask on the Champ
de Mars? What papers did they ask when they manufac-
tur d effigies of the right hon. leader of the Govern ment
and effigies of the gentlemen who represent the French
Canadian nationality in this Cabinet ? When they manufac-
tured them and set fire to them, after hanging them up, what
documents did they ask for? HUad they any doubt upon
their minds thon ? Did they ask for documents to show
that these men had acted like honest and upright men and
good citizens of this country? What documents were asked
for by the hon. member for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar),
when he stood on the Champ de Mars that day ? Did he
stand up and say-

Mr. EDGAR. Will the hon, gentleman allow me to cor-
rect him ? I did not stand on the Champ de Mars. I was
not there.

Mr. CURRAN. The gas question was occupying that hon.
gentleman's mind; he was there endeavoring to throw light
upon the subject. But, Sir, a more important man than
the hon. member for West Ontario was there-a man of
greater importance on this question and in this Parliament,
the hon. member for Quebec East (Mr. Laurier) was there
when the reseolution was passed declaring these hon. gen.
tlemen traitors to their country, their nationality and their
creed. Did ho hetsitate? Did ho want documents thon,
when he stood up and said that if he had been on the bor-
dors of the Saskatchewan ho would have had his musket on
hie shoulder. Did ho stop there ? Why, no, Sir, he did not.
le was on the point of carrying out a steady march away
off to the city of Toronto, there to exhibit the Saskatchewan
maskot. TruoeIh changed is mind i true, he did not go

Mr. Cuux

there with bis musket. And later on, Queen's Hall in
Montreal was engaged for the hon. gentleman and his
friends to speak once more as he had spoken on the Champ
de Mars. He was to go there with bis musket and show
them the drill, but the only drill he performed was, right
about face and march home again. There is still more
than that in the picture presented to us, when members'coun-
ties were invaded, and when as honest and upright men
they said, Lot us have time; we in the Province of Quebec
have followed our leaders for years; we have had confi-
dence in them; we have believed them to be honest and
conscientious men; give us time to read the documents and
we will then pronounce. No; they were denounced as trai-
tors, and a whole army invaded every county; they were
taken by the throat and forced to give expression to their
opinions whether they liked it or not. We have had this
magnificent spectacle to-day just as we had on the occasions I
have referred to. On both those occasions we have had three
different lines adopted with regard to this unfortunate man
Riel. We had him paraded and gibbeted before the public as a
hero, a martyr, and a fool; those were the three points upon
which they spoke with such tremendous force. Now, Sir,
why was this agitation confined to the Province of Quebec ?
Why was this hero, this martyr, this unfortunate and insane
man merely made a martyr, a hero and a fool of in the
Province of Quebec ? We have been told here by the able
and eloquent representative of the eetis in this House, and
we have ail read in the admirable speech of the hon. Senator
Girard in the other House, that the Metis are a distinct
people, that they have their own genins and their own
customs, that they are no more French Canadians than they
are Irish Canadians, that although they have somo French
blood in their veins, they are a distinct people by themselves.
Louis Riel was at one time the leader of that people. Why
have we not seen in the beart of the settlements of the
Metis in Manitoba or in the North-West Territories a single
meeting called by any of the Metis people whom ho was
supposed to represent, to protest against bis executon,
or to say that it was either an act of cruelty or
one for which the Government ehould bj co'î-
demned? More than that, we have h-ad an appeal mq 'e
to the Irish Catholics of the Dominion to join in this
Qaabec national movement. What would have been the
result if a warning voice had not gone over the length and
breadth of the land, if it had been possible for those who
were stirring up this agitation to join together in one all
the French Canadian and Irish Catholice of this Dominion ?
Why, Sir, we should not only have had the war of races
these gentlemen threaten us with, but we should have had
a war of religions as well ; and looking at the state of the
population, I ask my Irish Canadian friends and my French
Canadian friends as well, what must have been the inevit,.
able result of the contest these men were seeking te force
upon us ? Have we been told what these gentlemen pro.
tested ? Have we been told that they took any action in
regard to the matter with the Irish representatives of the
House, of whom six are on this side of the House, and not
one on the other side, which is in itself a pretty strong
mark of where the bigotry lies? Neither myself nor any
of the other five Irish Catholie representatives in this
louse was ever approached by any of the French Canadian

members and asked to take part in any proceedings
for a reprieve for Riel. But, living as I do in
the city of Montreal-having been born and brought
up there-amongst my French Canadian friends, and
having among them as many sincere and warm-hearted
friends as among any other section of the commanity, I
tOOk upon myself, when I heard that a report was going
about, that in spite Of the Agitation made by the newspapers,
that certain parties had told the French Ministers that the
people Of Quebec would not be excited if this man were
executed-I took the trouble myself to come and tell the

126



COMMONS DEBATES.
bon. Ministers that any man who said the French Canadian
people would not be excited was speaking either on a sub-
ject he did not know anything about, or else in a manner that
ho thought would suit his own purposes. I told the finis-
ters that it must be understood that, throngh the agitation
of the Rouge party in the Province of Quebec, there would
be an attempt made to excite the people there, and they
must adopt the course that was best calculated to serve the
interests of the country-that if it was possible, consistent-
ly with the interest of the country to extend mercy to do
so; but I felt it my duty to inform them what the
state of the publi mind was at the time. That I did
without any solicitation on the part of any mem'er of this
House of the French nationality, and I take this oppor-
tunity of saying so publicly. Well, Sir, on the eve of execu-
tion I was called upon to express myself. It had
probably never been thought worth while by the gentle-
men taking part in the agitation to call upon me, until it
was al over with this unfortunate man. Then I was called
upon to sign a telegram to the Premier of this Government
to tell them that this act was an act of cruelty. I was
called upon to do this by men who to-day say that they
cannot decide, that they are in the dark, that the documents
have all been concealed, that there is nothing before this
House. Why, Sir, what do these gentlemen mean ? Have
we not the information before this House ? Have we not
the indictment ? Have we not the evidence ? Have we not
the verdict ? Have we not the charge to the jury ? Have
we not the documents of the appeal from one end to the
other ? Yet these hon. gentlemen tell us we have no docu-
ments. To those who sought to coerce and who did
threaten me, I replied, Gentlemen, if I never give another
vote in the House of Commons, I will stand up for what I
conceive to be right ; during the 25 years that I have been
working band.in-hand with the French Canadian Conserva-
tives in the Province of Quebec -during all those years in
which I have sacrificed time and labor to help to return many
of those gentlemen to this House as they have returned the
compliment to me, I have never yet backed down from
doing what I thought the French Canadian people were
entitled to; and come what may, I never shall. I admire and
love that people for their great virtues, noble chivaliy, and
the many marks of resemblance between them and the
nationality to which I belong; but on an occasion of that
kind, when the country, I conceived, was imperilled by the
action of agitators, no consideration could induce me to
f4il in performing that which I felt to be a duty in con-
science, in honor, and in patriotism. Now, Sir, as regards
the position of this unfortunate man and lis first rebelhion,
I do not intend to speak myself; but I do intend to give
this House, at a later stage, perhaps, the evidence of a wit-
ness who spoke not merely as a private citizen of the
Dominion, but as the leader of the Opposition in the Prov-
ince of Ontario. If we take the history of the
second rebellion, we find, put before the country, a
document signed by six reverend gentlemen at Prince
Albert. That document has been published and circu-
lated and quoted upon the platform, and I have
heard men who actually have bad the audacity to say that
it had been prepared by Government officials, and that these
six clergymen were so lost to all sense of shame and con-
sideration for their holy office that they signed it and sent
it forth to the country, although it did not contain the
truth. I do not propose for one moment to use that docu-
ment again; I have other and more important papers to
which to refer, and my reference shall not be made to any
speech of the leader of the Opposition, or to any quotations
from statements of his, or to any documenta formulated or
issued by the Grovernment or in any of the Departinents of the
Governmont. I hold in my hand a work that, at all events,
every Catholic throughout the length and breadth of the
Dominion will believe, namely, the "Annals eof the Propaga-

tion of the Faith." These volumes are published in London,
and the one I refer to is the November number of 1885,
number 276. These annals are published with reference to
Catholie missions all over the world, and are under the
special patronage of Leo the XI[ and the Cardinals and
Archbishops of the Church. I find here not merely what
regards this trial itself, but, in fact, all the information
those hon. gentlemen are so anxious to have before they
will undertake to pronounce thoir verdict. An article in
the September number says:

l We publieh a touching letter on the civil war which raraged Oanada
and caused the deathe of two missionaries, the Rèv. Fathers Faford and
Marchand."
I shall not read the whole of the document, but will begin
at the point where the insurrection itseolf i spoken of. It
says on page 333:
" The following narrative, forwarded to us by the Rev. Father Four.

mond, complotes the account given by the venerable Bishop, pointa out
the causes of the different phases of the insurrection, and records several
episodes illustrating the admirable taith of the Ohristians of the diocese
ef St. Albert :

"About a year age, some 30 agitators, under pretence that the Gov-
ernment violated their most sacred rights, frequently assembled se-
cretly in the woods, and beneath the shadow of the gigantic fire,
hatched their plots sud bound themselves by eath not to dvul geto any
one the subject that had in vie W. or course we disappreved hi ghly of
these secret proceedings, and the consequence was a sudden irritation
excited against the clergy : the populace accusing us of no longer
favoring their interest as we used to do. One of the firet acte of these
assemblies was to send to the shores of the Missouri, acrose the Cana-
dian border, in search of the too farmous Riel, the great chief of the
Metis movement in 1870, who had since that evenL become an American
citizen, and discharged the humble duties of teacher, under the direction
of the Rev. Fathers of the Society of Jesus at Montana."

it goes on to stato how this man was received in triumph
by the people. He made long prayers, professed the most

loyal sentiments, and, says the good missionary : " I con-
gratulated him on his good qualities; ho caused great edifi-
cation, and was looked upon as a saint." On the 4th Septem-
ber, however, Monseigneur Grandin came to the settlement.
Monseigneur, who know Mr. Riel well, could not share in
the general feeling of confidence. le said :

"I cannot help feeling a great fear or dread of that man's Influence
aud a heavy fear for the future that awaits us. These fears were only
tu' welljust.fied. Dring the six mouths and that foiowed, Riel nn-
tinued te d-ceive thn public and cic>gzy by i. perduaiive words anid
apparent piety, and played the true wolf uin heep's clothing-tbe augel
of darkness disguised as an an gel of light. He chose the beautiful feast
ot St. Joseph, the patron giron by Monseigneur te the half-cattnation,
aud under pretex ofsolenmnizing the occaion, sndalsodoing honer te the
baptism of an English neophyte, ho assembled the most devoted of his
friends and put them under arms froin the day before. On the evening
of the sage dayin order to bring the people together, ad to have s
pretoxt fer makiug a general appeai to the nation, ho spread a taae
report everywhere of t he arrivai of 500 police to massacre the fanatice,
barn the housesand seize the lands. 'We muet march out to.meet them,
he said. ',f weanrenuited they wil net be abie tey tand againet us >A
large number unwiiling te believe the uews, as thoy had au ether proot
of it , refused to revoit, but were soon forced to take up armai as they
were threatened with being shot themselves and having their farms
pillaged. They almost ail yielded toforce; oaly some o hem stand-
ing fi n sd braving death on ut. Josophe oeve, amidat tho darnue
of night, a provisional Government was proclaimed, and its first act
was a sacrilegious one, the seizure of the ohurch of Baint Antony at
Batoche, in spite of the earnest protestations of tne Rev. Father Moulin.
On Sunday the 22th March, a fervent and pious half-caste, one of the
authors of the movement, seeing the bad turn affaira had taken, refused
to take part in the revoit. (a St. Joseph's day, he had preferred to
submit to be taken prisoner rather than te partic paie in ail the crimes
wbich inaugurated it, and which muet for ever brand this terrible revo-
lution with disgrace."
He proceeds then to speak of the various acts done by the
noble Ketis, who thought to, resist this man's authority.
He speaks of the terrible influence Riel had over the
Motis, and how ho carried out his nefarious desi gns through
that influence. He says that the Metis assembled together
for the purpose of prayer and the carrying out of a counter
movement, but Riel and his followers discovered this,

" They were bent on revenge and their vongeance was frightfal, ter-
rible, truly diabolical. I wili tell you some otits principal workings.
on the 25th March, Riel in hie turn assembled his warmest partisans in
tao protaied churh of St, Antony, ad thOre, iL the midit o! soaOse
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rivallin esch other in absurdity, fol 7 and Impiety, h. publicly re'
nounced the Holy Ohurch of God, which was henceforth to be contemp-
tuously to be called by him the old woman of Rome. HRaving proclaimed
his intended mission as a prophet sent from God to reform reigion, the
reformer gavehimself the name Exovide, and hi econnoil the EIxoidaL
Orders vere given for the persecution of the faithful, and epecialiy the
clergy, and they tore us from our dwel1ines us aud our;pious, faitbful
companions of Jeans; and plaoed us in a p ace of siege and exposed us
to the greatest dangers 'n the new presbytery of St. Antony at
Bateche. W. vers iudicted several limes before the Riovidat, whore,
liutening to the impietiesuand blasphemies ofte Exovidat, Ber.FatFhere
Moulin, egreville and myself hd to confeus and defend our insulted
faith, thereby drawing upon ourselves a deluge of outrages and threats,
and exposing us to the fire of the enemy if we remain obstinate in re-
fuinj to submit to the will of the tyrant.

9 leéanwhile 1"-_
And here is a point which has been contested upon the
public hustings by the friends of Riel-

"Meanwhile, messengers had been sent to the poor savqges of the
prairie, for the most part obstinate infidels, always discontent with the
domination of the white man, and asking nothing better than to see the
hour of deliverance, if not of yengance, arrive. Barbarism has returned
to the bloody ferocity of its worat days, and in some places, particularly
at Frog Lake, the whites have been massacred, and with them the mis-
sioners who tried to save them and prevent the revolt. The latter were
the Rey. Fathers Faford and Marchand. Their mission bas been burned
as well as allthe dwellings of the whites.'"

He goes on to speak of how Louis Riel assembled the
famihes of the St. Laurent district under the pretext of
protecting them, and how ho maltreated them when ho
found them in his power. What does ho say about other
instances of this man's conduct, about other persecutions ?

" The most admirable of aIl is our dear Baptiste Hamelin, the father
of a lr e family reared in plet yand the fear of the Lord. He also, like
our go M.me 'n, has received in his home a special favor from the
Blessed Virgin, bis wife having been also miraculously cnred. He was
one of those who resisted all provocations, and who, in answer to my
appeal in the midet of the camp and in presence of the seducer, raised a
loud and trimphanthcy of 'long lie vbthem oldoman of Rome ion«
lire our holy father the Pope.' Persecuted more and more, coudemned
to be shot, he saw himself surrounded on ail sides by fanstics of the
Exovide. The martyr's crown hung suspended over his noble head, and
by his side were his noor wife and large family of children, trembling
for his fate, but standing firm like himself. A muperhuman courage ani-
mated him, his looks, usually so gentle, became suddenly terrible.
' Well,' cried he, <since you must have the sacrifice of either myfaith or
my life, my choice was made long ago, and the good God will give me
strength enough to brave your tbreats and your rifles. If one of my
brothers here present has the heart to do so, let him strike. Tou can
shoot me, of course, but make me renounce my religion-never?' The
vanquished apostates retired abqshed, not da-ing to imbrue their bands
ltir brother 'ablood and once more the ty rant's rage was baffled by
tbe firmuens of eue j uti an."

After giving other accounts of the horrible treatment to
which many people were subjected, how does the Rev.
Father Fourmond wind up his letter ?-

"What evils bave the folly and hypocricy of one man heaped upon
our puer little population. About twenty killed, as many vondod, fires,
sackings-; dark and gloomy picture we have now before oureyes. Ail
is not over yet, either, for about thirty of our, unfortunate Christians
are prisoners of war and await their trial at Regina, the capital of the
North-West Territory. Riel, the Exovide is among the number, and is
the one, it is generally believed, who wili suffer death in expiation of
the crimes be has committed and the blood heb as, caused to be shed.
Mgr. Grandin bas just left us, baving shed abundant tears over our con-
dition, but wbat a blessing bis paternal charity bas been to us, the weak
bave been strengthened by bis presence, and we have great confidence
that this trial wiil in the end serve for the greater glory of God who
bas permitted it. This wil be the fruits of.the mercy won by the prayers
of everyone here, for we have indeed prayed night and day among the
apestates. I ara thoroughly convinced tat it is a marvellous efect of
this incessent prayer that we have not all been annilhilated.

FOURMOND, O.Kf. Ie
"Missioner Apostolie." .

I will merely ask, having now read thie church record of j
Louis Eiel's proceedingR, this one question. though I do'
not intend to deal with that branch of the subject at ths I
moment-is there one hint of insanity throughout the whole,
of that letter?

Mr. MILLS. He swears insanity later.
Mr. CURRAN. Well, I will try to convince the hon.

gentleman who, upon the Ifloor of this House, caste an as-
persion upon the Rev. Mr. Fourmond for what he spoke
and swore to, that he spoke with Christian oharity of that
»an, that ho said ho would be "too great a criminal unless

Mr, UAN,

they put the charitable construction apon it that le was in-
sane. Those were the words. Now, I do not think that
very many people in this country, that very many of those
who have been excited by the terrible harangues that have
been made throughout the length and breadth of the Pro-
vince of Quebec, by the writings of those who have not
studied this question-I do not think that many of the
Catholic people of the Dominion of Canada will consider
Riel either a hero or a martyr. Now the next
question comes-was ho insane ? And, in read-
ing an interview with the leading ounsel for
the defence from the Province of Quebec, we have found
it stated here that His Grace Archbishop Taché
refused to go and. give evidence on that occasion. Well, it
is not for one in my humble position to speak of one so
exalted as Ris Grace, but I will say that throughout this
country, wherever hie name is known, it is revered and
respected, and that not only for hie qualities of intellect
but for his nobleness and generosity of heart. Ho is as
widely known as any man in Canada, and when we know
that fact, when we know the interest ho took in this
unfortunate man, when we know that unfortunate man
owed everything to him, is it to be supposed that His
Grace would not have gone to Regina, or even to the
furthest extremity of the earth, if ho could have given the
testimony that this man did not know right from wrong,
that ho was insane, that ho knew him to be so beyond what
appears in the letter published by His Grace ? We all
know that Ris Grace would have gone, not only to Regina,
but to the furthest extremity of the earth, to give evidence
for his bitterest enemy if that evidence could have been of
any bonefit to him. We have had a medical commission
which has been spoken of here to-day as one concocted for
the occasion; wehave nad three respectable modical gen-
tlemen slandered, I may say, on the floor of this
flouse. We have had them held up as mon who were
willing to write and sign their names to a document
which in their consciences they could not acquiesce in. We
have had all this not from a man low in position, but from
the leader of the Opposition himself. What right has the
hon. the leader of the.Opposition to make this ;assertion ?
Wh ,t ha been the past character of those three gentlemen ?
Do they staid Iigh in this community, or are they miser-
able characterles. physicians, who would tend themselves to
an outrage such as ho accuses them of having been guilty of ?
and are wu to be told that not only have these men been guil-
ty of an act of this kind, but that the Ministers of the Crown
men of every creed and every nationality, men who have
Served their country well and have enjoyed the confidence
of the vast majority of the people of Canada, were a lot of
reprobates who, in order to justify their act of having steeped
their hand in the blood of an insane man, would turn round
and make three respectable physicians perjure themselves--
for it is nothing less-in producing a document in the man-
ner in whioh ho bas accused them of having produced it ?
Now, does not every lawyer know what the legal definition
of insanity is ? It -is not necessary to go into that
'point, because every man knows what has been the
ruling of the highest tribunal in the Empire; but, if we
are not satisfied with the testimony that bas been adduced
bore to-day from that commission, if we are not satisfied
with the documents which have been laid before us, if we
thin k that Dr. Jukes and Dr. Valade and Dr. Lavell are
three scoundrols, let us ask what has been the testimony of
those wbo, without being medical experts in inaanity, are
people of common sense, are men who have watched the
doings and the sayings of this unfortunate man Riel. And
the first witnessto whom I shall refer, one who ha@ written
over hie own signature, is the Rev. Mr. Piquet, writing
from Batoche iu June lat :

" Who is the author of the North-West troubles? It is Loui-Riel, and
as he is the author of them, it is ho alone who deserves to be punished.
If, like me, you had followed the steps and studied the hypoorley, the
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canning and the secret arts that Riel has used te deceive and seduce man was neither a hero nor a martyr and that h was otthese people and drag them into rebellion, whether they would or not,maw No dob o w a u andinsatihole ambi-
you would, as I do, cast upon that cruel and tyrannical man aIl the devoured by an insatiable ambi-
blame of that revolt. Riel made use of their religion, he made ure of tion, and, like Mahomet, he wished to establish a new reli.
their ignorance, of their simplicity, touching every sensitive cord to gion 8s well as a new nationality. But, Sir, the idea of
maT hemthe epeoe ho eaa tht Riel ie mad, but the more his n- comparing this man to Emmet, the idea of comparing this
duct i examined the stronger muet be the conviction that that nefarious man to the brilliant Meaghar, or to any of the noble
man, under the appearance of hie madness, preserves the plenitude of patriots of Ireland, as lias been done upon the hastings, and
his reason. All his plans have a sequence and a directness which show I think in this House is the greatest insult that could bea fixed purpose to attain hia end, and at the same time to escape the y
gallows if hie criminal undertakings should fail. Riel must bear ail the offered to the Irish ; becaus.e, Sir, I believe that the humblest
responsibility of this rebellion. He alone is to blame for al the cala- Fenian who ever shed hie blood upon the gallows, would be
mities that have happened or are still to happen, the necesesary conee- disgraced for ever by such a comparison. Why do
quences of those troubles which have caused us ail so much suffering.' I say se? Net that I have any antipathy for tho unfortunate
This is the testimony of another member of the Order of man, whom I have never seen. No, Sir ; but I am obligod
Mary Immaculate. Now, Sir, as I was interrupted a to take account of the evidence of men--not the evidence
moment ago by the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), of people who were opposed to him in religion or politics,
let us see what Rev. Father Furmond really did say: but those who had done him good service in the .past, those

"Q. Have you made up your mind about the prisoner being cane as who had always stood by him, those who had welcomed
far as religions matters are concerned ?-A. We were very much em- him there amongst them, and who wished him to ucoeedbarrassed firt, because sometimes he looked reasonable and sometimes
he looked like a man who really did not know what he was saying. in doing what was right. I speak now of theo evidence of

" Q. Finally? A -We made up our minds that there wae no way to Father André, given at the trial, and what does he say
explain his conduct butthat he was insane; otherwise he would have about this man, who bas been represented to us as a hero, a
to be too big a criminal." martyr and% patriot This is what he says:
Now, Sir, a great point has been sought to be made from maQ. Willo prlee state what the prisoner aked of the ederal
the fact that Dr. Howard, a distinguishod alienist in this Government ?-A. I had two interviews with the prisoner on that sub-
country, and one who has made a name for himself abroad, ject.
was not procured for the defence, that he Lad been asked "Q. The prisoner claimed a certain Indemnity from the Fedoral Goy-

ernment, didn' t he ?-A. When the prisoner made his claim I was there
for, but that, owmg to the doctor having demanded the sum of with another gentleman, and he asked from the Goverument $100,000.
$500 to go there, hie evidence had to be dispensed with. We thought that was exorbitant, and the prisoner said: '1Wait a littie,
Now, Sir, it is a well-known fact that the lawyers for the 1 will take at once $35,000.'

f. .h I "Q. And on that condition the prisoner was to leave the country Ifdefence in that case really chose to take Dr. Clarke in histhe Government gave him $35 000 ?-A. Yes, that was the condition he
stead; but I deem it only right and due to Dr. Howard to put.
say that the fact that he is a man of 70 years and over, "Q. When was thia 7-A. This was on the 23rd December, 1884.
and that he could not travel alone, was the reason of his "Q. Therehas naboutte tinterviewa between a th prisoner 
apparent unwillingnOss to go up there without having "Q. He was always after you to ask you to use your influence vith
money enough to take with him a person to assist him in the Federal Government to obtain au indemnity ?-A. The first time ho
his advanced years. In the correspondonce which took place spoke of it was on the 12th December; ho had never ipoken a word of It

before, and on the 23rd December he spoke about It again.
thon, he said, writing to the solicitors of the Government, "Q. He talked about It very frequently ?-A. On these two occasions
in the city of Montreal, to whom this matter had been only.
referred .Q That was his great occupation? -A. Yes, at those times.

" Tean errt" Q. la it not true that the prisoner told you that he bimlf was the
"- Mavetea 96 University St., 29th July, 1885f half-breed question ?-A. He did not say so in express terma. but he

" GEINTLEMENY-Ibeg leave to acknowledge the receipt of yours of conveyed that idea; hoesaid, 'if I am satisfied the half-breeds will be.' I
this morning, informing me that the Hon. Sir Alexander Oampbell muet explain this. This objection was made to him that eyen if the
refuges to pay me $500 to pay my expenses to and from Regina as Government granted him $35,000, the half-breed question would romain
witness in the case of Riel, for the defence. I asked that amount the came, and he said in answer to that1' if I am satisfied the half-breeds
because, in my delicate state of health, [ cannot go alone, I muet have wili be.'
one of my family to accompany me. I wish, however, to have a record "Q. Is it not a fact he told ou he woulP even accept a les um
of the fact that I don't refuse to go." than $35,000.-A. Yes, ho said, 'use all the influence yoe cao, you may

He would not have refused to go. I had the pleasure of not get ail that but get aIl you eau, sud if you get lsos we will see."'

meeting Dr. Howard yesterday, and in the course of con. This testimony of the Oblate Fdther, which will be found
versation, going home from church, ho said to me that he on page 113 of the official report, is supported by the evi-
wished to give me a document to show that he could not dance of a half-breed, Çharles Nolin. On page 94 of the
possibly have done Riel any good, even if he had gone to same report we read:
Regina; that he had had this man for nine months under his "Q. Did the prisoner tell you what he would do if they paid him, If
Pare, and the certificate ho must have given was the one the Government paid him the lndemnity in question ?-1 Yes
wh 'ch I will now read: "Q. What did he tell you ?-A. He said if he got the money he wanted

r"NNr., 1from the 4oter1rnent he would go wherever the Government wished to
MN IZIL 4th &farch, 186. ond him. 0 a a

" MY DEA MI. CURRAN,-I notice b! the papers that yen are going te "Q. Whendid you finally differ from the prisoner in opinion ?-A.
peak on the Riel question in the Dominion Parliament to-morrow. My About twenty days before they took up arme,I broke wlth the prisoner and
ame having been mentioned as one of the witnesses who should have made open war upon him.
iven testimony for the defence at the trial of the unfortunate man, I "Q. What happened on the l9th 7-A. On the 19th cf March I and
nclose you a copy of a memorandum forwarded by me to the Govern- the prisoner were te meet to explain the situation, I was taken prisoner
ment solicitors in this city. by four armed men.

" I think it well te say, however, that in my opinion my presence at " Q. Who were the armed ment-A. Philip Gardupuy, David Tourond
he trial could not possibly have doue Riel any good. ou kaow my Francis Vermette and Joseph Lemoin. I was taken to the Ohurch of

views on the question of responsibility, but when it came to the legs1 St. Antoine. I saw some Indians and half-breeds armed in the church.
est, I should have been oblhged te say that Riel was as responsible for "Q. Did yon have occasion to go to the council after that ?-A. Dur-
is acte as any other criminai man. ing the night I was brought before the conueil.

"Yonrs sincerely "Q. Was the prisoner there ?-A. Yes.
IENRY HOWARD, Q. What did ho say ?-A. I was brought before the counoil at ton

"lMdical Superintendent, A4ylum St. Jan de Dieu." o'clock at night; the prisoner made the accusation against me.
"Q. What did yen do.?-A. I defended myself

may say that Dr. Howard informed me that ho had been "Q. What did you say, in a few words ?-A. I proved to the conncil
olicited time and again to write something differently from that the prisoner ha made use of the movement te claim the lndemnity
bis by the friends of Louis Riel and that he was desirous to for his own pocket." 

have his opinion upon record. Now, Mr. Speaker, I think
we bave shown from the "Annals of the Propagation of the
Faith," and from the documenta I have just read, that this
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I think, Mr. Speaker, we may well say that we have dis-
poeed of the patriotism of this man. But during all this
time there was an agitation going on in the country. There
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was an agitation by the Reform party in one direction in
the Province of Ontario, and there was an agitation of a
similar kind, but in a different direction, going on in the
Province of Quebec. We have had from the hon. member
for Provencher (Mr. Royal) several extracts from the
writings of the Globe newspaper, which was trying to influ-
ence the minds of the people of Ontario at the time ; and I
propose, if the House will allow me, in view of the import.
ance of the debate now going on, to make a few quotations
from the Globe during that time. The first quotation to
which I shall refer is dated 24th Jaly, 1885, in which the
Globe Bays:
' " The trial programme points all in this one direction~: Eurry through

the case; hurry through the case. Remember that every moment the
court is open there is danger that something may be blurted out that
will damage the Government. Let the judge somewhat brusquely set
aside all objections, though every one of them may bold large material
for an appeal. Let what many think are reasonable facilities for
securing evidence for the defence, be refused, and everything be pro-
ceeded with as if conviction were a foregone conclusion. Then what
follows? A good case is made out on which Riel's friends and co-
patriots can say that the criminal has not had a fair trial. The Imperial
Government can be worked upon to bring its irfluences to bear on Sir
John A. Macdonald. Lord Salisbury will never face th*country with-
out having first tried all he can te avoid in British Territory the shed-
ding of a surrendered rebel's blood. There will besent te Sir John A.
Macdonald a communication to the effect that, inasmuch as a large
number of Her Majesty's subjects are of opinion that Riel's trial was
unfairly conducted, therefore it is Her Majesty's earnest wish that the
criminsl's lifé ehould be spared. Sir John will shelter himself behind
Her Majesty, will reprieve Riel, will 'wish to (yod he could catch him,'
will point to the Globe to prove that he tried very hard to convict Riel,
and every Tory politician in the land will be satisfied."

They kept it up. They kept up the old cry and continued
to set Province against Province and man against man. On
12th August the following appeared:-

" La Patrie is afraid that after all Riel will be hanged, as Sir John
needs to surrender some victim te satisfy Upper Canada. And it adds
very naively: 'It is uuderst..od that when the English of Upper Canada
have spoken nothing remains for us (the French) but to obey.' The
impression up ere is that Room No. 8 bas still the advantage and uses
it te this day as ingeniously and as successfully as when the well-
known place was first used. Sir John would no more think of resisting
what his Quebec followers insist upon than he would of flying-whether
they ask millions for a railway, amnesty for a rebel, $500 each extra
pay for themselves, it is all the same, ho cannot choose but yield."

But we were told that the Orangemen were being aroused
and were excited. Who was exciting them ? At that time
we had the election in Cardwell going on, the hon. member
for Cardwell having been made a Minister of the Crown.;
and who excited the Orangemen on that occasion ? Take
the Globe and see how anxious it was to put down party
bickeuings, sectional bitterness and all those unfortunate
feelings that crop up in election matters and which tend to
set man against man. The Globe on 25th August had the
following :-

" The campaign uin Cardwell is almost over and still the electors do
net know whether Mr. White favors the execution or reprieve of Riel.
Does Mr. White propose to compel the Orangemen of Oardwell te go to
the polls blindfolded."

On September 18, the Globe published the following :-
" On thel5th September, La Presse got the length of saying: Al the

English papers which don't wish to be fanatical or absurd net only
believe but suggest that Riel is not going te be hanged on Friday ; such
hanging would be at once an iniquit an an Inconvenience.' English
papers in general have net suggested that 'Riel should not be hanged,'
but it took a very emall amount, not gf second sight, but of ordinary
intelligence, to foresee that he would not. Sir John knows botter than
te offend hie masters, especially masters who know so many of hie dis-
creditable tricks and te whom he has yielded se often before. The first
bell rang teo say nothing of the second."

Now, Sir, about this time an outburst of indignation went
up throughout the land from the independent papers at the
course pursued by the Globe. Even the Daily Witnes, a
paper unfavorable to this Government, denounced the con-
duct of the Globe, and that paper felt bound to say some-
thing in reply. It said :

" As to the statement that the Globe expects to make political capital
out of Riel's case, the Globe l not seo wholly ignorant of latter-day
toryism as not te know that whatever la done to Riel, net eue of those
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votes which Sir John calls hie own will be lost to him. Had Riel's
plans for raising the Indians ucceeded, had his second rebellion deluged
the North-West with blood, and there had been two thousand instead
of two hundred elbughtered as at one timeseemed possible, had the
whole country been laid desolate, we know enough of the unprincipled
gang which supporte Sir John A. Macdonald to know that he w.uld not
have lost one vote in Parlisment."

Now, Sir, I would ask what the Rouge press were doing
durirg all this time. Were they following up the sanme
tack? Were they denonncing the Government and agree.
ing with the Globe, or were not they and those acting for
them-the Riel committee-not only stating that they would
net be satisfied even with the reprieve of Riel, but when
that was granted they would go further, and they would
have what must have eventually turned out to be another
amnesty agitation in this country.

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

After Recess.

Mr. CURRAN. Up te the present time in the course of
the remarks I have addressed te this honorable House, i have
not used my own words, I have net given my own ideas.
I have given the words, the written language of missionaries,
who, with a devotion almost unparalleled, have sacrificed
their lives to go ont te couvert the beathen in our North-
Western Territories. But, Sir. if I must proceed now
with another branch of my subject, I can assure you that I
do so with feelings of pain and sorrow I have always
sought, ever since I have been in public life, te cultivate as
far as lay within my power, a feeling of good fellow-
ship among all sections of Canadians. That has been my aim,
although I have had on one occasion on the iinor of this
House te speak up for those principles in which I have been
educated, which I entertain now, and which I intend te die
still entertaining. If, Sir, we look at the history of the
world we find that nations generally have been consoli-
dated by the shedding of blood in defence of the fatherland
and in the maintenance of its integrity. We believed-
every good man, every good citizen, every person that bas
within his brcast a cherimbed idea for the future of this great
country-believed when the alarm sounded, when our vol-
unteers, our citizen soldiers, were called from one section of
this great country te another te go and defend the inte-
grity of Canadian soil, that the day was come when this
Confederation, based on an Act of Parliament only, would
be consolidated by the blood of our young men, shed upon a
common field in the defence of this Canada of ours. But,
unfortunately, that belief bas not been realised, through the
machinations of those who have sought to make this unfortun-
ate question which we are now discussing one of a sectional
character. We find that instead of our country being con soli-
dated we have Province arrayed against Province, people
against people, section against section, and creed against
creed; and we find on the floor of this House an hon. gentle.
man standing up here and endeavoring te revive over this
man's sad end-to revive in the bearts of the Irish people of
this Dominion the old fight of Orange and Green. We find him
endeavoring te rekindle the hatred of days gone by, and
undoing the good work that bas been progressing for se
many years when we found Orangemen and irish Catholice,
in se far as the material interests of this country are con-
cerned, stt.nding shoulder to shoulder and laboring together,
laboring for the fiscal policy and for the railway policy, that
will ensure the prosperity of this country-laboring together
in every great national enterprise. And, Sir, if there is a
man in this Dominion who has taken the sting out of the
bigoted associations of the past, that man is the right hon.
Sir John A. Macdonald. it was under his guidance and
management, it was with the admirable skill he has
always displayed, that we have been enabled up te the pre-
sent time to see our people working harmoniously together.
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And, as I said before, if we want to know where the bigotry extradition. But, Sir it is a son of ours that he has murdered. It is our
and sectionalism, where the spirit of animosity against the justice that liehas violated ; it is our duty to eee, as neoessary, that this

hustice is vindicated. This person, Riel is living a little way onside therace to whom1 Ibelong, are to be found, look at the benches boundaries of the North-West, in the United States. le is receiving
on the other side of the Huse. Look there, and you will deputations from the people of that country, askin g hm to stand as a
not see an Irish Catholic following the hon. gentleman, candidate for the Local Legialature and for e Parliament of Canada.

hgYes, for the Parliament of Canada. We find him declining for the good
The party which he leads has too great a hatred of our of the country and from patriotie motives to allow himself to be nomin-
race and our creed to return even one man, whilst the- ated. But, 'r, I say that unles this Province speaka out it will not
Party which has been denounced as the Orange party, the b long that h wil act thus, and we may yet undego the humiliation

t .p tnd disgrace of seeing the murderer of one of of our eople, elected to
igoted party the party without pr ple, the corrupt the f Canada, and representatives fro ttawa sitting in

party, the party which bas sought to crush ont a noble council on the affaire of the country with eue gullty cf murder. I warn
and generous patriotism-this party has combined this House and this matter the

murderers will go unpunished. This, Sir, is no ordinary murder. It wasnt n Englishmen, Scotchmen and Frnchme no murder for revenge, for money, or for any of the causes that generally
but it includes Scotch Catholics, Irish Catholicesand French provoke that great crime This isno case of hurried,,passionate transac-
Catholics, who are all working together harmoniously for tion in which the excuse of want of time or deliberation or of passionate
the development of the great material interests of the coun- emotion, may be pleaded. Even in the presence of the delegate sent by

the Canadian Government to treat with these people, and while lie was
try. Now, Sir, was it generous or patriotic in the hon. engaged in his mission, and this deed was done, and its enormity was
gentleman who preceded me to try to revive the animosities enhanced hy the solemn mockery of a pretended court-martial and a so-
of the past, to seid it broadcast throughout the length and called condemnation of death. The victim died because lie was a loyal

man he died because he would not aid rebels; he died because he resisted
breadth of every land where the English and French lan- rebellion-he died in fact for loyalty to Queen and country.
guages are spoken, that in this country any one sect, the "That this is no ordinary murder is proved by the fact that it pro-
Or.ange or any other sect, could trample on the necks of their voked an universal fever of indignation throughout this Province. If the

o . p indignation las subsided, if it oes not blaze so high after thisinterval,fellow citiz-3ns ? Can any atte pt at justification be made for stili that indignation burns deeply, and is not to bu soothed by
sending it abroad that the Dominion of Canada is ground anything less than the meting out of justice to the perpetrators
down beneath the heel of the Orange Association ? If we of the crime. We have been told that we have nothing to

do with this matter. We Canadians, we men of Ontario-we the
look at the past history of the question we are now discus- representatives of the people of Ontario-assembled here to express
sing, if it has become a provincial question, a question of the feelings of the Province of Ontario - have nothing to do
Protstantsin or Catholicism, if this question has been with one of our sons. (Cheers.) We are told that It is our duty,

tour right, our pleasure to express to the Governor General our joy on
embittered, there is one man in the country who is respon- the occasion of hie blood being ennobled. We were asked to discharge
sible for it, and who cannot avoid the responsibility ; there that duty and we did it with pleasure and with decent warmth. But,
is one man whose responsibility is down in black and white Sir, am I to compare for au instant the feeling of the people of the
atnd wiI remairiso as lonz as tho records of this country country on the ennoblement of the Governor General's blood with the

feeling that was evoked by the spilling of the blood of one of our sons.
1as, and that man is the leader of the Opposition. We No, dir, we have learned here to value the lives of the people. We
had from that hon. gentleman some time ago, a speech in recognise the truth of the poet's words:-
which ho spoke about the noble and generous efforts he had 'The king may make a belted knight,
made all through bis career to cement the union of the dif- A marquis, duke, and a' that;
feront sections of this country. Why, Sir, I was But a huemau'naboun hie mglit,
surprised that he could have spoken in such language. "Itjistrue ihat we have solemnly recorded our satisfaction because
After having made a tedious argument to arrive at the blood of the Governor General has been ennobled; and as the blood
the point, he endeavored to express his views in a metaphor, of one of our sons las been spilled, it is our duty, it is our privilege, it
by saying that he was not going to construct a political is our right to express our sorrow and indignation at that event. I hope

othat we shall show that we are bound to one another by a tie as men of
platform out of the scatowd ofo Regina. No, Sir, hevwasnoto; Ontario, bound by the tie of kinship; that we shall show that our
but I tell this House and this country that if he did not Province is dear to us; that our people are dear to us, and that the
wish to construct a political platform ont of that material, men of Ontario have but one feeling un this subject. Let us joli our
there was eue thing he did, which I will prove boyond Con. sorrow to the sorrow of his kinsfolk. To them has been denied the poor

consolation of giving a decent sepulchre to hie ashes, and of mourn-
tradiction, and that i;, be const ructed a political banner ont 'ing over the place where they await the Great Day. 'That spot ie un-
of the b!ood-stained garments of Thomas Scott and with his known; nor can any monument be placed over bis romains. Let his
own baud he wrotot.he device upon it, "$ 5,000 reward for countrT write hie epitaph in the records o ier assembly, and express a
thrown tha hwrot Loui ie." Whon it h0 rear fon tt peupleoe sorrow for his untimely death, and a people's stern resolve that
the rope that hangs Louis Riel." What did hesay on that |that deathi ball be avenged."
memorable occasion ? The following is the Toronto Gtlobe's o?
report of the proceedings in the Ontario Legislature on the To be avenged-under what circumstances? Does the
3rd cf Februar, 1871• ': hon. gentleman protend that when he was doing this

rd of3nÂx ' nioved te g nin spite of protestations of the Conservative party in the
"Mr. B&às moved the folIlowing resolution:- Assembly of Ontario, who stood up and said: Thiis crime"'That the cold-blooded murler (for is outepoken loyalty to the

Queen) of Thomas Scott, lately a resident of this Province, and an has been committed outaide our jurisdiction, outside the
emigrant thence to the North West, has impresed this Bouse with a boandaries of Ontario, and asked that this act, which would
feeling of sorrow and indignation, and in the opinion of this Bouse leave a standing barrier between the people of' the two
uvery effort should be gade to bring te trial the perpetrators of this Provinces, be not committed-does the bon. gentleman
great crime, wlio as yet go uuwhipt cf justice.' Prvneb o o mtedYe h nootea

" After tracing the progress of tue rebellion of 1870, Mr. Blake said : pretend that he was thon acting in the interest ofharmony
While I am disposed to treat legally anything which may properly be and poace ? Did ho seek on that occasion to do otherwise
called a poitical offence, I canot treat bis murder as a political than to sink deeper and deeper into the hearts of the peopleoffeuce, if h vwere te lie se treated. 1 cail ycur attention, bir, to the
mode in which the 1'political offences' of the victim were treated by of Ontario those feelings of hatred, which he and bis mon
Riel. What, 1[ask, was his crime? It was loyalty to bis Queen, loy- say are the cause of the death of Riel to-day ? Docs ho
alty to the constitution, loyalty to the country. For this lie was done
to death iu a way which I shal presently lay before the bouse. I am pretendt7tot any hon. m.mner of iilouse that ho
not going to trust myself to a statement of that barbarous event. It is was blind to what was going on in Quebec ail that
better I should read to you the official report of the Hon. Donald À. time ? Does ho pretend that ho did not know the people of
Smith, who was on the spot at the time." Quebec were up in arms and clamoring, in a state of fover-
Then the hon. gentleman proceeds to read that harrowing ish excitement, for the protection of Riel, just as he was
aceount - clamoring for lis blood ? Was that the way to cement the

"Now, Sir, we have also before us the evidence which, on a motion Provinces togother, to cement the different races together?
Of mine, was brought before the House and was printed-the evidences Or was it the way to drive them apart and make them
of eye-wi.nesses of that barbaroue crime. At that time justice could enemies for years to come ? I say, if w. have thehave been doue on Riel here in Ontario and, perhaps, ase i Enland. .e h reeded
Re fed to the United States, but there was no demand made or his state of affirs Which the hon. gentleman Who p
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me has depicted, it is due mainly, almost solely, to the Goverument? Who voted for him to oppose the leader of
unpatriotic and fiery denunciations which were made on the Government ? The Orangemen of Megantie, the men
that occasion by the leader of the Opposition. We have been who, he says, clamored for the blood of this man. These
told by the hon. gentleman who spoke last (Mr. Cameron, are the men who voted for him and sent him bore to oppose
Huron) that some of the Orange lodges of Ontario the leader of the Government. Who have sent other repre-
passed resolutions asking for the execution of Riel. Now, sentatives from the Province of Quebec? Wby, surely the
Sir, I do not pretend to say that those resolutions were not hon. member from i Hntingdon (Air. Scriver) will not deny
passed, but I have it on the best authority, and it has been that ho sits in this House to oppose the right hon. gentle-
shown bere by other hon. gentlemen, that the men whose man, the leader of the Government, by virtue of the Orange
names are mentioned in connection with these resolutions votes of Hluntingdon, and throughout the length and breadth
are not Conservatives but are Grit Orangemen, who passed of Lower Canada every Orange lodge has been arrayed, on
those resolutions and published them for the purpose of all occasions, against the Conservative party in every elec-
embarrassing the Government and exciting fend b4ween tion. Wheu the Conservative party were driven ont of
Quebec and Ontario. These resolutions were passed for the office, did the Reform party forget the good services they
spocial purpose of driving from the ranks of Sir John the had received from the Orange body? Why, the only
French Conservatives who supported him for so many years. Orange proceoion we have had in the city of Montreal
I will not refer much longer to this point, but will say that within my recollection, under the guise of a funeral,
upon that particular section of this subject my words nover with bands playing and banners flying, was carried out
had any uncertain sound. I felt, when this unfortunate under Grit bayonets furnished by the Reform Government;
excitement broke out and I saw the turn things were taking and, Sir, when the Reform Government arrived in power,
-- the excitement in Quebec and the counter excitement in when they reached the Government bouches, who was the
Ontario, an anti-Riel meeting having been publicly called first man to be recognised, whose services were the first to
in Toronto-that it was the duty of every man, who felt ho be rewarded in the city of Montreal, who first received the
had any influence, no matter how little, to exert it ai an favors of the Government, if it was not Mr. Dunbar Brown,
honest man in the endeavor to stem the tide of the terrible who had published The Altar and the Throne, who had es-
excitement which was thon rushing forward. I undertook tablished that paper in the interest of the Reform party, had
to write to a friend of mine --not a political friend, but, at devoted to it all his time and all his energy. He was re-
aII events, a friend in whom I had confidence-and asked warded by being made Collector of Inland Revenue of the
him to publish in hie paper my views. I knew that in district of Montreal. And that was not all. There was the
doing so I was cutting ties that bound me.to many with ex-grand master to be provided for. He too had labored
whom I had been associated for years ; but when I sent day and night for the Reform party. fle had nover taken
my words abroad, through the prose, did I then seek more any rest until he succeeded in placing his great Reform
than I do now to conciliate the Orange body? No, Sir. In that leaders in office; and, when 1 tell yon that the past grand
letter, referring to the Grit Orange lodges which had passed master, Mr. George Smith, had an office-not an ordinary
those resolutions-hon. gentlemen opposite may laugh-I office but a brand new office, an office created for him-
eaid, referring to the allegation thatRiel was hanged because that he was made shipping master of the port of Montreal,
the decree went forth from the Orange lodges, that any reso- an office that had always been filled before by the collector
lution calling for his execution, whether it came f rom a Con- of Customs, there is the best proof that upon all occasions
servative or a Grit Orange lodge was a disgrace to thom and these people, although now they raise the Orange cry in
to the country,I consider that allegation utterly unfounded order to revive the old feud between the Irish Catholic
and capable of working incalculable injury to our Dominion. and the Irish Orangeman on an issue as foreign to their
" Granted that certain lodges did go so far iasto pais such reso- differences as day is from night, have always sought to curry
lutions, as certain preachers,in platform outpourings, thought the favor of Orangemen wherever they could manage to
fit to call on the Government to hang Riel, I say all this was do it. But it is not merely with regard to old times, not
cruel and disgraceful. At almost aMy moment in any morely in years gone by that this has been going on, that
civilised community, you will get mon to sign a paper we have seen and heard and read how great the love of
asking the Government to exorcise clemency, but it remains these hon. gentlemen bas been for Irish Cath)>lics, how
for the Black Lodge at Peterboro and a minister of the great their love has been for Ireland, how greatly that love
Gospel, Oversorth, to clamor for a man's blood." When bas been manifested in their public press whenever a man
the hon. member for York (Mr. Wallace) spoke the happened to come forward as an Irish Catholic candidate.
other night, he had not one word to say in defence of the On those occasions, how did they manifest it? I will not
action of those who called on the Bxecutive to see that the go back to days gone by. I will not go back to 1863, when
sentence of death was carried out. The responsibility that the late Hon. D'Arcy McGee was opposed by the late Hon.
devolved on the shoulders of the Ministers of the Crown to John Young, and the principal grounds taken against him
meet in ouancil te decide upon the fate of a human being, waa that ho had been connected with the '48 movement.
was a heavy one; but people to sit down where they have ne Though he had given them the benefit of his great talents
responsibiity, and li cold blood to clamor for the life of any and had been connected with them for years,when ho parted
man ls something I cannot conceive, yet we are told that the from them they revived the cry that he had been connected
Orange body, as a body, had made these representations. I with the movement of '48. I remember hearing the great ont-say there is no proof of anything of this kind, there is not burst of the Hon. Thomas D'Aray McGee on the Haymarket
one tittle of evidence to support such a statement. Whilst Square in Montreal, when he spoke in reply to that charge,all the publie meetings were golng on in Quebec, whilst all and told what had transpired before his own eyes in Irelandthe outpouringr of excited feeling appeared in the press of when a young boy of 18 or 19 in that country, how he sawQuebec, not one meeting was hied in Ontario to force the the unfortunate people dying by the thousand from famineGovernment to carry out the sentence. But we are told and from fover, how ho saw ther pitched out of theirthat this case turns on Orangism, that we ourselves are houses into the ditch by heartless landlords. He said that
Orange Catholica. I ask any hon. gentleman in this his heart revolted at the sight, and he stood up, and noRouse- f1doubt he raised the flag ofrobellion; and "Great God," said

Mr. LANGELIER. Hear, hear, he, "older as i am to-day, if I saw the same thing happen-
ing over again, I feel that my heart would lead me to take]Kr. CURRAN. The hon. member for Megantic says, the same stand as I did on that occasion." And yet it0 hear hear" Who sent him to this Rouse tooppose the is these pople, even after the six houri' speech of tho
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hon. leader of the Opposition had been delivered here
in reference to the sufferings of the half-breeds, whom we
find stating in one of their papers that:

" They had farin provided with agicultural machinery, and com-
fortable homestead, which the correspondent of the St. Paul, Mina.,
Pioner Press said might have been put alonguide the average farm of
Minnesota without fearing comparison. These were in jeopar y through
the neglect of the Government to grant them titles to their land. They
feared that they were about to be driven off them, and th3y took up
arms in the defence of their hearths."

These people justify the rebellion on the ground that the
Government had not sent patents to them. As the leader
of the Government said, not one man, woman or child was
disturbed ; not one man, woman or child was put into the
street; not one man lost bis property; and yet they were
justified in the rebellion, they were justified in taking up
arme against the Dominion of Canada, but the downtrodden
Irikhman, who saw his people dying of famine and sicknes,
who saw his roof torn down, was not to be so juistified. The
Grit party said the half-breeds had a right, but the Irishman
in hie own land had no right. But I need not refer to ancient
history. It is only a few years ago that my young friend,
Mr. C. J. Doherty, was a candidate for the city of Montreal
in the Conservative interest. The Montreal Gazette took
up hie case, and laid before the people of Montreal the fact
that ho was the first prize scholar of the St. Mary's College,
that ho was the gold medallist of MoGill Jaiversity, that
h. possessed all the talents and educational requirements
to make him a first clase representative. Well, what was
the result ? I may tell this House that, since that
time, when the alarm sounded that this country was
in danger, Mr. Doherty went with bis regiment, the 65th
Battalion of Montreal, and fought like a man with his
French Canadian friends, left bis sick bed and went up to the
North-West like a Canadian who felt he had a duty to per-
form to hie country. But what was that man said to be
when he came out as a candidate? Take the Montreal
Herald of that time, then the recognised organ cf the Lib-
eral party. What did it say on the 29th November, 1881?

" What will be the effect in the business circles of England should
the tidings be cabled over that the largest and in fact the only strictly
commercial electoral district in Canada should find no more fitting
representative than a pronounced land leaguer? We may well ak, what
has Montreal West done to be branded with such an odious stigma as
this ? "

Then on the 30th November, 1881, it said:
" If Mr. Doherty should be lucky enough to get elected for Montreal

West it would be an enlivening piece of news to send to the Old Coun-
try to say that the greatest city in British America had returned the
President of the Land l1eague as a member of Parliament. The Land
Leaguers in Ireland would be greatly encouraged and all the more, as
Mr. Doherty is to go in if he can on the Uonservative ticket. They
say the Gonservatives and Liberals are getting to be good friends at
home, and so it would be al right. But the society for preventing
cruelty to animals here would have to look sharp, as after the election
some of the Liberala' cows might fimd themselves without their talS."

And, again, the evening organ of the Reform party said :
" What would be the eftect if it were cabled over to Parnell in

Kilmainham that the President of the Land League haa been elected as a
member of Parliament for the city of Rontreal.

These are a few specimens of what has been done in the recent
past by the great Reform party, and they show the great
love which they bear to the people whose votes they now
seek to obtain. But we have been speaking here aboat an
execution, about an unfortunate man having been hanged
under a Conservative Administration when that mar was
recommended to mercy by the jury which tried him. One
would imagine, from the outpourings on the other aide
that no man or woman had ever been executed in this
country under similar circamstances before. But, Sir, I find
recorded in the True Witness, of 23rd January, 1863, when
the Reform party was in power, a case againet that party
-not of the execution of one man, but of the execution of
an unfortunate man and his wife, who had been strongly
poommended to the meroy of the oourt; and that ma and

bis wife were both hanged, despite the strong recommen-
dation of the jury and despi e the most piteous appeals
made from all parties in their favor. Let ns read, Sir, a
brief extraut from the paper I have just mentioned. This
man was named Aylward and he bad settled with his wife
in a township in tbe rear of the county of Hastings. Their
neighbor was a man named Mnnro. The parties lived in
good fellowship until, unfortunately, some hens belonging to
Munro had caused depredations in a wbeat field belonging
to Aylward. One thing brought on another, and three or
four days after this had taken place, one of the hens belong-
ing to fucro was shot by Aylward; Munro and his son
went to Aylward's house to see him about it, they spoke
about the hen, and were told, it might be found upon the
land where it had committed the depredation. They went
ont together, Aylward taking his gaun; a souffle toik place
between Aylward and Munro and his son. During its pro.
gress the wife of Aylward came to the assistance of ber
husband, and a wound was inflicted upon Munro which
produced death sometime after. This is how the True Witaess
narrated some of the facts:

" The husband and wife were Irish Catholies, both young and much
attached to each other. The man was twenty-six years of age, of
medium size, but strong and robast; of intelligent cast of feature, and,
like the generality of his countrymen, capable of displaying strong
friendship, but easily estranged by unkindness or act eof selfishanes.
Kfra. Alyward bad a very youthful appearance an 1 did not look to be
more than eighteen or nineteen years of age, although some two or
three years older. She was considered to possess more than the ordi-
nary share of beauty, and was of light and elastic figure. Any person
who visited their home could not but be struck with the neatness and
cleanliness with which everything about it was kept, and which gave
an air of comfort and chearfulnuess to their humble home. At the time
of her death she was the mother of three small children, girls, the
youngeat an infant at the breaat."

Chief Justice Draper presided at the trial, the jury found
a verdict of guilty, accompanied with a strong reommend-
ation te mercy, and says the paper:

" And now comes the application to the gzecutive for a commutation
of the sentence. The petition was prepared by Mr. lina, the prisoner's
attorney and was signed by al the leading inhabitants of the couaty
of Hastings, by high and low, by rich and poor. There was no dis-
tinction of rank or class or creed, the Orangemen ot the county being the
foremost on the petition. l fact every one feit with the exception of
the Grit M.P.P that their lives ought to be apared. The Grit Gov-
ernment refused the petition. Everyone thought they should not be
executed and a respite of one month was asked. Al of no avail, they
were hanged by the neck until dead, on the morning of the
feast of the Immaculate Conception."

That, Sir, is a statement of the facts as they happened under
a Retorm Governient. And the Reform party now appeals
to the people of the country and to the heart of the French
Canadians, and says that the execution of Riel was an out-
rage, that it was a brutal murder, that it was a judicial
murder. But what did they say when thie poor unfortun-
ate Aylward and his young wife were both launched into
eternity? Because no appeals thait they made would be
listened to, aithough that appeal was signed by ail classes
and creeds in the community, with the exception of the
Grit member of the Legislature of that county. Mr. Speaker,
in this matter what was the position in whioh I found my-
self placed ? I have read here, from the writings of the
missionaries, wbat had been the career of the unfortunate
man whose fate we are discussing. I was asked to do what ?
To stand up for him in the name of the French Canadian
race-to stand up for him and du what? To roll in the
gutter, and to disgrace and degrade, and denounce as
traitors, the three French Canadian gentlemen in the
Ministry who have stood by the French Canadian
people for years and years. Was 1 doing more
honor to the rench Canadian people by standing up for
the bon. Minister of Public Works in this House., the cho-
sen friend of the late lamented Sir George B. Cartier, hia
chosen lieutenant, lis chosen successor in this House and
country, who had labored for thirty years and never once
btraed the interesto #at were efided to him by his peo.
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ple ? Was I to sacrifice him ? Was I to degrade and disgrace

im for the sake of Louis Riel, because the people cla-
moured against him and called him a traitor ? Was I to see
my hon. triend the Minister of Militia treated in the same'
manner, whom I have known, respected and admired for his
pluck, and for the manner in which he as stood up for his
countrymen upon ail occasions ? Was I to sacrifice that hon.
gentleman for the sake of Louis Riel? Was I doing more
houor and more credit to the Canadian people by beîieving
that these men were instigated by honest, aud higli and
pure motives, than by espoubing the cause of the wretched
man, Louis Iiel? Wai 1, Sir, to sacrifice the friend of my
youth, the man with whom I have grown up side by side,
whom I have seein raised to the highest position in bis own
Province, the idol of the French Canadian people for his
noble, generous and brilliant eloquence-was I to sacri-
fice my bon. iriend Mr. Chapleau, the Secretary of State?
Was I doing more honor to the French Canadian people by
believing that these three lion. gentlemen remained true to
their people, and was I to bejustified in preferring Louis Riel
to them ? And, Sir, more than all that, I was asked to sacri-
fice the right bon. leader of this Government, and to believe
that he was capable-he and his colleagues-for the satis-
faction of any organisation in this counti y whatever, of
steeping their hands in the blood of a fellow-creature ?
And I was a-ked, Sir, to sacrifice the man in this G:vern-
ment who belongs to my own race and creed-all for the
sake of Louis Riel. I was asked to sacrifice the hon.
Minister of Inland Revenue, the man who had carried the
Irish resolutions in this House, which had caused joy and
gladness to my fellow-countrymen on the other side of the
Atlantio-I was asked to sacrifice him. I was asked to
sacrifice everything that is near and dear to me 1 Could
I do it? Could I do it in the face of my experience in the
past? Could I do it after what I knew had transpired in
the North-West ?-in the face of the history of this unfor-
tunate rebellion, and all for the sake of a man whose
character bas been described by the missionjaries whoue
evidence I have quoted? No, Sir, I could.not de it. I felt
that I should be unworthy of the position I hold, if, stand-
mg up here, speaking in behaif of the people I have the
honor to represcnt, I allowed myself, under those circum-
stances, to be carried away by this passionate cry. I aoted,
Sir, knowing and feeling fully how painful my duty was;
but i performing that duty, I have acted as a mau who
feit the responsibility of his position, as.a man who loved
the race who have taken this unfortunate man for a time to
their hearta; but who will find out their mistake before
very long; and I feel, Sir, that the future will justify me
and prove that I acted as a man of honor, as a man of
conscience, as a man who loves his country, and who hopes
to see that country great and glorious in the future.

Mr. COURSOL. Mr. Speaker, before giving my vote
on this question, a question which I believe is classed
auong the causes célèbres of this Dominion, I demire to offer a1
few remarks in order to explain my position and my views1
on this case. During the last eight years I have given to
the men in power a fuir support. In 1878, when I was
calied to give up a judicial position which I hai held for 20
years past, I did so in order to support the National
Polioy, a policy whioh I believed was calculated to do good1
to tûe country, to bring it back to its former prosperity, to
assist our manufacturera and to protect our manufactures.1
I also supported and pledged myself at the time toi
support any pell matured scheme whiuh would give the
Dominion that long desired work, the Canadian Pacific
Railway. On those points I am happy to say that
nothng has since occurred to check my confidence in
the Goverument, and I am sure the Government muast
themaelves feel that I have been loyal to the promises1
Iten made. But i regret te ay thatin the oourse

Uri cumul

of last fall events occurred in the North-West which
have considerably strained the enteste cordiale between
the Government and many of its best sud m>st faithfal
supporters, men who hid supported the G>vernment for
many years past and would have been prepared to continue
their support, which they cannot continue on the Riel
question. I have studied that question in ail its details,
and, after a review of all the evidence adduced at the
trial, I came to the oonclusion that the Government
has committed an act of cruelty in sending the prisoner
to the scaffold, and I am satisfied they committed a
great political blander in hanging him. After I had
come to that conclusion and had made up my mind that
the Government had committed an act of cruelty, what
was my proper course as a former supporter of the Govern-
ment? I felt bound to oppose the Goverument in this
matter; I felt bound to place my duty before my party
and my conscience before my leaders. And who are the
men who brought about the whole agitation ; who are
the men guilty of placing the Province of Quebec in a
state of complete turmoil ? The very ones sitting on the
Treasury bonches. The newspapers under the fostering
care of those Ministers have published article after
article that have set the whole Province on fire.
They have newspapers publicly acknowledged as their
organs, and those organs have published by thousands,
copies of articles of a vile description against therespected
leader of the Government, against the Minister of Public
Works, against the Minister of Milit;a, denouncing them in
advance as traitors, as cowards and using even stronger
expressions, if Riel was hanged. One of the papers, the organ
of one of the principal Ministers, stated while the trial was
going on, that the jury had been packed, that the judge was
unfair, that the witnesses were bribed, that the whole trial was
illegal and unconstitutional. That was published while the
case was before the Court, and also when it was before the
Privy Council. And after the case came back and it became
apparent that Riel was doomed, then they agitated still
more, When they were asked as to the position into which
they wore bringing the people theysaid: The Liberals had
Riel condemned, we, Conservatives, will save bis life and
take him from the hands of the executioner. When further
pressed they declared that Riel would not be hanged, and I
remember that, on the Saturday before the executio-1
the paper I am alluding to said: It had received an
official announcement or a positive announcement that
Riel would not be hanged. In view of those facts,
is there any wonder that the people have been excited
and that the whole Province of Quebee bas been in
a state of agitation ? And by whom was this cansed ? If
Riel was to be hanged, if it was decided on the 8th of Novem-
ber that he was to be hanged on the 16th or 22nd, why did
not the Government say so openly and in a manly manner
to their friends and the public? They sent a commis-
sion, a sham commission, composed of doctors who were
their own employees, to make a report. That report has
been published. low did those gentlemen go to the North-
West ? Did they travel as medical men gen ,rally do, as
do gentlemen belonging to a noble profession ? No; they
changed their names and travelled incognito. They arrived
at Regina and proceeded to ascertain whether Riel had
become insane and was in a worse condition than before
the trial. Why did they not give notice to Riel of their
arrivat? because, as every medical work will tell them, that
is the course generally followed. If the report was favorable,
why did not the Government publish it broadcast over the
country before Riel was execuatd? and then the people might
have said:'" We have the report, and it declares Riet sane, or
that he is subject to hallueinations only ; we have nothing
therefore te say; the Government has considered the
matter and ha decided what ought to be done." Ministers
are DW pretending to wonder tha the people have bsa
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excited. What we wonder at is that the mon who
have been the cause of their excitement are now sur-

1sed that the people have been and are excited.
e execution of Riel, and the want of information as to

his state of mind, were the sole causes of the agitation ;
there was no war of race and revenge, as it is called.
The Province of Quetec had no reason te be antagonistile
to any other race. The French Canadians in the Province
of Quebec have lived in peace for yeare and years put with
the people of other races. The large city I have the honor
to repiesent is composed of English, French, Irish and
Scotch, who live together in peace, and among whom there
is no war and revenge party. 'The idea of a race and
revenge party only existed in the mind of an Ontario
editor, who invented it te raise bis Province against our
own. I say those who use that cry use it purposely
te injure French Canadians and to save the Government.
There bas been no danger of race and revenge, and the
newspaper which bas said that is the newspaper whieh
is known to the public as the priîcipal organ of the
Conservative party in the Province of Ontario. It has pub.
lished articles which are libellous against our race, our civil
institutions and our laws. Is that the way that a paper gene-
rally representing the Government on ail occasions is to bring
peace into the c. untry-by assailing a race as fair, as proud
and as courageous as any other in this Dominion-a race
who hve proved their loyalty everywhere, and are ready
to do it now- a race who can carry the banner of England
as proudly and as courageously as any coming from the
Province of Ontario. This Governn.eit organ, which, not
long ago, was in the habit of doing jubice to French Cana-
dians, became, all of a sudden, its bitter enemy, threatening
te tear te pieces the treaty of Paris, and to reconquer the
Province of Quebec-threats and boasts as silly as its
former praises were hollow and interested. It has
been asked, Sir, why the French Canadians took an
interest in the Metis and in the Riel matter-why they
were se fiiendly, apparently, te the Metis race. Thobe
who are putting that question ought to know that
over 10t years ago, La Verenderye, when he went
te the Rocky Mountains on bis first visit had with
him a number of Canadians; that from every part of
the Province of Quebec there went to the North-
West and Hudson Bay hundreds and hundreds of
Frerch Caradians, the hardiest pioneers te be found in
America, leaving behind them their fricnds, their wives
and their families. Weil, Sir, it is natural enough
that those French Canadians, leaving their families
behind them, would aise leave remombrances of that time
as they had occasional opportunities of communicating
with their friends and families up te the present day by
means of corresporndence. Is it net natural that we should
feel for them ? I feel for them because my father was a
pioneer of the *North West, and worked there like many
other traders who were the great support of theludson
Bay Company. Ie it net natural, thon, that we should send
forth our prayers in favor of Riel and of his f riends? I
would ask those who have spoken soemch about the murder
of Scott, if he had Dot been an Orangeman, if ho had been
an Irishman, or a Freneh Canadian who had been murdered,
would they have given themselves so mach trouble ? I shall
not follow my friend and colleague from M->ntreal Centre (Mr.
Curran)inaillho bas said. Iamsorry thathohasintrodueedthe
name of is Grace Archbishop Taché into this discussion,
and the names of some of the priests of the North-West. He
has said that His Grace would not have gone te Regina, and
would not have testified »nder oath that Riel was insane.
I think the hon. gentleman bas ventured a great deal when
ho said @o, and i doubt his authority on that point. I am
sorry he has said so, because Archbishop Taché had a
different opinion which he has pubished in a letter, and te
make the matter right I Am 1xund to read au exraQt froas

that letter to show that the hon. gentleman had not read it,
and so was deceiving himself. His Grace said:

" The Government allowed the erecution to take place. The Gov-
ernment have then the responsibility, and it is an indignity to them to
lay the blame on others. For my part, a close observation of twenty
years have given me a conviction darmetrically oppoeod to those who
are now calling the matter in question. I had many reasons to study
the character of Riel in its most minute details, and the disposition and
acte Of my unfortunate protêgt, in order to be able to give an account of
what had driven him to this deplorable course. For many years I have
been convinced beyond ail possibility of a doubt, that apart from the
brilliant qualities of his mind and heart, the unfortunate chief of the
Metis wae subject to megalomania, which alone can explain the position
he as taken and the acta he has committed."

This is the character given to Louis Riel by his Grace
Archbishop Taché, quite a different character from that
which the hon. member for Montrent Centre (4r. Curran)
has given him. That hon. gentleman said that Riel was a
great deal worse than the vilest of the Fenians. I do not
know what authority he had for saying that. But I am
sorry he saw fit to bring the Fenians into the matter, and
still more sorry that he brought into it the name of Ris
Grace Archbishop Taché. Now, when I conciludted that the
Government had not acted properly in hanging Riel, I
looked upon the question as a question of law. After care-
fully examining the record, I came to this conclusion for
the following reasons : Riel had received a letter from
General Riddleton, a most extraordinary letter, stating that
if ho and bis council would surrender, ho would give him up
to the authoritio, meaning-what such letters written by
any General in the field to a belligerent party must mean-
that bis lifo would be spared. In this sense t'e letter was
sent and received. Riel was taken a few days afterwards
with the letter in bis hand, and ho askid where and when
ho could surrender. He was frightened, because he knew
that if ho was caught ho wuuld ho shot. Weil. Sir, the
trial which has been termed an illegal on., was not so
in my opinion; it was a legal trial ; but it was an
un-British trial, because every man living under the dflg of
ingland in any part of the world is entitled to bu tried by

twelve of hi fellow countrymen, whereas, in thiscase there
were only six jurors, and a magistrate, not a judge, presided.
That magistrate selected the jury. is selection may have
been perfectly fuir. I have no possible desire to impugn
the motives of the magistrate or the jury. I simply take
the case as it stands, and I find that these jurymen, wmth the
facts fresh in their minds, returned the verdict of guilty,
recommeniing the prisoner to the clemency of the court.
The indictment was for high treason, and there was no other
plea than the plea of insanity. There was nothing clearer
than that the prisoner was guilty of higb treason, and why
did the jury recommend him to the clemency of the court if
it was not because they had doubts about his sanity ? More-
over, this is one of those cases in which the recommenda-
tion of the jury ought to tell in favor of the aocused. The
two doctors called in bis behalf were examined as closely
as possible. I do not remember any case in any criminal
court in my experience in which the medical mon were
eross-examined se severely as the doctors for the defence have
been in this case; yet their evidence was strong enough to
convince these jurymen that there were sorne doubts as to
the prisoner's sanity. I shall take the libertyof citing in the
presence of the hon. Minister of Justice, the defini-
tion cd the crime in the "General View of the
Criminal Law of England " by Stephen. [The hon.
gentleman bore read from the work referred to.]
This shows that the recommendation of the jury, when
given in cases of this description, is given for an object, and
that object is the clemency of the Government; and I con-
tend that in this case, where the troubles bad arisen sud-
denly, and as to which the Government could not say that
they were entirely free from blame, they ought to have
taken the verdict into consideration. Notwithstanding
that the Privy Council of England had afflrmed the legality
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of the trial, the Government became the judges of the case
themselvee. In ordinary cases, where the accused is con-
demned, the Govcrnment may interfere, and if they do not
the mari is hanged. But in a case like this, it is the Govern-
ment who order the prisoner to be banged, so that they be-
corne the judges in the case, and their duty is to review the
whole case when it cornes before them. Well, I contend
that in this case they did not need to have gone further than
the verdict of the jury. That verdict meant something. It
meant the desire of the jury to save the man's life. The Province
of Quebec, which bas long been faithful to the Government
of this country, and has kept it in a constant majority, and
bas been loyal to the core to the Premier, from one end to
the other, sent petitions asking, not that a man of that des-
cription, so dangeroue to society, and the cause of so much
harm and bloodshed, should be set free, but asking for mercy.
No, Sir; we asked merely that life should be saved, and we
bad good grounds for doing so; and it seems to me that a
Government, which bas so of ton exercised clemency, might
have done so in this instance. I know their position was a
difficuit one. On the one side they had the whole erovince-
of Quebec, their devoted friends, asking them to save Riel's
life; and on the other were mon calliing for bis blood. But,
Sir, they were a strong Government and should have had
courage enougb to do their duty by exercising clemency.
The Government's own friends li Ontario, who threatened
them, would have seen after a time that the sentiment of
mercy was really the one which should have prevailed.
But the Government decided nit to exervise their pro-
rogative. To his credit, be it said, one of the Ministers
of the Crown went to a public meeting, and there
deoclarcd that he had done his best to save Riel's life
but could not sucoeed. This showed that in the Admi.
nistration there were some who believed Riel's life sbould
have been saved. In making thesefew remarks, I waut to
be well understood that it is not any personal sympathies I
might be supposed to have for Riel that actnates me; on the
contrary, from the very first day that I hoard of his ex-
ploits in the first rebellion, from the day I beard how he had
sacriflced Scott, I never had any feeling of sympathy fori
him. But, it seemed to me that Riel, who was a subject of
Her Majesty, ought to have been tried like others, and thati
bis case deserved looking into. I wish it to be understoodi
that the sentiment in the Province of Quebec, so far as Rieli
personally is concerned, is not that of men who wanted to
save Riel simply because he was a French Canadian. It is
unfair to state, as it bas beena stated in some papers, that what
French Canadians want is a law for themselves. Such a
statement is a calumny against our race. I hope that aill
that has been done and said may be forgotten, but there1
are certain acts that live and certain acts that are forgotten.i
The conduct of the Government in thie case may be forgot-
ton by many members of this House, but it will rest with1
the people at large to decide if it can bu forgiven. I hope,i
however, that peace and harmony will return, that friendship
w-ll be again our common aim, and that these different
origins and classes and creeds in all the Provinces willj
be on the best relations with each other. But I shouldj
like to ask any hon. gentleman opposite whether we, in thej
Province of Quebec, had not a right to agitate on this
point. Is It because Quebec is inhabited by FrenchCana-,
dianse that we are to have no right to blame the Govern-1
ment ? Our movement was a legal and a constitutionalone,1
one oen to every British subject in the land, and I hope1
Frene Canadians are considered as Britisb subjectsuand as,
having t rights and privileges of BI itish subjecte. Weq
have the right to blame the Government if we think proper,1
but that need not be a cause of nil-feeling between us and1
other Canadians. If the Conservative friends of the Gov-(
erument, when the Government have oommitted an unjusti
act, when cur consciences tell us clearly that the Govern- j
nenti wrong, ae not to be allowed to express thei opinion,
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but are sapposed to sit here as slaves, for my part I
believe the sooner we leave public life the botter. I shall
not further enter into the matter under discussion. I have
no desire whatever to say anything that would excite the
feelings of others. I think many imprudent expressions
have fallen here, and have found their way into the press,
but I know that many have been recalled after sober second
thought, and i hope that expressions which were used in
former days and have been used again against the Province
of Quebec, our institutions, laws and religion, will shortly
cease to be used. We have, for instance, the Mail
the other day, referring to the tithes paid to our
clergy in a manner which showed evidently that the
editor did not know of what he was speaking, as otherwise
he would have known that the systei in use with as was the
most simple and economical way in which the Province of
Quebec could support its clergy, which it is boand to smup-
port and of which it is proud. If editors of newspapers
woald only be more careful in what they say, in attacking the
origin or religion of any one sect of the Dominion, the
whole communiiy would benefit by their moderation. I
shall record my vote, Sir, in favor of the motion of the
hon. member for Montmagny (Mr. Landry.)

Mr. WOOD (Brockville). I am sure every hon. gentle-
man has listened with a great deal of pleasure to the
moderation in which the last speaker conched the remarks
he has made on the subject under discussion. I regret ex-
eeedingly that all those who have preceded him on that side
have not been as moderate in their tone as the hon. member
for Montreal West (Mr. Coursol). For him I have
always entertained feelings of the highest raspect, and
I trust and believe those feelings will remain undimin-
ished in their strength, notwithstanding that in the
future we may occupy seats on opposite siles of the House.
For the patriotic sentiments that he bas just given utter-
ance to, I am sure that no one upon this side of the louse
felt more like applauding him than I did. Ie was quite
right when he said that this subject was one peculiarly of
a legal nature. This Parliament bas for the time being
been transformed into a court, a court of review, reviewing
the action of the Executive in ordering that the execution
of Louis Riel should proceed. It is a case of more than
ordinary importance, because it is the first time in the history
of this country, so far as I am aware, that the Parliament
of the country was ever called upon to review, or sit in
judgment upon, the Exceutive for making such an executive
order; and it has been given greater prominence by the
turn that certain members sitting on the Opposition
benches have given it in introducing subjects that I am
sure we ail regret in connection with this discussion. I
see no reason why the question of Orange and Blue should
be raised in connection with this matter at ail. I see no
reason why the hon. member for West Huron (Mr.
Cameron) should have introduced into his speech the lan-
guage he did, having, as it must, a tendency to excite race
aga*nst race and creed against creed. I was born after that
period in Our history when those mon who are our political
fathers have said it was the day-dream of their youth that
there should be a confederacy of ail these scattered Pro-
vinces of British North America, and that one day the
Canadian people would be proud of its nationality and every
man who was a subject of this country would be proud to
say ho was a Canadian. I have indulged in fond hopes that,
whatever might be the future of this country from a politi-
cSI standpoint-using the word political in its widest
sense-though we might in course of time be separated
from the Mother Country,though we might be independent,
or whatever might be the future of our nationality in that
respect, a sentiment of Canadian nationality would romain
strong within us, that we would be one people, a united
people ; but I confese that the eventa of the past few months
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have driven into my mind the first suspicion that I might be
wrong. I regret that a certain section of the people in one
Proviuce-not the whole people, not a majority of
those people, I firmly believe-have been led to make
of the execution of Louis Riel a national cry, and
thereby to raise an issue which in its consequences
may result, unless timely counsels prevail and moderate
mon, such as the hon. member who preceded me, take a
foremost part in leading that movement, in great danger
to the young eonfederacy of which we are so proud. I
care not, so far as I am concerned personally in the discus-
sion of this subject, whether Louis Riel was a Catholie, a
very good Catholic or a very indifferent one, whether he
was a Protestant, or what bis religious views may have
been, I have simply to regard this in a legal aspect, and as
such I will endeavor to explain to you, Sir, to the House
and to my constituants in the country, the reason why I
shall oppose the motion of the hon. momber for M<dntmagny
(Mr. Landry). Now, the case made by the Opposition
against the Governmont is based upon three grounds. First,
that the half-breed population of the North-West had very
grievous complaints. None of them, I think, go so far as
to justify rebellion, or to say that the crime with which
Louis Riel was charged was not properly termed high trea-
son. ln the second place, they say that, supposing that
was true, the prisoner was undoubtedly insane, and upon
the grounid of his having been insane, the Executive should
not have ordered his exccution, They say, thirdly, that the
recommendation of the jury should have been taken into
consideration, or that the Government did not attach
proper weight to that recommendation. I think these
three grounds are the grounds upon which those who
are opposed to the Administration for the course they have
taken upon this matter rely, and I shall endeavor very
briefly to answer the case made out by the opponents of
the Government upon those points. I do not suppose that
any hon. gentleman who is a lawyer, would say that thore
is any law that lays it down that a judge bas any other
option than to impose the death penalty for the crime of
high treason. Notwithstanding it bas been said that
this offence is of a political nature, no country in the civil-
ised world to-day would for a moment think of establishing
it as a law that the death penalty should not be carried out
in cases of high treason. If a law was introduced into this
Parliament, 1 do not suppose we could pass it, but if it
were introduced in the British Parliament providing that
the death penalty should in future not be carried out in
cases of high treason, or, to use a term which has become so
popular of late, in cases where the offence was of a political
nature, I do not suppose there is a Legislature in the world
to-day that would enact such a law. They would be crazy
to do it. Well, it is said by those who oppose the action of
the Governmont in ordering the execution of Louis Riel that,
bis offence being a political offence, the Government should
have acted in accordance with the custom of modern nations,
and should never have allowed the death penalty to be
carried into effect. I shall devote a few minutes to that,
and, however my views may impress the House, they carry
conviction to my own mind that the action of the Govern-
ment was just in the case of Louis Riel. There is not a
case upon record, as far as I am aware, where a man who has
beau tw.ce guilty of the offence of high treason bas eacaped.
This theory, to which such prominence bas beon given,
that a man should not be hanged for high treason because
it is a political offence, turns wholly, in my opinion, upon
the circumstances surrounding the particular case. Reference
bas been made by.analogy to the case of Jefferson Davis in
the IJnited States. I say it would have been wrong to
execute Jefferson Davis for the crime of high treason, because
it is not considered advisable in the case of one accused for
the first time of such an offence, having in view the future
interest of the country; but, if Jefferson Davis had
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a second time raised the standard of rebellion in the
United States, he would have met the same fate as that of
Louis Riel ; and, if Louis Riel had profited by bis previous
experiencoe, he would in all probability have been alive to.
day; ho brought himself to his own fate by wholly disre-
garding the law of the land not only once, but twice. Now,
it seems to me that, if it is made out that the first
offence of which Louis Riel was guilty, the rebellion
of 1870, can properly be called a rebellion, you cannot
reason otherwise than that was a political offence on
his part. I do not mean to say thit every effort on the
part of the leader of a mob can be termed a robellion.
[ say, Sir, speaking from memory, the force which Louis
Riel commanded in 1871 was larer than the force ho had at
his command during the recent trouble. In so far as the num-
ber of mon were concerned, and having regard to their
discipline and equipment, the foi-mer rebollion was more
worthy the name than that which ho so recently originated
and organised in the North-West. Now, Sir, ho was
pardoned for his first offence, inclading the murder of
Thomas Scott. Louis Riel left this country and became an
alien, but not satisfied with bis first offence, hoecame a
second time and raised the standard of rebellion, and by
that act excluded himself from the operation of
the modern rule of not hanging a man for political
offences. Now, I want to ask thoso hon. gentlemen
one question. They say that this Govornmont was in
the position of a judge ; so said the last speaker, and
I agree with him. I have no desire to deny that at all.
The course of procedure in a trial in the North-West is
different, as we have heard more than once in this dis-
cussion, fro.m that obtaining in any other Proviace. Here
a man is arrested, brought before a magistrate and com-
mitted. A grand jury sit upon bis case, and find oither a
truc bill or not, and afterwards a petty jury of twelve
mon decide whether ho is guilty, and if ho is found
guilty, sentence of the court is pronounced upon him.
In the case of the prisoner at Regina, ho was tried by a
jury of six mon. The stipondiary magistrate must be a
lawyer of five years' standing, and so fur a4 lgea abilly s
concerned, ho is on a par, no doubt, with most of the judgis
of our land. Well, Sir, thore is no grand jury thera. Louis
Riel was not brought before a tagistrate and committed,
it i,4 truc. In al1 these respects, the formahty of the proco-
dure by which Louis Riel was ti led differs trom that which
obtains in any of the other Provinces. But that boing the
case the law of the land bas made provision that special
caro must be taken to review the judgment and to see that
a man under thosecircumstances is not improporly executod.
Therefore, it is said that bfore the oxecution can proceed,
the Executive must convey word to that effect to the Lieut.
Governor, and the execution is carried into effect. That
makes it an exocutive act, and makes the Governmon t
responsible for that act, just the same as they would bo
responsible for any other executive act. That brings this
Parliament, thon, in the position of reviewing that act of
the Governmont. The Government being the judges, and
when you say that, you are right, they have a right
to take into consideration all the different circum-
stances attending the case; they have a right, not
only to go into one portion of it, but to go into
any other ; they have a right to give just and due consider-
ation to every single circumstance that would weigh in
favor of the prisoner. I agree with that view, but I say on
the other band, that they have a right, at the sane time,
and it is their duty, to take into consideration every single
circumstance in the previous character of the prisoner,
which would aid them to form a favorable opinion Of the
man himeolf and the wisdom of allowing him t go loose
again. Sir, that course of procedure is seen in our courts of
law every day. If a prisoner has been more than once
before a judge, if it is his second offence, the judge does
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not impose the same penalty as he would if it were bis
first offence. Hence, I say that the Government of the
day, in deciding as judges in the case of Louis Riel, had
a perfect right, and it was their duty, to go back imto
the circumstances of the prisoner's history, and in doing
so they found that he was a man more than ordin-
arily dangerous to the State. Mr. Speaker, that is a feature
in this case that those who strongly condemn the execu-
tion of Riel, do not seem to take into consideration at all,
and I submit, Sir, that it is a most important consideration.
But they say again : How can we take into consider-
ation ail the circumstances of the case when we bave not
certain papers before us. I do not know, Mr. Speaker,
wbat papers they want. I am afraid that if we waited for
the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) to get all
the papers be wants, we would be bere till next January.
I do not sec what in the world that bas to do with the con-
sideration of this case by this Parliament. You take your
stand upon the question of Riel's insanity, that is your
strong plea. The speaker who has just taken his seat stated
that that was the only defence raised in the trial. The
records show that; it was the only defence that was raised
in behalf of Riel. If there were any other defences existing,
they were abandoned by the counsel acting for the pri-
soner. Well, Sir, supposing you had ail the papers that
went from the Department of the 1Interior to the Nor th-
West; supposing thcy were all laid upon the Table; sup-
posing they were to show that the Metis had very great
grievances ; supposing-to go to the very limit-that they
wore justified in rebelling against the law in that country ;
supposing all that, our opponents would thon say:
What does that amouit to? 'l'he man was insane, he was
not resp)onsible at ail ; it is a question of insanity. It doos
not muke any difference ut ail whether they had grievances
or not, they will say, this man was not a free moral agent ;
he was insane. Well, Mr. Speaker, taking that view of it, I
ask any reasonable man among thuse who are opposed to the
action of the Goverinment, what possible good it could do to
their cause il' they had all the papers they want in connec-
tion with the grievances of the Meti6 Surely, Mr. Speaker,
they could have no possible weight or bearing upon
the question. Thon, as to this question of insanity,
it bas a direct legal bearing upon the discuîssion before
Parliament. I want to ask those hon. gentlemen another
question : Can they point out, in the history of criminal
jurisprudence, a single case where the defence of insanity
boing the only oe raised at the trial on behalf of the
prisoner-wethoer they ever knew of a medical commission
being appointed immodiately afterwards to examine the
prisoner and find out his condition, and do exactly the work
the jury bad to do ? i do not wish to be misunderstood now in
what I am going to say. I would not oppose the issuing of
a medical commission to satisfy those who are doubting
that justice bad been done; but 1Ido say that the Govern-
ment would have been thoroughly justified in not appoint-
ing a medical commission, and for this reason : the defence
of insanity being the only one raised at the trial, what right
bave those who come forward a couple of months afterwards
to ask for the appointment o a commission ? The time
between the man's conviction and the request that they made
to the Government for a commission to be issued, was too
recent to make it reasonable that such a demand should be
made by the Governmont. I think, Mr. Speaker, that
point is well taken, and that, at all events, the least these
parties can do is not to find fault with the Government for
doing that which, in one sense, they had no right to do.
Now, in connection with this subject, and with the recom-
mendation of the jury to mercy, I am astonished that some
gentlemen who profess to be lawyers, and who are lawyers,
and who have attained a standing at the bar in their own
Province, assign so much importance to that act of the
jury. Any person who has had experience in our courts
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must know that the recommendation to mercy, after a jury
bas brought in a verdict of guilty, follows almost as a matter
of course. It seems to me that it is a way a jury have of
consoling themselves when they place the noose about an
unfortunate man's neck. Can it be said that this jury at
Regina, when they added a recommendation of mercy to
the verdict they had given, really thought that Riel was
insane ? Then, Sir, it is the greatest reflection that could
be made upon the honesty of those six men. If by that
recommendation to mercy, they mean that Louis Riel was
not responsible for his acts, they inflicted a cruel wrong
upon a human being when they made their verdict,
the only defence raised being that he was not sane
We can take from that recommendation but one meaning,
we can draw but one inference-namely, that in making
that recommendation to mercy they were letting themselves
down easily. They were naturally sorry, as jurors will be,
that it was their painful duty by their verdict to perhaps
consign a fellow being to an ignominious death, and they
took ihat means of satisfying their own consciences as they
supposed. Inthe remarks of the hon. member for West
Huron(Mr.Cameron) on this case he commented on the action
of the counsel engaged by the Crown, and I was somewhat
surprised at the nature of his comments. First, he paid a very
high eulogium to the character and abilities of the gentlemen
employed by the Government to conduct the prosecution.
Any person who knows the character of those men in the
Province % hore they have so long lived aud practised their
profession, can agree with him on those points. But speak-
ing at the time of the refusal of the Crown counsel to grant
a delay in the progress of the case, the hon. gentleman
said it must have been this Government that gave the
order, and he characterised it as a cruel and dishonorable
thing for the Governmont to do. Now, no counsel
engaged in any case is bound to do a dishonorable
act ; whether he be acting for the Crown or a private
individual it matters not. Counsel engaged in the prose-
cution of that case when they received that dishono-
rable order, as the bon. gentleman calls it, if they
ever did receive it, had no right to act upon it; their duty
was to withdraw from te case if they deemed it dishonor-
able. So the hon. meinber for West tluron (Mr. Cameron),
in making that statement must have made it for political
effect alone, because I am satisfied, the trial, so far as re-
gards the formalities prescribed, was one in which those
formalities were fairly observed, and Riel had, according to
the laws of that country, a fair and honest trial. If a man
goes into a country and stirs up rebellion, goes into a com-
munity where peace reigns and changes it into a state of
war, if he is guilty of acts of cruelty such as haive been laid
to the charge of Riel, if he shows himself te be a man
devoid of sympathy, as Riel is proven to have been, cer-
tainly it does not lie in the mouths of bis defenders to say
that his conduct ought not to be judged by the law of the
land in which he happens to have stirred up strife and tur-
moil. It comes with very bad grace now from some
hon. members to say that Louis Riel did not receive what
is called a British trial. Riel received a trial that very
few men are fortunate enough to receive. He received at
Regina a trial according to the prescribed laws and forms of
the country. His case was tried thoroughly, it was reviewed
thoroughly by three able judges in Manitoba, one of whom,
I can safely assert, was amongst the ablest lawyers in Ontario,
if two of them were net. Again, no obstruction was placed
in the way of the Privy Coucil reviewing it again. We are
bore called to review it, and judging by the attitude of cer-
tain members of the opposite side of the louse, I suppose
the great tribunal of the people will yet judge of the action
of the Government in this case, and if they do, I feel sure
that the result in the country will be as it will be in this
House when parties come to:decide upon it. There seems
to be an idea prevailing in this country that political offen-
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ders are never to be executed for the crime of high treason.
I wish to read -and it is the only extract i will read-the
remarks made by the late President Johnston to a deputa-
tion from Illinois which called upon him after the death of
President Lincoln. He said:

" Here, gentlemen, you expect me to present some indications of my
future policy. One thing I will say, every era teaches its lessons. The
times we live in are not without instruction. The Amerisan people
muet be taught, if they do not already feel that treason is a crime, and
that it muet be puished-that the Government will not bear with its
ene mies, and that it is strong not only to protect but to punish. When
we turn to the criminal code and examine the catalogue of crimes, we
find arson laid down as a crime with its appropriate penalty. We find
there, ton, theft and robbery and murder given as crimes, and there, too,
w3 find the least and highest of all crimes, treason with other and
inferior offences our people are familiar. But in our peaceful history
treason has been almost unknown. The people muet understand that it
is the blackest of crimes, and will surely be punished. I make thie
allusion not to excite the already exasperated feelings of the public, but
te point out the principle of public jusiice which should guide our action
at this particular juncture, and which accords with sound public morale.
Let it be epgraved in every heart that treason is a crime, and traitors
shall suffer the penalty. W hile we are appalled, overwhelmed at the fall
of oue man in our midst by the hand of a traitor, shall we allow men, I
care not by what weapon, to attempt the life of the State with impunity ?
While we strain our minds to comprehend the enormity of this assassin-
ation, shall we allow the nation to be assassinated? I speak in no spirit
of uukindness. I leave the events of the future to be disposed of as they
arise regarding myeelf, as the humble instrument of the American people.
In this, as in all things, justice and judgment shall be determined by
them. lu general terms, I would say that public morale and opinion
should be established on the sure and inflexible principle of justice. When
the question of exerciing mercy cumes before me it will be considered
calmly and judicially, remembering that I am the executor of the nation.
I know men love to have their names spoken of in connection with acte
of mercy, and how easy it is to yield to this impulse, but we muet not
forget that what would be mercy to the individual js cruelty to the State
In the exercise cf mercy there -hould be no doubt left that this higli
prerogative is not used to relieve a few at the expeuse of many."

I think the remarks I have quoted particularly applicable
to the position of the Government which I support. When
they came to the conclusion after what was, I am sure,
a most careful investigation, when they came to the
COLClusion with sorrow that it was their duty to order that
a human being should lose his life upon the scaffold-when
they came to that conclusion, I am sure they did so with
great reluctance; but I say it was in the interest of the
public, in the interest of the State, and they would in ry
humble opinion be untrue to their oaths of offiee, untrue to
the Canadian people, untrue to themselves, if they had acted
otherwise than they did.

Mr. LANGELIER. Before addressing myself particu-
larly to the subject before the House, I must say a few words
in answer to a remark which was made by the hon. mem-
ber for Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran). lie reproached
me for having made some remarks during the course of his
speech, and seeemed to think that I had no right to say any.
thing in this debate because, as hie said, I was here by the
votes of Orangemen. Well, I can tell the hon. gentleman
that hois entirely mistaken. There are Orangemen in my
county, and there is no more respectable or law-abiding
class of electors. There are some who vote in my favor
and some who oppose me, but I can say that those who
voted for me did not do so because I made them any pro-
mise in favor of the Orange order. They voted for me on
the merits of the questions discussed before them and
nothing else. They considered that the affairs of the country
were badly administered by the present Government, and
they voted for me because I said I was opposed to that
Government. I distinctly refused to make any engage-
ment when asked to do so, if a Bill was proposed to incor-
porate an Orange order, and I said I would see when the
time came what course I would take.

Same hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. LANGELIER. And I added-if it is any satis-

faction to the hon. member for East Hastings-that as
presently advised I would vote against it unleus my feelings

and opinions changed. I probably lost some Orange votes,
but here is the answer made to me by one Orangemen.
He said ho preferred a man who told the truth to a man
like my predecessor, a good Tory, who got the votes of
almost ail those Orangemen by promising that ho would
vote for the incorporation of the Orange order, but who,
when the time came, failed to redeem the promise ho made.
That is my answer to the hon. member for Montreal West.
I am prepared to meet him in my own county before my
Orange and Irish Catholic electors. I have not two
ways of addressing the eleotors. I have not one kind
of a speech for the Orangemen of my county and another
kind fer the Irish Catholics. I do not do as I have seen
some gentlemen do who are now on the Treasury bonches.
I have known one of the gentlemen on the Treasury benches
coming into my county and making a most violent speech
against me on account of the speech of the member for West
Durham; and at that speech he was askod by an Orange-
man, who was a most intelligent elector, whether ho
would be prepared to repeat that speech before the Irish
Catholics in another portion of the county. He did not
say that he would be prepared to do so. Any speech I
make here or in any other place, I am prepa-ed to
make before an Irish Catholic audience, a French Can-
adian audience, or an Orange audience.

There is no denying the fact that no event during the
last twenty years bas excited so much interest and feel-
ing in the Province of Quebee, or rather I should say
in the French Canadian portion of that Province, as the
execution of that unefortunate man, Louis Riel. For several
days, if not for weeks, not one man desiring to have the
respect of his compatriots in the Province of Quebec, would
have dared to show himseolf on a public platform and say
publicly that lie approved of that execution, and few dare
to do so at the present time. For a long time all the French
Canadians in the Province of Quebec, and in Ontario and
the United States, were unanimous in denouncing the Gov-
ernment for that act. The speakers of both political parties
at meetings largely attended have denounced the Govern-
ment in very strong terms. I can speak on that subject in
a very impartial mannor because I took littlo part in that
agitation, net because I condenned it, however, for I said
enough to show the views I held on that subject.

If a convincing proof was wanted of the unanimous
feeling of the Province of Quebec on that subject, it would
be found in the motion now before this iouse. That motion
is proposed by the hon. member for Montmagny (Mr.
Landry), a gentleman who has been returned twiee
to this House as a supporter of the Government, and
every one knows that ho has supported the Government
through thick and thin. But what do we seu to-day? We
see him moving a motion of censure against the Govern-
ment on this question. When a gentleman in his position
is compelled to move such a motion, bon. members may un-
derstand what is the public feeling in the Province to which
ho belongs.

This makes it of much interest to enquire what is the
cause of that great agitation which has been going on
since the 16th of November, and which has caused such
a disruption of party ties-t might say such an upheaval
of the political world in the Province of Quebec. Is it
because Riel was a French Canadian ? The Mail and
some other organe o the Gr>vernment have been trying
to impress the public with the idea that the agitation
which was going on in the Province of Quebec was due
only to the fact that Riel was a French Canadian. Well,
it is useless to go into a long and elaborate argument
te prove that such is not the case. It is sufficient to recall
what was said by the lon. member for Montreal East
(Mr. Coursol), that this is not the firet execution of a French
Canadian. Unfortunately, some of our countrymen have
lost their lives on the scaffold, and I defy any member of
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this House or any man out of it, to mention one single case
where an attempt was made to save the lives of any of those
parties becanse they were French Canadians. It never
entered into the minds of anybody in the Province of
Quebec, to save a man from the scaffold becanse he was a
French Canadian. In almost all cases where those
men have been condemned and executed, they were
convicted by French Canadian jurors and condemned
by French Canadian judge, and no one tried to
throw any blame on them for the course they took.
Why has the execution of Louis Riel caused so much agi-
tation ? It is because the offence for which he was con-
demned and executed is not an ordinary offence, and bis
execution is not an ordinary one. The present Govern-
ment can boast, not only of having had two rebellions
during their administration, but of having shown this
country what we have not seen before since the dark days
of 1838, when a certain number of our countrymen lost
their lives for political reasons; this Government eau boast
of having raised again in this country political scaffolds,
which we might have thought had passed away forever. Riel
was not an ordinary criminal. If be had been an ordinary
criminal,some of his friends closely related to him might have
taken an interest in bis fate; but the whole publie would not
have taken that interest in bis exceution which bas been
shown in the Province of Quebec on this occasion.

At the same time that we have seen nearly a whole Pro-
vince asking that that man should not be executed, we have
been confronted with a most remarkable occurrence. I do not
think that within the memory of any member of this House
there has been an occasion when the execution of a man bas
been insisted upon by any class of people. A country
where men could be tound to demanU that a victim should
be put to death would be a considered a country of canni-
bals. What people are accustomed to do on such occasions
is to abstain from interference; but we have heard resolu-
tions of public bodies quoted before this House, asking that
the sentence of death should be carried out, If newspaper
reports eau be believed, public mon have even come to
Ottawa on purpose to insist on the Government that Riel
should be executed. I avail myself of this occasion to cor-
rect an injustice which I unintentionally did to an hon.
member of this louse, at a public meeting held at St.
Hyacinthe in the month of December last. 1 stated that
the member for East Hastings (Mr. White) had come to
Ottawa to ask that the sentence of death on Louis Riel
should be carried out. I have since met the hon,.gentleman,
and ho has told me that not only did he not come to Ottawa
for that purpose, but that if it had rested personally with him
Riel would not have been exocuted. I am glad to be able to
correct that mistake, which I was led into by newspaper
reports, and 1 am glad to find that the hon. gentleman had
no share in the measures which were taken to secure the
execution of that unfortunate man.

Riel not being an ordinary criminal, but a political
offender, we have to consider the nature of his offence
and the circumstances of the rebellion in which ho took
part. I do not intend to enter at length into the causes
of the North-West troubles of lat year, but a few re-
marks are necessary to enable us to understand the
circumstances under which Riel came into this country in
the summer of 1884. During the latter part of the last
century and the early part of the present century, a great
many French Canadians left the Province of Quebec and
went to what was thon called the Great West, that is, the
country between Lake Superior and the Rocky Mountains.
Many of them belonged to the best families in the Province
of Quebea, and they were the best in their families-the
most plucky and the most adventurous. It required a great
deal of courage at that time to go into that count-y, which
was inhabited only by barbarous Indians. Still,the great com-
panies, the Hudson bay Company and the North-West Com.
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pany, never had any trouble in finding young men in the Pro-
vince of Quebec ready to enter their service in theNorthWest.
The Great West was not entirely new to the Fr'ench popula-
tion of Quebec. Everybody knows that at the time whon
the Dutch scarcely dared to go beyoni Manbattan Island,
and when the settlers of New England would not go far from
the sea, the French voyageurs had gone over nearly tbe whole
Northern continent of America, and hal penetrated into
almost every partof the North-West Things had come to such
a pass that the Sovereign Council of new Franco wÀs com-
pelled to pass a law forbidding those expoditions, because of
the frequent loss of life that took place; yet they still went
on during the whole period of the French régime. A great
many of those who went to the North-West married with
Indian women; and if we are to believe the reports of
travellers, who have lived a long time in that country, the
Indian population was not thon what it is to-day. The
Indian women were remarkable for their purity and good
morals. The French half-breeds of the North-West of the
present day, are the descendents of those French-Canadian
voyageurs who married Indian women. They were living
in a very happy manner when the North-West was annexed
to the Dominion of Canada, most of them by fishing and
hunting, and a few by agriculture. Coming from Lower
Canada, it was natural that they should adopt a mode of
dividing their land which was in existence in the Provin e
of Quebec. Everyone knows the way the land is dividud
in that Province, extendirig in long and narrow strips
from the rivers. It bas been said that this system of the
division of property was taken from France. That is a
mistake. Nothing of the kind is to be found in France; it is
entirely Canadian, arising from the peculiar circumstances
in which the population of New France was living. Being
constantly exposed to attacks from the Indians, especially
the ferocious Iroquois, who committed many murders
among thern, if they had been scattered in villages,
they would have been in great danger of being killed.
But by dividing the lards as they were divided, they were
put in a position to Cali on their neigb bors for assistance,
so that within a few minutes of an Irdian attack, some
twenty farmers, with their sons and servants, could be
gathered togother for their defence. Such are the causes
of the settlements of lands as they were settled in the Pro-
vince of Quebec. It was attempted at first to divide the
lands otherwite. In the neighborhood of the city of Quebec
there are villages which hac been laid out just as villages
are laid out in France; in Charlesbourg you will find a
village from which all the lands of the Parish radiate. It
was intended the people should live in the village, and not
on their lands, but this system had to be given up on
account of the danger of attack from the Indians. After
that custom was established, social habits were brought
which caused the maintenance ot the system.

Such was the universal system of dividing lands in the
Province of Quebec when the French Canadians left the
country, at the end of the last century and tie beginning of
ihis, to go to the North-West. It was natural they should
there adopt the same division of property; that is, take up
the lands along the rivers, even if there was not the same
local nccessity for that system. But the same neoces-
sity did exist, because in the North-West they were
exposed to attacks of Indians as the French popula-
tion in New France had been exposed to the attacks of
the Iroquois. Aithough the large majority of the half-breeds
were living pretty much like lndiaus when the North-West
was annexed to Canada in 1869, a good many of the half-
breeds had settled themselves on the principal rivers of the
North-West, on the Saskatchewan and Qu'Appelle; and as
soon as the settlement of the Country by the Dominion com-
menced two difficulties arose: Were those already in
possession of lands to continue occupying them and those
who had none to get some, and wore the limita to be kept
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as they were before. It is to the knowledge of every
hon. member that those two questions were the main
causes of the first rebellion in Manitoba in 1870. It i8
useless to examine the question whother the half-breeds had
or bad not the right to their property. The Statute of
1870, passed after and in consequence of a kind of treaty
or arrangement entered into between the Government of
Canada and the half-breeds of the North-West, enacted that
1,400,000 acres of lands should be set aside to extinguish
the Indian title of the half-breeds of Manitoba. According to
that Statute, an enumeration of the half-breeds in Manitoba,
who were in the country on the 15th July, 1870, was made,
and the lands were apportioned to them at the rate of 160
acres for each head of a family and 240 acres for their
children. No further difficulty occurred in Manitoba
under that settlement, but there remained a great many
half-breeds belonging to Manitoba, who were out of the
Province during the distribution of the 1,400,000 acres and
who got no share in the distribution, and there was still a
larger number of half-breeds who had never belonged to
the Province of Manitoba. If there is any doubt, and there
can be none, as to the rights of the halfbreeds in Manitoba
in getttng lands, there can be no doubt either as to the
rights of the half-breeds outside Manitoba, because, as
remarked last year by the hon. member for West Durham
(Mir. Blake), there cannot be one justice for Manitoba and
another for the North-West Te ritories. If it was right to
grant the lands to the half breeds of Manitoba, il must be
right to grant lands to the ihlf-bieeds of the .orthWest
Territories.

It is that right to lands to extinguish the Indian title
which the hait-breeds of the North-West have been
claiming since 1878. It is a sacred right, the right of
property, for which they contend, and if they have
rebelled it was in order to defend that right. If the half-
breeds have a right to some property to extinguish their
Indian title, it cannot be contended that they have
obtained the land to which they are entitled. It is within
the recollection of all hon. members that on the 30th March
last year, just four days after the first fight between the half-
breeds and the troops of the Dominion, a commission was
issutd to enquire into the claims of those half-breeds. Whtat
has been the result ? Within a few months 2,000 claims
of half-breeds have been recognised by the commission, so
that it cannot be contended that those who are claiming
lands in the North-West Territories were half-breeds who
had already obtained scrip in Manitoba. Nobody sets out
such a pretention now, it would be impossible to do so, be-
cause that commission bas admitted, as well founded, over
2,000 claims m ithin a few monthe, which admission, if it had
been made before by the Govern ment, would have prevented
the rebellion of 1885. If the Government had done, not onily
few years but only a few months, perhaps a few weeks, a
before the 30th March, 1885, what they thon did, if lthey
had issued a commission touenquire into the representations
of the half-breeds, there never would have been a rebellion
in the North-West.

But it is contended by the Government that the half-
breeds, admitting their right to get lands, are criminal be-
cause they did not resort to legal and constitutional means
to enforce their rights. Everyone remembers the celebrated
letter written by the Secretary of State in answer to a peti
tion or letter which he had received from certain French
Canadians of Pall River, U. S. Ie said, in substance, that
the half-breeds did not deserve any consideration, because
they had never resorted to the constitutional means ut their
dis eal.

t us see what were those constitutional means, and
whether they could have availed themselves of them. The
first legal means avaitable in a civilised country ie recourse
to courts of justice. Had they courte o justice? It is well
known thr were no regular courts of justioe in the North-

West; there are noue there now. We have only stipendiary
magistrates, appointed principally to administer the crimi-
nal law. There are no regular civil tribunals, and even if
there were the half-breeds could not have recourse to them,
because their rights are more treaty rights than regular
titles which could be enforced before a court of justice. No
one could show, except those who had already lands on
which they were set' led, and for which the)y had obtained
potents, titles to property which could be enforced in a
regular court of justice. Therelore, they could have no
resort to a regular courtofjistice.

Another constitutional means at the disposition of Her
Majesty's subjects is the right to apply to Parliament
through duly elected representatives. The North-West
was not represented. It was proposed last year, I think,
by the hon. member for West Huron (Mr. Cameron)
to give representation to the North-West Territories.
The Bill was not passed. The Speech fion the Throne
this year announces a rneasure of that kind, but at this
moment the people of the North-West Teiritories have
no reprosentation in Parliament. Iow can they, then,
avail themsclves of the right to apply to Parliament ? And
even if they bad, it is very doubitful if they could have
obtained any redress, judging from what took place, two
years ago, when the hon. member for West Iluron (Mr.
Lumeron) moved for theu ppointnent of a committeu to
take into consideration the claims and grievanees of the
people of the North-West, and esccialy the half-breeds,
und his motion was voted downi by mn immense maj>rity.
This shows that that very important and efficient contiitu-
tional means of rediess was not open to the half-breeds cf
the North-West Territories.

Then, what remained to them? The right to apply
to the Executive. Did they so apply ? 1s it true, as
stated by the Secretary of State in that letter to which I
referred, that they did not avail themselves of the right
to petition the Executive ? Why, the half-breeds have
been doing nothing else since 1879. When wo look at
the documents laid before the House last year, we
see that they petitioned singly, petitioned collectively,
petitioned at public meetings, addressed tbemselves
to the North-West Council, to the Lieutenant Governor of
the North-West Territories, to the Minister of the Interior, to
the Prime Minister, to tho Governor G-enoral, to the Hlouse
of Commons and to the Sonate. 'l hey di i that not once,
twice, or ton times but hundreds of times. What could they
do more than they have done ?

They did not content themselves with petitioning, but,
in the winter of 1883, seeing that their petitions and
memorenda had had no effect, they decided to send a
deputation to Ottawa, and, aithough very poor, they sub-
scribed arnong themselves 8700 to pay the travelling
expenses of their delegates, Father Leduc and Mir. Maloney.
Those delegates came to Ottawa. iow were they received ?
Judging by the report of Father Leduc, it took weeks before
they could be admitted into the august presence of the min-
ister of the Interior. They had to obtain the influenceof Mlin.
isterial supporters in order to get admission to bis presence.
Most probably, if they had been election wire-pullers, or if
they had come to Ottawa to get grants of land in the North-
West or British Columbia, or if they had been speculators
or people asking for Government appointments, they would
at once have been admitted to the presence of the Minister
of the Interior; but as they came there as representatives
of a poor though very brave people, who had no repre-
sentatives in Pariament, who could not clect Ministerial
supporters, they had to wait weeks and weeks before they
wore admitted. What answer did they get? They were
very politely received, so politely that Pather Leduc said
at once-as we esay in French-c'est de l'eau bénite de cour,
and h. would not content himself with eau bénite de cour,
and he asked the Government to put in writing the promise
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made verbally to them-promises of complete satisfactioni
of their grievances. The niinister of the Interior said:1
Put your demands in writing and we shall put our answert
in writing. They put their demande in writing, and then(
the Miiiifster of the Interior told them to go home quietly,i
and that the answer in writing would reach the Saskatche-1
wan before they did. They went away quietly, and I do1
not know whether the answer bas ever reached thern yet.1
I do not think it ever ieached then. In 1884, havirg (
exhausted ail the means at thoir disposal to obtain thei
redress of their grievances, they thought of sending for1
Louis Riel.1

It may at first seem extraordinary that they Ehould1
have thought of tending for Louis Riel. Why did they1
do so? They remembored that, in 1870, Louis Riel1
had Leon the means of obtaining redress for theJ
Nanitoba half-breeds, for grievances of exactly the:
same nature, and they thought that, by bringing1
him iuto the country, they would succeed, as1
the Manitoba half -breeds had succeeded. This is very well1
explained in the instruotions given to the delegaLes who
were sent to him. Riel was thon living in Montana in the
United States. IL is very important to understand thisJ
circumstance. The hon. member for Brockville (Mr.1
Wood) stated that Riel had stiri ed up the rebellion. Thati
is not in accordance with the facts which arc of record in
this louse. If anyonie stirred up the rebellion, it was this
Goveinment and iot Riel. it was tE state in which the
negligence of the Government had put the haff-breeds
whieh was the first cause of all the troubles in the North.
West. Riel was oî.y asked to comie into the territury
when all other means of redress had becn exhausted w h
out any result whatover. Riel, after some hesitation, cou-
sented to come into the country, but ho said to the dele-
gates that ho would come into tho country-why? Toi
rebo against the authority ofthe Quecn? To raise a civil
war ? There is not a word of that kind to be found in the
papers which are beforo the House. Ile said he would
come to agitate legally with thom. Re said ho had the
same grievances, he was himself entitled to lands ab a Mani-
toba half-bred, lands which ho had never got, and
ho said he would cone into the country and assist theum
in their constitutional agitation. These were the feelings
ho expressed before leaving Montana. What did he do
when ho came to the North-West Te'0 i1tories ? Did he
advise the half breeds to resort to violence ? Nothing of
the kind. It is a renarku ble circumstance that some months
after his arrival in the territory, when there bad been no
trouble and no threat of trouble-he arrived in July, 1884,
and this was on the 6th January, 1885-a dinner is given
to him at the residence of one Boyer, at which lie makes a
speech, and the man who presides at that dinner is one
Charles Nolin, whose testimony has been quoted so fre.
quently agaiist Louis Riel. Hon. members eau read both
of those speeches, the one by Charles Nolin and the <ne by
Louis .Rel. Nolin made a most violent speech, threatening
the Government, a speech which explains very well the
opinion given of him by one of the men in the Mounted
Police, whose name i frget now, bat who said once, in a
report which is to le found in the papers before the
louse, that Nolin was a very bad and dangerous charac-
ter, that he was inciting tbe hali-breeds to violence, 1rom the
very beginning of the troubles in the North-West. But Riel
made a very quiet speech, according to the reports, and
advised them to do-what ? To resort to arms and violence ?
INot at ail. lHe advised the half-breeds present at that
dinner to go on petitioning the Government andI to do so in
a quiet, respectiul manner, because, said ho, we want to get
somethirg from them, and the best way to get something
from a party is nut to go to him with threats; that is the
way he spoke on that occasion. ]He went on with that same
kind of agitation for sevoral wecks, and probably there
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never would have been a disturbance if a misunderstanding,
to which I shall now advert, had not taken place. From
the moment ho came into the North-West until the next
day alter the rebellion broke out, we do not see that ho
advised the people to resort to violence. fHo held a great
many meetings at each of which resolutions of a character
which might be passed at a meeting at another portion of
the Dominion, were adopted; resolutions to petition the
Covernmeut. But the result was the same as before: no
answer could be got from the Government to those peti-
tions. At last, in the fall of 1884, Riel was determined to
leave. Hie was discouraged, ho said, to his friend s who hal
brought him from Montana, and ho wanted to return tu
the United States. However, ho was prevented from
leaving the country by sheer force by Gabriel
Dumont and some others, amongst whom Charles
Nolin was probably one. He was kept almost by force in
the country, which I can prove by a letter from DumoL t
himself. He kept Riel against his own wish becanse Riel
thought nothing more could be done. The agitation went
on during the winter. A few moments ago the hon.
member for Montreal Centre (Ir. Curran) quoted letter:
from missionaries, and I must say I was very glad to sece
those letters of Catholic missionaries received with demon-
strations of pleasure by the neighbors of that hon. member
I hope that al[ the works and words of the Catholie
missionaries will always receive a similar reception from
those hon. gentlemen. The hon. member for Montreal
Centre quoted one of those letters to prove that something
very bad must bave been going on, because the half-breeds
were acting in secret. Weli, Mr. Speaker, thore may havo
been something wrung in those meetir gs, but I do not
think we have any rigLt to pronounce them illegal becausýe
they were secret. Everywhere we see the people meeting
secretly. They may have reasons, good, bad or indifferent,
to meet secretily, but we have no right to condemn meet-
ings of any kind because they are secret.

Mr. BOWELL. Hear, hear.
Mr. LANGELIER. I am very glad to receive such a

bearty approval from the hon. Minister of Customs.

Mr. BOWELL. I would like to see you vote in accord-
auce with the sentiment.

Mr. LANGELIER. We do not objeet to secrecy. It is
not to secret meetings that we object, but to the oath which
binds to secrecy. But there is nothing of the kind here.
Business mon have meetings which they koep entirely secret,
and there is no objection to that. In the winter of 1884-5,
as I stated a few moments ago, after ali that agitation, all
these petitions and memoranda that were sent to the Gov-
ernment, no answer lad been obtained, and, of course, there
was dissatimfaction. Then, the half-breeds expected to be
ejected from their lands. That was always what they lad
been afraid of. At the moment whon they were on the
qui vive, expecting to sec the Mounted Police coming from
day to day to drive them from their property, they bard
that Mr. Lawrence Clarke, of the Hudson Bay Company,
lad been to Ottawa, and they asked him whether there was
any answer to their numerous demands and petitions. What
was the answer of Mr. Clarke ? It was a most foolish and
mischievous answer, which was the match which set on tire
the whole North-West. Mr. Clarke answered that they
would receive their answer in a short time; that it would be
carried by the Mounted Police, and that it would be in the
shape of lead and bullots. That was the answer they got
from Mr. Clarke. They immediately flew to their arms.
The did not want to be expelled from their properties, and
they defended them. It is true they were mistaken. At
that time I do not think there was any serious danger on
the part of the Government to expel them from their land,
but they hQoestly bolieved that such wa the intention of
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the Government, and seeing what had taken place before,
we can not wonder that they believed it. But I repeat that
I do not say that it was the intention of the Government.
We have no proof that the Government had come to any
decision to ejeot them from thpir lands. Well, as if to
corroborate the answer given by Mr. Clarke, a few days
afterwards a party of Mounted Police, and volunteers from
Prince Albert, came to Duck Lake. They did not com tot
attack the half-breeds; they were going to take provisions
from the stores of one Mitchell at Duck Lake. But the
half-breeds, expecting a visit of the police, from day to day,
thought that the police were going to expel them from
their land. They met the police, and the first engagement
of the civil war took place, with the result that is known to
every one. The police were defeated. Who fired first, or
who fired last, is of very little consequence. I am not
going to enquire into that question, because I consider that it
is of no practical interest. One thing is quite sure
that at that moment the halfbreeds were upon'
their own property, and honestly believed they were
defending it against unjwt and uiwarranted aggression.
Thn t was their honebt belief and they defended themselves.
Valuable lives were lost on both sides, and very regrettable
circumstances followed therefrom. But, Mr. Speaker, who
would reproach them for what they did ? I have heard it
repeated very often that the hon. member for Quebec East
(Mr. Laurier), had Paid last Session that if he had been on
the Saskatchewan he also would have shouldered his musket
with the half-breeds. Well, Sir, I am not ashamed to say
the same thing, and a man would be a coward who would
not do so. I ay the man who would not star.d up and resist
those who came to turn him out of his house and home
unjustly, and defend his family, deserves to be branded as a
coward. Well, Mr. Speaker, there were peculiar reasons on
that occasion for the bal f-breeds not to allow themselves to
be turned ont of their homes and property without resist-
ance. InI 1870 they had been branded bythat great enfonceur
de portes ouve, tes, ColonelWolsely, with being cowards. They
knew that they did not deerve that epithet. They knew
they were not cowards. They had been lulled into security
by promises made to Archbishop Taché, and that is the
reason wby tbey did not oppose the entry of Canadian
troops into Matnitoba, but it was not because they were
eowards. They were afraid to be oalled cowards if they did
not defend their property. This was a very imprudent
expression on the part of ColonelWolsely in 1870. Ho should
have known the circumetances under which he went into
that territory, and these did notjustify him in branding as
cowards the half-breeds because they did not resist him.
Perhaps if they had resisted they would not have been
branded with being cowards. I was saying a fow moments
ago that any man who had blood running through his
veins would have done exactly as the half-bieeds did under
the circumstances, because thoy honestly believed they
were being expelled unjustly and unwarrantly from their
homes. They are French ; but if there is one class of our
population which should not reproach them with the
course they followed on that occasion, it is certainly the
English speaking population of the Dominion. If we look
back into history, what do we find ? Why has England
always stood at the head of Europe in the matter of national
liberty? It has been a free country when almost all theother
countries were ruled by despots and tyrants. Why was it
when liberty was chained almost everywhere else, its flag
was floating over England ? It was because the English
people always rebelled when au attempt was made to
deprive the nation of its liberty. What were those men
whowrested Magna Charta frorn King Jhhn ut Runnymede?
They were rebels, and if they had not succeeded they
would have been condemned to death and probably hanged.
What were those who not only opposed Charles I but
‡ook his life? They were arch-rebels. What were those who

not only expelled James Il from England • but gave
his throne to William 1III. Iam sure they are very much
admired by the Minister of Customs. They were arch-rebels
and arch-traitors; they acted against the law. Under the
law then in force they were guilty of high treason, and if
they had been caught and brought before a court of justice
they would oertainly have been condemned to be hanged.
Stili, no one will pretend, in these days, to say that they did
not deserve well of their country. What was the American
rebellion ? The Americans rebelled against the English
and would not pay a tea duty imposed hy a Parliament in
which they were not represented. What were those Ame-
ricans? They were rebels and traitors in the eye of the
strict law at that time. They were no more and no less so
than the half-breeds of the North-West. In fact there was
more justification for the rebellion of the half-breeds than
for any of the rebellions of which I have been speaking. Not
only does the English nation glory in those rebellions of
which I have been speaking. but even at the time of the
American rebellion Lord Chatham, speaking in the English
House of Commons on the Americar. rehellion, said:

" I rejoice that the Americans have rebelled, because ihree millions of
people who would have subrmitted to what was required of them would
be enough toinsult the whole nation."

What is the difference between all these rebellions of which
I have been speaking and the Mets rebellion of last year ?
The former waa for' political rights, the latter for civil
rights; the former for political freedom, the latter for
defonding the sacred right of property. The American
rebels were defending their purses against taxation; the
Metis were defending their homes against land speculators
and graspi"g colonisation cvmpanies. There is another
difference between all these rebels and the half-breeds. The
former were successful, the Metis have been unsuccessful.
Are we to judge of the justice or injustice of the rebellion
by the result? It would be just as well to say that might
is right if those who succeeded are to be applauded, and
those who do not succeed under the same circumstances, or
under circumstances more favorable, are to b. held as
criminals. There is another difference. The half breeds
were French and Catholics; but I am sure there is not a
member of this louse who would say that religion or
natiouality should make any difference in their treatment.

Suchis theposition ofthe North-Westhalf-breeds. They had
ten times more reason to rebel last year than had the authors
of the great historical rebellions to which I have referred.
It is very important to know whether the rebellion of the
half-breeds was justifiable; because, if the rebellion was
justifiable, how can the leader of the rebellion be unjusti-
fied ? Riel bas been considered as the leader of that rebel-
lion; it is in that character he has been treated. I do not
want to be considered as condemning the measures taken to
suppress the rebellion of last year, no more than Lord Chat-
ham, in the British House of Commons, was blaming the
Government for trying to suppress the American rebellion;
because, however justifiable a rebellion may be, the power
of the authorities must be supreme in every country, and
the necessary means must be taken to enforce its laws.
But i say that the rebellion being justifiable, it was a reason
why the Government should have shown a great deal of
leniency to all those who had been mixed up with it. There
was only one class of pcople connected with that rebellion
who deerve o leniency and who should obtain none from
the country. They are the Ministers, the Ministers whose
negligence bas been the principal cause of the rebellion.

Another reason why clemency should have been shown to
the chief of the half-breeds is the way his trial was con-
ducted. He was charged with high treason, not under
the Statute of 168, but under the Statute of Edward III.
One of the main contentions of his counsel was that
under the charge of high treason, under the Statute of
Edward III, hoeshould have been indicted and the trial
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should have taken plame aceording to the procedure enacted
by the old Statute of William III. Such was not the case.
Instead of that, the trial was cond ucted according to the
summary procednre enacted in the statute concerniing the
North-West Territories. That mode of procodure may ho
strictly in accordance with the law; I am not going to
condemn the judge in regard to the legality of the trial,
but there are in this House a good many members who
were present when the question was brought here and
voted upon. I am sure when the summary mode of proce-
dure was provided, there was no member who thought that
that procedure would ever ho applied to the trial of a man
charged with high treason under the Statute of Edward
III. No man would say ho would have voted to
have established that mode of summary procedure for
such an important trial as a trial for high treason.

Not only dîd the Government roeuscitste the Statute of
Edward III, not only did they prosecute Riel according
to the procedure of 193, but they deprived him of as
many as they could of those guarantees which ho might
have exrected under that most extraordinary procedure.
Lot us take their choice of the magistrate who was to con-
duct the trial. It is admitted that the Government had the
choice of the magistrate, and it must be admitted that the
choice was a most unhappy one. There was in the North-
West a magistrate of the same nationality and speaking the
same language as the prisoner-Magist rate Rouleau. Why
was h not solocted instead of Judge Richardson, when one
would have done just as well as the other ? Then, as to the
choice of the jurors. They were selected by the magistrate
himelf, but ho might have found jurors who spoke the
laench language. There were enough of French Canadians
in the North-West to have selected, at least, hatlf the jury
speaking that language. In the Province of Queboc, a man
who is chgrged with the slightest offence is entitled to a
jury, one-half of whom speak his own language. We do
not refuse that to a man who is chnrged with even a small
theft. But bore is a man charged with the greatest
crime known to our law, and not only are jurors
not of his own nationality selected, but as.soon as an Irish
Catholic juror happened by accident to be called by the
court, the four lawyers reprosenting the Goverunent rose
ut once, a-; if movecd by a spring, and < hallenged him
peremptorily. Anotherdiffimulty was that Riel's language
was the French language while the trial was cionducted in
the English languiage. We who are compolled to speak in
this House in English, which is not our own language, can
at once appreciate the difficulty under which ho must have
labored in oenducting his defence in a language foreign to
himzelf. If Mr. Rouleau had been selected the trial might
have b-en conducted in French, which would have given
him much more advantage. Another diffculty that ho
labored under was that ho had no mone v. As ho elo-
quently said in his address, ho was left at Regina hundreds
of miles from his family and his friends, as helpless as the
day of hie birth. There does not seem to have been, with
the exception of his counsel, one individual well disposed
towards him in the court. I have it from the lawyers
who so ably and generously defended him, that on
several occasions, whenever there was anything said by
him in his defence ho was interrupted by insults from
the audience which were not repressed by the magi-
trate. I do not say th't it should have been otherwise,
for I have been informed that it might not have been pru-
dent for the magistrate to anterfere because the crowd was
too violent. At times, when strong evidence was brought
out against hia, the witnesses were cheered, while those
in his favor were insulted, and that without the inter-
ference of the judge. Now, another difficulty i@, as I bave
said, that ho had no money. He wanted to have some
witnesses, and amongst them Dr. Howard, the medical
superintendent of Longue Pointe Asylum, and Dr. Gray,
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medical superintendent of the Utica Asylum. The latter is
certainly the most celebrated expert on insanity known in
America. What did the counsel for the Crown answer to
that demand ? He said it would cost too much money.
The hon. member for' Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran) bas
not denied it. He admits that the Crown counsel refused
to have Dr. Howard because it would have cost too much.
He says he was asking $900 to go out to Regina. I say
even if it had cost $3,000, ho should have been brought
there, because it would have given satisfaction. Dr.
Howard was net an ordinary witness; he had had Riel
under his care as an insane person for nine months.
He knew very well what kind of delusions ho was
laboring under. The member for Montreal Centre mon-
tioned a certifdcate he had from Dr. Howard, but
what does it signify after all ? He says ho could
not have done much for Riel, and I must say that I think
nobody could have done much for him, for from what I
have seen since the trial, I think it was a foregone conclu-
sion that ho should ho hanged and if that had not succeeded
some other means would have been tried. Dr. Howard
probably alludes to the way the law was expounded to the
jurors by Magistrate Richardson. He said to thom that if
Riel was able to distinguish right from wrong hoeshould be
found guilty, no matter what bis hallucinations and
delusions might be. I am not surprised at what Dr Howard
says now, for if such was the law to be applied to the case,
his testimony would not have availed much. But what bas
Dr. Clark said since ? He is Superintendent of the Toronto
Insane Asylum, and everyone has read bis interview with
regard to the condemnation cf Riel. He says ho is not
prepared to contradiet the statement of the law which was
made by Magistrate Richardson, but he adds this, which is
very important-" that if that law was to be applied in all
cases, I must sui there are a great many people under
my care who would be liable to be condemned, because I
know a great many of them who are able to distinguish
right from wrong." I can mention a case well known to
those who have lived in the city of Quebec of late years.
We have had in Beauport Lunatic Ayslum an ex-officer of
the Commissariat Department of Qaebee, a Mr. Marshall, a
well known gentleman of high university education. His
only madriess consisted in the delusion that the Queen
owed him a large sum of money. If you went to the asylum
any morning yon would havo found him making vory
elaborate calculations. He was a great mathomatician, and
ho was covering shoots and shoots of paper with very
accurate calculations of the amount the Queen owed him in
principal interest, and compound interest. As soon as he
had finished bis calculations, he wrote a very fine letter to
the Queen, informing Her Majosty that at noon on that day
she owed him so much. Then ho went to the post office of
Quebec, where ho was allowed to go because ho was quite
inoffensive, and ho posted bis letter to the Queen. To talk
to him on any other subject you would never suspect him
to be insane; he could certainly distinguish right from
wrong; yet ho bas been in the Quebec Lunatic Asylum for
more than twenty years, and whenever the subject of
his insanity was referred to he become very violent. -Now,
Dr. Gray had been consulted on the subject by Dr.
Roy, who had taken the trouble to visit him at Utica;
and as Dr. Roy had Riel under his care at Beauport
Asylum for a long time, he could state Ih de'usion under
which ho was laboring, and after ho had described that
delusion to Dr. Gray, Dr. Gray gave the opinion that ho
should not be oheld responsible. The prisoner was deprived
of the testimony of those two men. He had not the means
of bringing them, and if ho had the means ho had not the
time. As remarked by the hon. member for West Huron
(Mr. Cameron) ho was given only one week in which to
prepare his defence, to get witnesses from Quebec and
other places te prove bis insanity. The only witnesses ho
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could obtain were those who went voluntarily. If Dr. Roy
and some others had not been generous enough to go on
telegrams from the prisoner's counsel, Riel would not have
bad one single witness; and every one knows that a wit-
ness cannot be compelled to go to a court on a more
telegram without a subpæna. In fact, the means adopted
seemed to imply that it was desired that lie should have no
witnesses at all.

It was stated a few moments ago by the hon. member for
Brockville (Mr. Wood) that the only defence set up was that
ot insanity. Well, there was good reason for that defence;
but the défence was also set up that the insurrection of
which Riel was the leader was justifiable. The counsel for
the prisoner wished to summon Mr. Burgess, the
Deputy Minister of the Interior, and Mr. Van-
koughnet, Deputy Superintendent General of Indian
Affairs, in order to prove by these two witnesses
that the half-breeds had claims which had been shamefully
neglected, and that therefore the insurrection, of which
Riel was the leader, was justifiable to some extent. The
court ruled that no such witnesses could be brought, and it
was useless to bring thom as the court would not hear
them. The counsel for Riel also wanted to prove that Riel
had not come into the country of his own free will in order
to raise a reboliion, but that he had come after having been
asked to do so by the leaders of the agitation which had
been going on for many years in the North-West Terri.
tories. The principal leaders were Gabriel Dumont and
Michel Dumas. Those men wore living in the United
States, and they would not come unless they roceived a
promise not to be molested while in the country. Tho
counsel for the prisoner read letters, of which I have copies,
showing what sort of evidence these mon would give. Here
is a letter from Napoléon Nault :

"DAKOTA, ST. JOHN POLLETTE COONTY, 31st July, 1885.
"GENTLEMEMN,-According to what I have seen in the papers, Mr. Riel

intende to have me as a witness for him, I shall be ver y glad to do so,
if he believes I can be of any use to him, and at the same time, I think I
can be useful to him. I will go on Canadian territory if the Canadian
Government assures me that I shall be allowed to come back without
being molested. You may try to induce the Government to consent to do
that. I saw in some paper that Riel said that I had documents which would
be very useful to him. Be kind enough to speak to him on that subject, in
order that I may be kept informed of this matter. I am confident that
you will anewer me one way or the other, and, in themeantime, please
present my compliments to my cousin."

Ho was a cousin of the prisoner. Here is a letter from
Michel Dumas:

"FORT BENTON, MONTANA, 1st August, 1885.

"Si,-I wrote you a letter a few days ago which I do not know
whether you have received or not. It is on this account that I take this

pptunity of writing to you another, with the address of the one
forerly sent to you. You might get it out of the Regina postooffice. I
think it had the address 'Kirkpatrick, Lawyer, Regina," instead of
'Fitzpatrick.' It is concerning Mr. Riel a trial.

"In an article in the Red River press, it says that he might be wanted
to help the defence on the trial now taking place at Regina. We are
ready to go, provided the Government will grant us immunity for the
participation taken in the recent troubles in the North-West Territories.
If not, the climate of Montana suits us very well."

Here is another one, written at the dictation of Gabriel
Dumont, by two gentlemen, Messrs. Carter and Qlayberg,
of Helena, Montana. It is dated 13th July, 1885, and is
addressed to Mr. Fitzpatrick:i

"l13th Jutvr, 1885.
" D 8àz S1a,-Replying to your esteemed favor of the 6th instant, we

beg leave to state that Dumont appears very warmly inclined toward the
cause of Riel, and if his testimony could be introduced by deposition we
are satisfied that it would be of material aid on any line of defenceoyou
may adopt.

' The general deductions to be drawn from the story of Dumont, in Bo
far as Riel is concerned, are in substance thus :

" 1st. In the summer of 1884, a public meeting of the half-breed
settlers determined to send to Montana for Riel, whom they assumed to
be familiar with the rights guaranteed to them by treaty with the Gov-
ernment. Dumont was, by the meeting, selected as one of two persons
to proceed across the country to St. Ignatius Mission, Mont, for Riel.

" Riel returned with Dumont, and remained in the North-West Terri-
tory without any intention of making his home there, but as the selected
advocate of the people's rights, under existing treaty stipulations.
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"Riel always counselled peaceful measures, and finding these measures
fruitless, ho publicly proclaimed hie intention of leaving the country for
Montana about three weeks prior tn the opening of the rebellion.

"lHe was prevented by the people from returning to his home.
"'The war was commenced and conducted under the directions of a

council of fourteen persons. Of this council Riel was not a member.
" Dumont had sole charge of the troops, and was accountable only to

the council of fourteen.
" Riel did not participate in any engagement until the final charge,

when he was driven from shelter with the body of the population.
" Dumais will support the statement of Dumont. Both these men are

here and anxious to lend a helping hand to aid their friend
" I presume that you are aware that Riel is a citizen of the United

States, having declared bis intentions in this country.
"If, in the outline of facts stated, you discover anything likely to

prove available and useful to your client, please inform us of your
pleasure and we will endeavor to conform thereto.

" We owe you an apology for not forwarding this statement sooner,
and can only offer one excuse, i.e , Mr. Dum-nt speaks no English, but
a species of French which is difficult to understand, so that we were
compelled to have his statement taken by a person conversant with hi.
dialect and translated. The person îelected for this purpose has been
®xtremely dilatory, and it has been only after considerable exertion on
our part that we have succeeded in obtaiuing it.,'

Those were the letters that wore read in court by Riel's
counsel, and on which they applied to the court for per-
mission to bring those parties to give evidence and a guar-
antee that they would not bo molested. Nobody can deny
the importance of the testimony that Dumont and Dumais
were prepared to give. It contradicts most specially
the statement that Riel caused the rebellion, for not
only did ho not raise it, but ho was not even a member
of the council which directed the warlike movements
against the Dominion troops. That application was flatly
refused, and an application to send a commission to the
United States to get this testimony was also refused.

One other reason why sorne leniency should have been
shown to the prisoner, was the state of his mind. I will not
go at length into that quest on, which has been treated fully
by other speakers, but it is known that Riel had been confined
three times in a lunatic asylum, and it therefore cannot be
pretended that his insanity during bis trial was a put-up
job. For a time ho was at the Longue Pointe Asylum, but
becoming very violent, ho ad to ho removed to Beauport
Asylum, because the ladies in charge of Longue Pointe
found him uncontrollable. What did Riel's conduct
show him to be during those troubles ? If yen
road the testimony put before us yon will see, that
at the outset, before any act of violence was reported,
he acted like a fool; for instance, when ho sp-)ke of
dividing the Dominion into seven provinces, giving
one to the Italians, another to the Jewi, another to the
Polos, and so on, it was evident ho was speaking as a mad
man. Although we have not the telegrams upon which the
execution was ordered, we have the reports of the physicians
who were sent to Regina, and these show that Riel was
laboring under delusions, that ho considored himself a kind
of prophet who was to lead the half-breeds to a groat mis-
sion. Although, according to the charge of the judgo, the
proof of his insanity was not sufficient to prevent a convic-
tion, yet still it is quite evident the jurors could not believe
that he should be treated as an ordinary criminal; they had
sufficient proof to convince themselves his was a case for
leniency, and they recommended him to the mercy of the
court, and it has been stated on good authority that the
recommendation of the jurors for mercy was founded on the
consideration that although the jury had been instructed
by the court to return a verdict of guilty, still it was a case
for the exorcise of the clemency of the Crown. During
the trial, it is not surprising that the jurors came
to such a conclusion. Not only was it proved ho had
been a lunatic, but the very physician Who had
him in charge for a longtime in Beauport Asylum, Dr. Roy,
gave his opinion that ho did not considor him as responsiblo
for his actions, especially in connection with political and
religious subjects. Against those testimonies, we have the
testimony of Dr. Wallace who says ho did not examine the
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prisoner long enough to give an opinion, and Dr. Jukes who,
on his own admission, was as well prepared to speak on
insanity as a horse is to explain the Bible. It would be
useless to worry the House with a long array of precedents,
but I can defy the Ministers or their ftierids to give a single
case during the last half century where a prisoner has been
execnted, not only under circumstances so strong, but under
circumstances at all approaching the circumstances in this
case. There is not an honorable or sane man who will
contradict me when I say that if Riel had been found guilty
of killing his father or mother and all his family, ho would
never have been executed under those cir,-umstances. There
must have been some extraordinary circumstances, which
we did not see in the report of the trial, which must
have induced the Government to take the course they did.

There is another reason why, in my mind, leaving aside
all these questions as to the way the trial was condreted, as to
the difficulties Riel had to corntond with, as to the state of
mind he was proved to be in, even if ho had been found
of perfectly soundi mind, it was a case in which ho should
not have been executed. He was certainly prosecuted and
executed for a political offence. This cannot be disputed.
If ho was guilty, certainly Gabriel Dumont and Michel
Dumais are more guilty than he. They are now in the
United States, as everyone knows. Has any attempt bee
made to have thern extradicted ? None las been made, and
for a very good reason, because their extradition would be
flatly refused by the American Government, because it is a
political offence of which they are guilty. No one protends
that it is not a political offence, and if so I say the execution
Ehould not have taken place. For 50 years no political
execution has taken place in civilised countries. In this
country we saw the last political execution in the dark times
of 1838, and we all believed we should never seeuone again.

Mr. TASSÉ. 1839.

Mr. LANGELIER. I am not going to quarrel for a year.
The present Government can boast of haviug brought back
those dark days of 1837-38. I am not very much surprised
at the Prime Minister being so severe and so desirous to
bring us back to that dark period of our history. He is
the same man who, in 1819, was violently opposing the
Bill granting aun indemnity to the victimru- of 1837 33 lis
friends, to show their loyalty for their thon young Queen,
were pelting with rotten eggs that distinguished Governor
General Lord Elgin, and were setting fire to the Parliament
House in Montreal. Why ? Because the two Houses had
passed a Bill, which the Governor General had sanctioned,
granting those indemnities to the victims of 1837-38. I am
happy to say that amongst those wh) were foremoast in
promoting that Bill, was the fathor of the distingu:shed
leader of the Opposition. But, if 1 arn not very much
surprised to see the Prime Ministor among those who want
to take us back to those dark days, I am amazed to see
among those who follow him in that course, men like the
Minister of Public Works and the Secrotary of State, who
both claim to be the political sons and heirs of Sir George
Etienne Cartier, one of the victims of 1837-3-. Where
are to-day ,te ocuntries where you can see au execution for
political, offences? ln 1848, one of the first acts of
tie Oonstituent Assembly of France was to decide that
hereaLfter nobody should ho executed for political offences,
and, one of those who most strenuously supported that
measare, which was carried unanimously, was ietor Hugo,
and every one will admit that he was most consistent on
that subject, for on every occcasion, when he had the oppor-
tunity he interfered to save the lives of political offenders,
ospecially in Russia and Austria. In England, no such law
was pamsed as that passed in France in 1848, but the Gov-
erument las always acted as if such a law was in existence.
There might have been political executions. Smith O'Brien
and hie followers of the Young Ireland party were found
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guilty and condemned to be executed, but not only was
their sentence commuted, but a few years afterwards they
were set at liberty, and one of them has since been the
Prime Minister of one of the prineipal Australian colonies
-I refer to Sir Charles Gavin Duffy, who is so well known
to every member of the House. Even in Austria, that
empire which has so bad a record in connection with poli,
tical liberty, which was considered for many years to be at
the head of retrograde countries, we have seen lately a
Prime Minister who, not further back than 1849, had been
condemned to death, and a very witty remark was made by
the present Emperor of Austria on that subject. He said he
was very glad ho had been advised not to allow the sen.
tence to be carried out against Count Andrassy, in 1849,
because he would have been deprived of the services of one
of his best Foreign Ministers. Iu 18166, this country was
invaded by a band of Fenians, who had absolutely nothing
with which to reproach this country. We had never
offended them; we owed them nothing; they invaded this
country only to avenge upon us, because we were a British
dependency, tbe wrongs they pretended Britain had inflicted
upon their country. They were defeated; they caused the
loss of valuable Canadian lives; they had their trial, and
not one was executed, and I do not know if all are not at
liberty now. As a matter of fact, I know of but two coun-
tries to-day, where the death penalty is still inflicted on
political offenders-I am speaking of European countries,
not Asiatic-and those are Russia and Turkey. Even in
Turkey, they have reolented of late years in carrying out
death sentences. We have seen, in Turkey, men pardoned
and mon exiled. All civilised nations are against political
executions. It would be useless to go at length into the
example already cited of the United States. We have seen,
in the United States, one of the most terrible civil wars
which have ever been seen. Hundreds of thousands of
lives and thousands of millions of money and property were
lost, but not one single political execution was thought of.
Some of the leaders were arrested ; the President of the
Southern Confederacy was put in gaol, but ho was
set at liberty not a long time afterwards, and it
never occurred to the mind of any man in the
United States to execute any one of those offenders.
A very important ciroumstance has been related recently
by a friend of the late General Grant. It was a secret made
public recently which every one may have seen in one of
the late numbers of the Century Magazine. Mr. Chauncy
Depew, one of General Grant's greatest friends, stated that
after the war was over, and after General Loe had capitu-
lated with all his army, when General Grant came back to
Washington, President Johnson was very violent and
wanted Goeral Lee and all the leaders of the Confederacy
to be shot. General Grant said that he had given his word
when he accepted their surrender as prisoners, and that he
would never consent to such a thing taking place. Then
what did President Johnson do ? In speaking of him I am
reminded that the hon. member for Brockville (Mr. Wood)
quoted President Johnson a few moments ago as being in
favor of political execution. I think he could not have
q uoted a worsa example. President Johnson said to General
Grant: Butyou forget that I am Commander-in-Chief of
the armies of the United States. Grant replied: You are
the Commander-in-Chief, but I was in command of the army
which forced the surrender of General Lee, and as
long as I am a general of the United States armies I
will never permit these men to be hugod. Prosi-
dent Johnson commenced to tremble. It appears that
Goneral Grant had actually threatened to resist, and
he said he would soe whether the army would otey
President Johnson or himself, and the President abandoned
the idea of punishing the leaders of the Southern Confed-
eracy. That is an example that we have before our eyes
in a country from which we are only separated by a
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imaginary lino. Ail civilised nations are against the death
punishment for political offences, and they are quite right.
I am notprepared to say that the death penalty should be
abolished for ail sort of offences, but I say it should bec
abolished for aIl political offences. There is a differenceî
between a political offence and other offences, like theft or
marder. But, Mr. Speaker, what is a political offence ? What
is a rebel? The rebel of to-day may be the ruler of to-morrow,
and we have seen that already in this country. I have mon-
tioned one example-that of Count Andrassy, who has been
Minister of Foreign Affairs in Austria, after having been
condemned to death as a rebel in 1849. But not to go out
of this country, last year, with great pomp and ceremony,
we attended the inauguration of a statute to the late Sir
George Etienne Cartier. Now if the death penalty had been
carried out in this case, the country would have been
deprived of his services. There was a time when ho was
exactly in the same position as Louis Riel. He was among
the insurgents at St. Charles and St. Denis, in Lower Canada,
in 1837. He escaped, like many others, but ho came back
to this country after having obtained a full pardon. But
suppose ho had been arrested and put to death, as some
others were, as the unfortunate Delorimier was, we would
have been deprived of bis services, which were so much
appreciated especially by the gentlemen on the other side
of be House. Well, Sir, I have no doubt Mr. Cartier was
as badly spoken of by the Ministerial papers at that time
as Riel is by the Ministerial papers of to-day. I have no
doubt that the rebels of 1838 were denounced as bitterly by
the Government press of that time as are the rebels of 1885.
]Mr. Speaker, the doctrine I am now laying down is not a new
one for me. Several years ago I had an opportunity to take
exactly the same view, and it was in connection with the
execution of the unfortunate Scott. At that time an attempt
was made to defend Riel. I was thon a supporter of the
Mackenzie Government, and Mr. Mackenzie and his friends
were attacked on every hustings in the Province of Quebec
because Riel and Lepine had not obtained a full amnesty.
One of the arguments adduced was to the effect that the
killing of Scott was justifiable because ho was rebel against
the de facto government in Assiniboia. That was the
defence set up by gentlemen who are now occuping a
very high position in this House. Weil, I defended the
Government. I took the ground that Riel was not
justified, because, taking it for granted that ho had
a de facto government, and that Scott was a
rebel against that government, the offence charged
against Scott was, at most, a political offence, for which ho
shofld -not have been executed. I take the same ground to-
day that Idid thon, and Isay that Riel should not have been
exeutè< for the same reason that Scott should not have
been executed. Admitting the fact, as contended by the
Conservatives of Quebec at that time, that Scott was a
rebel, I say ho was only a political offender, and I say ho
shouldi not have been executed, although ho might have
been imprisoned. I do not say that Riel in this case should
have been allowed to go free. We must ail admit that
even if fhe was politically guilty, ho was certainly a
dangerons Innatic and should have been confined in some
asylum, if net sent to the penitentiary. To this I would
not have objected, because the law of this country must be
supreme, but the law of the country would have been main-
tained as well if Riel had been sent to gaol, or to peniten-
tentiary, instead of the gallows. To-day we hear very
harsh expressions used towards him, but in a very few
years all these will have been forgotten, and some of those
who defend his execution, may regret that ho will not bo
living then. But there is a class of people in this
country who should be more lenient towards him-
I mean the gentlemen to whom ho was so useful on
a very' difficult occasion in the history of their party.
Ev'eryoneýknows that in 1872, Sir George E. Cartier was

very badly beaten in Montreal and could not get elected in
Lower Canada, and it was that same Riel who procured him a
constituency in Manitoba on that occasion. An attempt is
made to-day togo back to the troubles of 1869-70, and tosay
that because Riel was a rebel thon, ho should ho punished at
this time. Well, I repeat, Mr. Speaker, there is aclass of people
who have no right to speak in ihat way of Riel, that is the
gentlemen on the other side of the House to whom ho was
so useful at that time that they could only get one of their
chiefs returned to this House through his instrumentality.
Why is it, that notwithstanding ail these circumstances, the
death sentence was carried out on Louis Riel ? Is it because
the Ministers considered they were performing a duty
and acting from lofty motives, drawn from the best interests
of the country ? No, Sir, we cannot find any motives of
that kind, and that is easy to prove. When a man does
what his conscience demands, when ho performs a duty, ho
is not ashamed to say so publicly, ho does not attempt
to concoal what ho is going to do. Now, Mr. Speaker,
what have we soon ? Prom the first day of Novem-
ber, if we are to believe their own statements, the Ministers
had decided that the death sentence should be carried out.
We see it in the testimony of no less a personage than the
Prime Minister; because, in a letter addressed to the Minister
of Militia, and sent to him for his justification, ho says ho
was present before his departure for Winnipeg when the
Government arrived at the decision to carry out the death
sentence. If I am not mistaken, the Minister of Militia
left for Winnipeg not many days after lst November, I
think the 3rd or 4th. Thon the letter of the Primo Minister
proves that so far back as 3rd or 4th November the Govern-
ment had decided to carry ont the death sentence on the
prisoner. What course did they follow ? If they had been
acting in a conscientious, straightforward manner they
would have stated thoir decision publicly, not only to their
friends but to their adversaries, namely, that they had
decided that the sentence should be carried out. Did they
do anything of the kind? No. Even their best friends,
their most faithful supporters, did not know what decision
had been arrived at. Not only so, but the Ministers acta-
ally left thom under the impression that Riel was not going
to be executed. They made thoir organs speak mu such a
way as to make the public believe ho was not going to be
executed. What did Le Monde, the organ of the Minister
of Public Works, say about that time ? After the decision
o the Privy Council was given Le Monde, which
paper is considered, as I have said, the organ of
the Minister of Public Works and whose chief editôr is the
member for Yamaska, speaking of the Riel matter,teaid the
Liberals had spoiled the case of'Riel; but the Onserva-
tives were now going to take it up. What did that nean
except that the Conservative party 'had deocidet to 'save
Riel's life? Even at the last moment, on the Saturday
preceding the execution, which took place on ÏMorday,
when the death warrant was actually on the way-toßigina
by special messenger, the Minister of Public Woks 'would
not speak out and announce the decision at which the
Government had arrived. He said hi moath was sealed.
Even bis most intimate friends could not leain what "was
to be done on the following Monday. Is that the way .a
public man, acting from lofty and conscientious motives lu
the public interest, acts. Does ho conceal such important
action on the part of the Goverument ? The truth is they
thomselves felt that their conduct was shameful; they
were justly ashamed of what they were going to do, and
that is the reason why they did not let their friends know
it. The Ministers did not act ai public mon who act from
lofty motives of public interest, but they acted as criminals
who try to hide themselves from the public gaze. The
reason why the sentence was carried out was, not that the
Government honestly believed they were bound to have it
carried out in the best interests of the country, but because
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they thought it would advanoe their party interests. I do not
hesitate to say that this is worse than a man who commits
a murder in a burst of passion. Here are mon who delib-
erate quietiy and calmly whether they are going to take
the life of that man and who are calculating the strength
or otherwise it would bring them ; whother it will give
them more votes to kill Riel than to let him live. That
was the only consideration which entered the minds of the
Ministers. Their conduct shows it quite clearly. I repeat
that I do not think it is possible to find in the history of
any country, any parallel case of men sitting down et a
table and calmly deliberating whether they will take the
life of a human being or not according as it will subserve
their interests one way botter than the other. What was:
the consideration which most entered the minds of the
Ministers ; what interest had they ? The interest was this.
in 1870, after the first rebellion, they acted privately.
They would not let the public know what they were doing.
They seemed to be very serious about arresting Riel.
Everyone remembers theremark made by the First Minister
et a public meeting in Ontario, in Peterboro', I think, when
ho said, " Would to God I could catch him and hang him; "
and yet et that very moment ho had given money to take
him away out of the country. All these facts might have
remained unknown if there had not been a committee of
the flouse of Commons appointed to which they were
disclosed. That must have disappointed immensely
the friends of the Government ; and seeing their friends
had no more confidence in them they thought in order
to bring back the support of their' Ontario friends it
was necessary to do, as they say in French, an act
éclat, and execute that unfortunate man.

To show the change of feelings and the course which has
taken place with some of the hon. gentlemen on the other side,
it will be of interest to the House to sec the way they were
speak ing of Riel in 1874 and compare it with the manner in
which they have been speaking of him recontly. I shall quote
from a speech dolivered by the Minister of' Militia when
Lépine was under sentence of death by the Court of Queen's
Bench of Manitoba. An attempt had been made to call a
meeting in Quebec East to condemn the conduct of the
Mackenzie Governmont. The attempt had been unsuccess-
ful. Subsequently a meeting was regularly called ; a large
number of citizens attended and a great many speeches were
delivered. I was prosont mysolf, as was also the Minister
of Militia. I shall content mysolt by reading the speech of
the Minister of Militia in which ho called Riel his brother.
I take the report of the speech from Le Canadien. It was
thon, as is now, the organ of the Minister of Militia. Last
year when I quoted from Le Canadien as a Ministerial
paper, the hon. gentleman sneered; but I do not think I
shall hear the same sneers on this occasion:

" Thisl l the second time I have had the honor to address you in this
hall. The firet time the decorations of the hall and the joy which was
reigning therein indicated a holiday. I was then joining you in wel-
coming brothers coming from France to a country settled by our common
ancestors. It wa on the occasion of the visit o L'Astrolabe. To-night
I cerne again te speak te you of a brother, but there arm ne decoratione,
there e nejoylun the hall. it ls with sorrow that core to speake you of
our brother of Manitoba, whom circumstances have put in such a painful
position. I was pleased to hear the speakers, who have preceded me, say
that polities would be excluded from this meeting. I am of opinion that
we should allh be united to save Lépine from the scaffoid, and obtain an
amnesty, and put an end to the disastrous troubles due to the troubles in
Manitoba. It is time for us to join in a common occasion in order to save
those in Manitoba from the conseuences of acts which they committed
under exceptional circumstances.'

Well, latoly the hun. Minister came down to Quebec andbe
pretended that this man had been a murderer. His opinion'
seems to have changed very much since 1874. At that
time ho was a brother who sbould be saved from the conse.
quences of acts which ho had committed under exceptional
circumstances. I think the circumetances are the same now
as they were in 1874. I do not see any reason why gentle-

Mir. LANGELIE.

mon on the opposite side have changed their minds. Then
ho went on in this way

"I shall always be happy to join the patriotic population of St.Roch-
whenever there is such a patriotic object in view as we have to-night-
to save an unfortunate man from the scaffold and demand an amnesty
which is calculated to put an end to the Manitoba troubles.''

That speech of the Minister of Militia was entirely in
accordance with what was found in his press at that time. For
instance, Le Canadien of the 2nd November, 1874, had the
following article. I should have said that resolutions were
adopted on that occasion unanimously, for although those
resolutions were directly against the Mackenzie Adminis-
tration, the Liberals voted with the Conservatives asking
that an amnesty should be granted. flore is a very short
editorial which will give an idea of what the French
Canadian Conservative press was then saying, and I could
quote dozens of similar articles:

" French Canadians have heard with sorrow that the Court of Queen's
Bench of Manitoba has declared Riel unworthy of the protection of the
law. That decision has not surprised us. We had not forgotten the
threats of Mr. Mackenzie against the member for Provencher. We
expected to see Mr. Brown's fanaticism find some means to reach the
victim ot the hatred of Ontario. We knew the cowardice of our Lower
Canadian ministers, and when we saw their organs not daring to aak
for an amneBty, we understood that the cause of the half-breeds was to
be shamefully sacrificed to the greed for power of the Liberals."

On the 22nd October, the following appeared:-
" The abandonment of Riel by the chiefs of the Liberal party has been

the cause of his expulsion from the House."

If I am not mistakan, it was not a Liberal who moved for his
expulsion, but the Minieter of Customs. The article went
on as follows :-

" The position now presents more difficulties than these. .New com-
plications have arisen, and Lépine's trial is not the lesst of them.
Lépine ean no more be executed than Riel. The cause of one is that of
the other.

" The Liberals are responsible for the persecutions which our friends of
Manitoba have been and still are the victims.
da .The right of Riel and his comrades was the same one year ago as to-
day.

" When all the Conservative press is working energetically to secure
the triumph of a cause, which is that of all Prench Canadians, those
gentlemen (of the Liberal press) spend their time in abusing us."

I say it is the same now as it was in 1874, but the Minister
of Militia does not think so, judging from his speech the
other day. As I said a few minutes ago, I could give a
great deal of that literature from Le Canadien, La Mnerve,
and other' French Canadian organs at that time. I see only
one parallel in history to the conduct of the French Cana.
dian Ministers, and especially the Minister of Militia, and
that parallel is the case of Christ and Judas Iscariot who
delivered him to his enemies. Judas had this advantage,
that ho only delivered Christ to be condemned to death-
ho did not condemn him himself. It is useless, Sir, to try
any further to prove that the Ministry deserve the censure
of this flouse and the country. They have admitted their
guit. Qui s'excuse s'accuse, is a Fronchesaying. The
Ministers have been doing nothing else since the
execution but attempting to excuse themselves. The
Minister of Public Works was saying the other day how
glad ho was at last that ho could defend himself; that ho had
put up with the obloquy, the insuit, and the abuse levelled
at him because he did not think the huatinge a fit
place to defend himsedf; that the flouse was the
-only fit place. I think ho forgot that by speaking
in this manner he was giving a slap at his colleagues the
Minister of Militia, the Secretary of State, the Minister of
Justice, and the Minister of Inland Revenue. We have seen
one of the Ministers, the present Post master-General,
publishing a pamphlet - actually resorting to that most
extraordinary if not unconstitutional course oi publishing a
pamphlet in the name of the Government to defend the
Government. We have never seon the like of it. Not only
was it printed and published but was actually circulated,
enclosed in the Ministerial papers ofthe Province of Quebec,
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those papers being paid to distribute the pampnlet in ques- tors, when only 60,000 in number, including men, women
tion to their readers. This shows how anxious the Ministers and chidren, stood their ground for five yearB against
were to defend themselves, not before this House, which 50,000 of the best troops, not only of England, but of the
according to the Minister of Public Works is the only cons- world. Now that wo are a million and a haif we could offer
titutional way, but before the country a few weeks before a pretty stiff resistance to the Tory land grabbers who
the meeting of Parliament. What did the Secretary of threaten us. Our fathers mot tho admirable Scotch higli
State go to St. Jérôme for, accompanied by the Minister of landers of Wolfo; their sons wil bo'preparet to resist the
Justice and the Minister of Inland Revenue, if it was not assaults of the brawling brood of bribers of the Mail news
to'defend the conduct of the Government? Ho did not wait paper.
until this House had met to repel the attacks which had Mr.IRYKERT moved the adjourament of the debate.
been made against him. What did the Minister of Militia
do ? I must admit that he did not go into the heart of his Motion agreed to.
county, but he went to the outskirts. He went to Stoneham, Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
amongst a few settlers in the Laurentian Mountains, the fouse.
whore nobody who reads the newspapers could reach
him. Then he came nearer ; ho came to speak at tio a dr
Sillery, near Quebec; and not only did he think it proper
to defend the Government, but he gave a half-holiday to ail
the laborers working for the Government on the Citadel, to
the number of 200 or 300, to enable them to go and hear fOUSE 0F COMMONS.
his defence of the Government. This shows that he did not
consider it unconstitutional to defend the Government TuESDAY, l6th harch, 1886.
before the House met. No, Sir, the Ministers could not
resist the pangs of a guilty conscience, and they hoped, that The SPEAKER took the Chair ut Three oclock.
by making a public confession they would get absolution
from their electors. We have seen something more remark- PRAYERS.
able still-something which has never been seon before, and
which is not likely ever to be seen again. There is in FIRST READINGS.
Montreal a very respectable clergyman of the Catholic
Church, who is not supposed to be very friendly to the Bil (No. 48) to amond the Actto incorporate the Nigara
Orange order, and who did not show much friendship Frontior JriJgo Company-(Mr. ItykrL)
towards.it at the time of the celebrated procession. But Bil (No. 49) to incorporate the Ontario, Minnesota and
we have seen the representative of the Orange order in the Manitoba Railway Company.-(Mr. Royal.)
Cabinet, the Minister of Customs, actually going to pay a
visit to Father Dowd. What was the reason of that extra. Bil (No. 50) respecting the Pictou Bank.-(Mr. Tupper.)
ordinary sight ? The explanation is a very easy one. It Bil (No. 51) to incorporato the Nova Scotia Sýamship
appears that Father Dowd had been reported in somO Of CompanyLimited.-
the Montreal papers as having condemned the Riel agitation Bill(N 5Mr.teitsfh n
from the pulpit, and I suppose the Minister of CustomsB (o .) ordueth p sk tU
thought that respectable priest was the very best man to give
a complete absolution to the Government for all their sins. Bil (No. 53) to incorporate the Calvin Company,

No, Mr. SpeLLker, the Ministers re guilty, . nd th- y fe<l it. Limitud.-(M r. Sm dl.)
But in order to save themselves from condemnation, they Bill (Mo. 5t) to iac',rpurat3 îte Medicine Hat Railway
are trying to raise false issues in their newspapers, especially and Coal Company.-(àtr. Small.)
in the Toronto .Mail. They are trying to raise a war of
races by making the electors of Ontario believe that the
French people of the Province of Quebec want to declare
war against other nationalities. They know perfectly well Mr. ALLEN moved the second reading cf Bill (No. 5) te
that there is not a word of truth in that. If there is any extend the jurisdiction cf the Maritime Court of Ontario.
population in Canada that hais no fanaticism, that desires to Re said: Ths is practically the same Bil that was passed
iive in peace with ail nationalities and creeds, it is the by this fouse last Session, by which the Maritime Court
French population of the Province of Quebec. We have was given power over permanent oquipmont and ropsirs to
seen in that Province what we have not seen elsewhere- slips, but was anended by the Sonate: Lhat the equipment
counties composed almost entirely of French people elect- shah bo furnishod and the repairs nade" with the consent
ing English-speaking members to represent them in the of the managing owner." Ths is the oniy amendmont made.
Dominion Parliament or in the Legislature of Quebec. Bu But time was not given for concurrence at the close cf the
now we are threatened with a war of conquest, and we are Sesbion. As we lad a discussion on this Bil lait yoar, and
warned that this time there will be no treaty. As the as wo ail undorstand il pretîy well, and ne amendment
treaty of 1763 guaranteed our civil rights and our religious woro made except wlat 1 have stated, I move the second
liberty, the Mail's threat means, if it means anything, reading of the Bil.
that we shall not be permitted to practice our relig-
ion, and that the properties of the Catholic Church, rBeC(o r LANGVIN e in memtin
and even our private properties, will be confiscated.ordr. 22 re ng ado
This must be very encouraging to the land grab-
bers of the Tory party. If their party is left in power Mr. BLAKE. How wilI tînt affect the position of tie
a few years more, ail the lands and mines of the North- pront Order?
West will have been gobbled up by them. Then they will Mr. SPEAKER.,The Order wili drop atogether and it
be in a position to turn their attention, as a last resort, to fcau o paced on the paper again.
the lands of the clergy of the Province of Quebec. But 1
can tell the friends of the Mail that they should not rely too Sir HEC OI LANGEVIN. I do net desire W prevent
mach on those spoils. As we say in French, "Il ne faut;the ion, gentleman having this Bil on the paper; and
pas vendre la ,peau de V'QO avant de l'avoir tué Ounr ane,&a-p if the leader cf tcOpposition b nd objection, we wiho
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call Order No. 22, and will allow the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Allen) to withdraw his motion, and his Bill will then
remain on the paper.

Mr. BLAKE. Of course we know, after the vote of
yesterday, what the result will be if my bon. friend
does not agree to allow the motion to-be withdrawn; and as
the hon. Minister of Public Works persists in this.
course of debate, I would personally recommend my hon.
friend to withdraw his motion.

Amendment agreed to, and motion withdrawn.

EXECUTION OF LOUIS RIEL.

The House resumed the adjourned debate on the proposed
motion of Mr. Landry (Montmagny): "That this House
fols it its duty to express its deep regret that tho sentence
of death passed upon Louis Riel, convicted of high treason,
was allowed to be carried into execution," and the motion
of Sir Hector Langevin: "That this question be now put."

Mr. RYKERT. The motion which is in your hands, is,
as bas been stated by other hon. members, a direct censure
upon the Government for their action with reference to the
execution of Louis Riel. The hon. gentleman who has moved
this resolution has very properly placed his case before the
House, and he has doue so in a very temperate manner,
in a manner to which no person can take any exception.
The Government have met that motion by moving the
proviens question, in order that the question might b
fairly sud squarely met on the floor of this Parliament.
I apprehond, Sir, that the motion made by the Government
is entirely in accord with the views expressed by the gentle.
men from the Province of Quebec at the several meetings
hold in that Province in the course of the agitation which
bas taken place upon this question. We have now a direct
censurrof the Government because they permitted the ex-
ecution to take its course, and I am satisfied that the action
of the Government was in accord, up to a few days ago,
wlth the opinions expressed by the Grit party in the Pro-
vince of Ontario, if you take the organs of that party as
expressing its opinion. They ail said that the Govern-
ment dare not have a direct vote upon this question. But
when a direct vote is now placed befoie the louse, thesec
hon. gentlemen say that they are being taken advantage
of, that it is a piece of tyranny on the part of this
Government not to desire to have the question fairly and pro.
perly discussed. They bave suddonly discovered, Sir, that it
is nocesary for the due consideration of this question that a
làége rùm ber of papers which have n o ovandy whatôVer
to the rmatter should be brought do wn. Thèy hae already
expresAed their opinion, outside of this PaAlImunt; that Ëe

eecntion was a jidicial murder; they bave declared that
the Government is wrong in so acting. They have made
up their minds long before they èame here, and nòw they
eek to cover themselves by pretending, that it is necessary
to the pi oper consideration of the question that ail these
papers should be brought down. They can find no realc
objection to meeting the question fairly and squarely. IF
know it is inconvenient to that party to be brought face to
face with their own declarations outside this Parliament.,
I know it is inconvenient to the leader of the Opposition to
be brought face to face with the expressions of Lhe organs
of hiS own party. He knows right well that the Gritt
organs through the whole of Canada clamored for the exe-
cution of Riel, and when he finds that he is brought face to
face with their opinions ho finds it convenient to seek1
cover, if possible, by moving amend ments which would1

ive the question the go-by and not have it put directlyà
efore the House and the country. The question1

is now being put before us fairly and squarely, every ,
vote must be recorded on that question in the mannerd
it sa ald b. recorded, sud if there are other motions

Sir lâcoTR L4uGE-VU<.

of a different character to be brought up at a future -time,
they can be brought forward, and this whole question
of the policy of the North-West can be fairly discussed.
But meantime, let us see whether or not the execution was
what is called a judicial murder. I say the môving of the
previous question is the fairest way to meet this motion.
It puts it where those gentlemen wanted the question put.
Now, from whom does this howl come ? From whom does
this opposition come ? Do the hon, gentlemen from the
Province of Quebec make any complaint about the previons
question being moved ?

Mr. AMYOT. Yes.
Mr. RYKERT. Has a single person done so? Why,

they have discussed the question now in all its details, and
the member for Bellechasse (Mx. Amyot), who now says
yes, made no such- complaint. The complaint came from
the hon. member for Huron, and not from the gentlemen
from Lower Canada-it came from that hon. gentleman
who desired to rake up old issues, and who showed by the
speech ho made how able ho was for that task. The dis-
cussion of this question has opened up a wide fiell, as
exhibited by the several speeches which have been made by
these hon. gentlemen and they certainly cannot claim that
the moving of the previous question bas limited them
in the discussion. If we take the speech of the hon.
member for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot), in the first place,
and the speech of the hon. member for Megantic (Mr.
Langelier) last night, it is evident that no limit whatever
has been imposed in the discussion of this question. The
circumstances surrounding the' execution of Riel must, in
my judgment, have been of an extraordinary character in
order to induce Parliament to pass judgment upon
the propriety of that act. Sir, the doctrine laid down
by the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) in bis
London speech, is a doctrine which will meet with the
approval of every right thinking man in this country. I
do not say that it will meet the approval of gentlemen like
the hon. member for West Huron, but it certainly will be
approved by every right thinking man in this Parliament.
The hon. member for West Durham said:

"But I declare that the occasion must be special which renders dis-
cussion opportune, and the case clear which renders censure expedient."
But we have another-person who is an eminent authority
upon constitutional law, a gentleman who-professes'to take
a high place in that kind of literature. That gentleman bas
declared over and over again his views on constitutional
questions; and thro h the mouth of his organ a few days
ago, in discussing is question, ho seemed remarkably
surprised that the French population of Lower Canada
should be so agitated with regard to the execution of Riel.
I refer to the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), who is
said to be a proprietor and editor of the Loridon Advertiser.
Here is what that paper said on the 3rd September last:

" The position of the Province of Quebec on the subject of the trial and
conviction of Louis Riel is a puzzle to the great majority of the people
of this Province. They cannot understand how it l that the whole
people of a Province like the Province of Quebec should come to the
rescue of Riel, and should put forward such extreme efforts to save him
orom the fate to whic he has been condemned. Neither the constitution
of the court nor those superinr.ending can explain 'tAe matter. There
was no complaint as to the constitution of any court when Riel was
charged with the murder of Thomas Scott, and yet the people of the
Province of Quebec were quite as much iterested in reference to Riel
then as thej are nov. Ih vas fot for one moment then supposed that
Riel was insane, and yet his pardon was quite as fiercely demanded thon
as it is at this moment."

Those, Sir, are the sentiments expressed by the hon.-mem-
ber for Bothwell. Sir, as I have said, this debate ha taken
a wide range indeed. On the one hand, we have our friends
from Lower Canada, who for the present differ from the
Govern ment on this question, and find them taking quite a
different view from the hon. member for West Huron (fir.
Cameron), whose views we must treat as the views of the Qrit
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partyin this House andthroughout the country. The members
from Quebec have declared that the insurrection was pro-
voked by the mal-administration of the affairs of the North-
West. They say that Riel was irresponsible for bis acts, and,
se such, should not have been condemned. They complain
that, as the jury recommended him to mercy, this recom-
mendation should have received the favorable considera-
tion of the Crown. Moreover, they say that under
any circumstances, at the request of themselves, without
any evidence being produced to back up that request, the
Government should have issued a commission to enquire
into the question of Riel's sanity or insanity. That seems
to be the position taken by our friends from Lower Canada.
But how different is the position of our friends from the
Province of Ontario. Why, Sir, the corporal of the Grit
party of this louse seems to have taken a different view of
the whole matter. He seems to aim at gaining a reputation
for extravagance of conduct and language in this Parliarment.
He has gained it ontside of this Parliament, and I think I
can safely say ho las gained it in this Parliament. Why,
Sir, he gives as a reason why Riel should have been par.
doned that ho was pardoned once before, and he charges the
Minister of Public Works wi th having promised hir an
amnesty. I will show to the House and the country before
I am done how thoroughly the hon. gentleman bas misstated
the facts, and what improper conclusions ho bas drawn from
the facts as stated. He said that the trial was not a fair
one, that the prerogative of mercy should have been ex-
tended to the prisoner, that the court was improperly
constituted and unfair ; but he forgot to tell the House that
the court before whom Riel was tried was constituted by
his friends, the late Mackenzie Government. He said the
Government had yielded to au influence outside of Parlia.
ment, which he afterwards characterised as Orange in-
fluence. He further said that they were going to build up
a party on the scaffold of Regina. There we find him en-
tirely at variance with the views of bis leader, who, in bis
speech in the city of London a short time ago, expressed a
different view. His leader's first ground was that the
Government were not censurable, inasmuch as they had
tried Riel under the existing law. He knew that ho had a
hand in the making of that law, and ho knew that the
country was deceived with regard to that law. It was
declared in every sehool section of Ontario that the man
was tried by an arbitrary law, tyrannical in its charneter ;
but, at the same time, those who made that assertion forgot
to tell the country that that law was passed by their own
friends. In bis speech at London the hon. leader of the
Opposition made this observation :

" But I do not see that th Government is censurable for baving tried
the prisoner before the tribunal provided by the standing laws, though
I may regret that those laws did not provide a more satisfactory tribunal,
and it is aIways to be remembered that the special provisions requiring
the decision of the Executive before execution, and the attendant
responsibility of Government, have been retained."

The hon. gentleman further said ho would not build up a
party on the scaffold of Regina, and he was not going to
discuss the question, which ought to be decided in Parlia-
ment. He admitted, as was well pointed out by the bon.
member for Xontreal Centre (Mr. Curran), that the accused
had been fairly tried. On these important points ho differed
from his corporal who uudertook to speak the views of the
Opposition in this House. It seems impossi ble to recon-
cile the views of these two hon. gentlemen. No wonder the
leader of the Opposition keeps silent; ho must either bolt
down what the hon. member for West Huron stated or ho
muet disavew what ho stated; ho must take either one
horn of the dilemma or the other. What is the rea cause
of the bon. gentleman's silence ? We have, on other occa-;
sions in this Parliament, discussed legal and constitutional
questions of such great importance that the members of this
Uouse felt that the great knowledge of the hon. gentdeman.

and hie position as the leading lawyer of Ontario, perhaps
of the Dominion, demanded that ho should give the House
hie views upcon them; but the bon. gentleman invariably
remaine silent and had not a single word to say. Where
was ho when the Boundary question was being discussed,
when his followers were ail at sea, when the hon. member
for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) got confused on the question? He
remained dumb. Where was ho whon the great question
of the licenses was being discussed? fHe was dumb. And
where was ho when the Streams Bill question was being
discussed ? He had net a single word to say. On all these
great questions he remained silent, and it cannot be won-
dered at that ho bas nothing te say now. His corporal
bas put his foot in it; to use a common expression, ho bas
gone the whole hog; but the bon. gentleman cannet swallow
that speech after his London address, and ho cannot
ask his followers te support the resolution on the same
grounds as the hon. member for West Huron. Now, I
think the House bas a right to know what the views of the
leader of the Opposition are on this important question on
which the country is se thoroughly agitated, as upoh his
views will probably largely depend the vote of this House.
The hon. member for West Huron distinctly disclaimed
speaking on behalf of the party; ho said be spoke for him-
self; but at the same time his observations were se general
that we have a right te believe that ho spoke on behalf of
the whole Reform party in this House. Therefore we
ought W have some expression from the bon. member for
West Durham (Mr. Blake), as te whether ho repudiates
that hon. gentleman's expressions or net. I am net going
te attempt te reconcile the differences between
thom; but it secms te me that the bon. momber for West
Huron was put up to test the feeling of the House.
We have beard of a bargain that was made in the city of
Montreal between a certain portion of the population
there and a gentleman from Ontario. That bargain we
beard was consummated, and I suppose the hon. member
for West Huron was put up in order te feel the pulse of the
House and te see whether they would ratify the bargain or
net. We have net beard that the hon. member for West
Durham bas ratified that bargain. On the contrary,
judging by his London speech, ho repudiated it. Therefore
we wouid like te heur fItom the hn. gentleman as to his
opinion in relation to the Orangemen and other questions
raised by the hon. member' for West Huron. It is a remark.
able circumstance that on a question of such importance a
member like that bon. gentleman should be put up te repre-
sent the vitws of the Opposition. Was there ever beard a
speech delivered of the character of the speech of that hon.
gentleman. It was reckless in assertion from beginning te
end; it was coarse, vulgar and arrogant; it lacked ail the
essential features that ought te characterise a speech; it
lacked that greatest essential of ail, truthfulness.

Mr. SPEAKER. Order. I hope the hon. gentleman
will withdraw that.

Mr. RYKERT. I apologise te the House. I would like
te use strong language, but I dare say it is a little unpar.
liamentary; at the same time, I thin'k it is hardly less par-
liamentary than some of the remarks that were made by
that bon. gentleman. However, i will net trespass on the
rules of Parliament if yon think I am doing se. I was net
aware, when I made that remark, that I was doing se. At the
same time the lieuse will und erstand what I really meant
by my observation. I cannot understand how a man having
the reputation of a lawyer could be found making suchstate-
monts and quoting such law as the hon. gentleman
did in this Rouse. He misquoted, ho deceived the flouse
-if that expression be pariiamentary-but I wilil not say
so; at any rate ho made use of many observations which,
in my judgment, should bo characterised as very inpropor,
I wialso direct the attention of the House to the fact tlzat
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on other occasions the same hon. gentleman has been found
misquoting and making misstatements in this House. I
think that when an bon. gentleman bas been once convicted
of this, he ought to be more careful about misquoting on
other occasions, yet I can refer to several occasions in which
Le misquoted the law, I will not say wilfully, but for
reasons best known to himself. He boasts of bis knowledge
of criminal law; the records of Parliament show that in one
branch, that of bribery and corruption, he is weil versed ;
and in another branch, that of fraud and misrepresentation,
judging from his speech the other night, I &m warranted in
saying he has fair knowledge. I think that a more inflam-
matory, a more violent, a more outrageous speech never was
delivered on the floor of Parliament. It stands in marked
contrast with the speech mude by the hon. member for Rou.
ville (Mr Girault) and that made by the hon. member for
Montreal East (Mr. Coursol). These gentlemen discussed
the question from their peculiar standpoint with a calmness
and moderation which did them credit, but I cannot say so
much for the speech of the hon. menber for Bellechasse
(Mr. Amyot). Underlying the whole of bis declamatory
oration was a spirit of revenge. It was not that he was not
satisfied with the law as it is; it was not that he had any-
thing to say about the grievances in the North-West, be.
cause we know well what his vie ws of these were on another
occasion ; but underlying the whole of his speech was a
spirit of animosity to some members of the Cabinet. I
am not going to refer at length to the speech of tho
bon. gentleman who spoke last night. Suffice it to say,
that it must be satisfactory to the bon. member for
Quebec East (Mr. Laurier) to know that he has one recruit
to the corporal's guard which is going to shoulder the
musket on the banks of the Saskatchewan. Ho must be
delighted to find that another bon. gentleman is going to
join that awkward squad which the bon. gentleman for
Quebec East depicted, when he said he was ready, if a
similar occasion to the last should again arise, to
shoulder Lis musket in favor of the half-breeds and in
defence of their homes in the North.West. I propose
dealing with some questions brought forward by bon.
gentlemen opposite, and the first [ shall discuss is the
question of amnesty as treated in the remarks of the bon.
member for West Huron (Ur. Cameron). That hon. gentle
man either misstated the question wilfully or was ignorant
of the facts. In his declamation, he made use of the follow-
ing observations :-

" Does the hon. Minister not know that he, in hie sworn testimony in
1874, b-fore the commission in this House, declared that the Govern-
ment of which he was a member had promised an amxiesty to Riel ?
Does he not know that his own political chief, bv whom ho has stood
for many long years, pledged the faith cf the Urown that this red-handed
murderer would escape the punishment of his crimes, because the Con-
servative Government of Canada eaw fit to agree to extend to him the
Royal clemency."
Here we have an express declaration on the part of the hon,
gentleman, which, I say,is entirely at variance with the facts.
The hon. gentleman cannot plead ignorance -because he was
in Parliament at the time-of the fact that no amnesty was
promised, but that Archbishop Taché took upon himself the
whole responsibility of the promise of agmnesty. But if the
hon. gentleman does not know that, I will read him a letter
from Archbishop Taché to prove it. Further, he must know
thatin the documents which passed botween Lord Carnarvon
and the Government that question was fully discussed. In
1875, I find at page 29, an observation made by Mr.
Mackenzie, who, at that time, was moving for amnesty in
favor of Riel:

"l It was true that Lord Carnarvon and His Excellency in his des-
patches both asserted that there was no proAt in these documenta of
' promise of amnesty '*having been made an abso ute promise either by
Her Majeaty's Imperial representative or those acting for him here."
Here, therefore, you have, Sir, an answer at once to the
declarationmade by the hon. member for West Huron (Ur.
Cameron).

Mr. .ERKUT.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Peihaps the hon. gentleman will
read my motion.

Mr. RYKE RT. I am not going to read the hon. gentle-
man's motion, but will tell the House what it was, and his
motion ought to be in accord with his speech. That motion
expressly ignored the question of the amnesty being pro-
mised. If the hon. gentleman likes that kind of literature
he may read it, but I bave given the facts. I will read,
first, the letter of Archbishop Taché, dated 9th June, 1870,
in which he says:

"I hasten to communicate to you, for the information of Ris Excel-
lency in Council, a very important promise I have just made in the name
of the Canadian Government. I feel all the responsibility I have
incurred in takmng such a step, while, on the other hand, Iam confident
that His Excellency the Governor General and his Privy Council will
not judge with too much severity an act aecomplished in order to avoid
great misfortunes aud secure the welfare of the country."

You will see by this that Archbishop Taché takes on him.
self the responsibility of making that promise to Riel on
behalf of the Imperial and Dominion Governments. We
bave another witness to this fact, the hon. member for
West Durham (tir. Blake). He reviewed the whole
question on that occasion, and I will quote from his speech
some of his remarks. He said (see page 89 of Bansard):

" The hon. gentleman (Sir John) declared that Archbishop Taché
had himself stated in bis letter of June 9th, 1870, that he had taken the
responsibility upon himself with reference to the promise then made.
That was perfectly true. He held with the hon. gentleman that the
stattement made in that letter practically, though not expressly, amount-
ed to an admission that the Archbishop did not conceive he was author-
ised by the Canad tan Government in its name to promise an indemnity.''

Lut us exâmine a little further, and sea whether what I
have said or what the hon. member for West Huron (Mr.
Cameron) has said, is correct. Mr. Blake goes on to say:

"The Archbishop fully explained that. He stated that he did conceive
himself authorised to promise an amnesty in the name of the Imperial
Government, that he went up to the country with that belief, that he
did promise an amnesty in the name of the Imperial Government upon
his arrival, that the people were afte-wards disquieted and disturbed,
that the country was in a dangerous condition, that he found they were
not relying as much as he desired in the pledge that he gave them in the
name of the Imperial Government, and that tu accomplish the object be
had in view he had te take upon himself the responsibility of making
the promise in the name of the Canalian Governm'nt as well :
and that promise made by the Archbishop acting in the bo-A
fide belief that he was authorised to make it as the promise ·>f
the Imperial Government, and the promise he subsequently made
in the name of the Canadian Government on his own responsi-
bility, were not disavowed by the Oanadian Government. It was qaiite
true that, with reference to the second promise, two letters were
written to His Grace-an officiai letter from the Secretary of State
pointing out to him that he must take all the responsibility of the
promise, and a private letter from Sir Geo. Cartier pointing out the
reason for the despatch, that bis colleagues were in great dread of
public opinion, and therefore it was necessarv to write a disavowing
despatch. e• With the exception of what the First Minister had done in
sending Archbishop Taché to that country, lie had no personal, indi-
vidual responsibility, and lie believed it had been established that,
anterior to the commencement of the hon. gentleman's illness, there
was no agreement that there should be an amnesty, if there was one
subsequently."

So you will see that what I said is confirmed by my witness,
the member for West Durham (Mr. Blake). He gos on
further, and says:

"On the 3rd of January the Archbishop wrote about 'hope of more
consolation,' and explains in his evidence that the expression referred to
the granting of an amnesty. He adds: 'There had, up to the time of
the writing of this letter, been no promise of an amnesty by the present
Government, or any member of it, though I had been led to expect it,
as I have mentioned.' "

So you will sec that the Archbishop expressly repudiates
the statement that an amnesty was promised. I will call
into the House another witnuess, the Globe newspaper, which
distinctly repudiates the promise of an amnesty, sa that in
that part of his speech the hon. member for West Huron
bas made a misstatement, to use the mildest term-I only
wish I could use a stronger one. Now, in regard to the
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question, Why did Riel come to the Dominion of Canada?
lIt bas been said over and over again that he came here with
patriotio motives, that he came to assist his friends and
neighbors in the North-West to redress thoir grievances in
a constitutional manner. Th1i whole thing is explained in
a letter which ho publishes, and which was read in the
louse last year by the hon. member for West Durham (Mr.

Blake). I think the letter was also repeated by the mem-
ber for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot). He says:

" Gentlemen,-You have travelled more that 700 miles from the
Saskatchewan country, acrose the international line, to make me a
visit The communities in the midst of which you live have sent you
as their delegates to ask my advice on varions diffculties which have
rendered the British North-West unhappy under the administration of
the Ottawa Government. Moreover, you invite me to go and stay
amongst you, your hope being that 1, for one, could help to better in
some respect your condition. Cordiai and pressing is your invitation;
you want me sud my family to accompany you ; I am at liberty to ex-
cuse myself and should say no : yet, you are waiting. for me: so that I
have only to get ready, and your letters of delegation assure me that a
friendly welcome awaits me in the midst of those who sent you.

" Gents, your personal visit does me honor and causes me great
pleasure : but on account of its representative character, your coming
to me has the appearance of a remarkable circumstance, which I record
as one of the gratifications of my life-an event which my family will
remember, and Lpray to God that my assistance will prove so success-
ful to you as to render this event a blessing amongst the many blessings
of this,.my 40th year. To be trank is the shortest. I doubt whether
my advice given to you on this soil concerning affaire in Canadian ter-
ritories, could cross the border and retain an influence. But here ia
another view of the matter : I am entitled, according to the 3lst and
32nd clanses of the Manitoba treaty, to land, of which the Qanadian
Government have directly or indirectly deprived me, and my claim to
which is valid notwithstanding the fact that I have become an American
cit'zen."

So you see that from the very outset ho came bore with a
mercenary motive, with a desire for gain. Ho did not come
for the interest of his friends in the cointry, but with a
personal desire to make money.-

" Considering, then, that my interests are identical with yours, I se.
cept your very kind invitation, and will go and spend some months
among you in the hope that by petitioning the Government we will ob-
tain the redress of our grievauces."

His interesta were not identical with those of the North.
West half-breeds, ho had no claim for a location, no claim
that ho should have any land allocated to him, no claim for
scrip or any other claim against the Governmont, except an
imaginary claim for money or for land, of which we will
hear hereafter. This shows that this patriot came to this
country with an interested motive, he came for a selfish
motive and a desire of gain. What further proof of this do
we want than we find in the record of the court ? In the
examination of Father Andre, we find the following:-

" Q. I believe in the month of December 1884, you had an interview
with Riel and Nolhn with regard to a certain sum of honey which the
prisoer claimed from the Federal Government?-A. Not with Nolin;
Nolin was not present at the interview.

"iÉ% gý--à V

the same, sud he said in anuwer to that, if I am satisfied the half-breeds
will be."

You will see, as has been stated over and over again in this
House, that the only object this man had in coming to the
Dominion of Canada was of a mercenary character ; and
this is the great patriot to whom our friends from Lower
Canada are trying to do so much honor. Now, I proceed
briefly to diseuse whether or not the grievances which are
alleged justify the rebellion, and, in .order to do soIpro-
pose to quote from hon. gentlemen opposite and their
organe on that question. I do not wish to add anything
myself or to go into that question which was disoussed st
year. I have refreshed my recollection from the six hours
and a half speech of the hon. member for Jacques Cartier
(Mr. Girouard), in which ho so eloquently showed to this
House that these people had no right to complain. Before the
trial, the Globe newspaper gave this opinion on this ques-
tion. This was on July 6th, 1885 :

" If what ho (Riel) says could only be proved to be true, as some is
admitted by the Government press to be true, it would not be a sufficient
defence. as nothing can justify rebellion that does not become revolu-
tion, and there is said to be abundant evidence to prove that he did aIl
in his power to induce the Indians to join in the rebellion."

So that witness expressly declares that they had no grounds
in their grievances to justify a revolt. On July 9th, ho says:

" No one says that the wrongi done the Metis justified rebellion. They
do not even take that ground themselves as their defence now seeme to
be, thai they did not rebel, but only defended themselves when attacked."

Then we have a declaration made by a certain gentleman
in this House some years ago as to grievances justifying a
rebellion. When this matter was discussed in Parliament
in 1875, Mr. Mackenzie said:

" He did not allege that as a justification for succeeding events, be-
cause ho considered that no mere act or fault of the Government of the
day could have justified the insurrection and its consequences."

So he laid down the broad proposition that no more
act or fault of the Government could justify rebellion.
But, Mr. Speaker, the hon. member for West Huron
(Mr. Cameron) justifies rebellion. The hon. member for
Quebec Est (Mr. Laurier) justifies rebellion. He says it is
all right. The hon. member for Megantic (Mr. Langelier)
justifies rebellion. He says ho would have taken up arms
to wage war against Her Majesty's Government. But we
have another witness, another member for Huron. Sir
Richard Cartwright, in a speech made in Orillia, December
17, 1885, says :

" But to say that rebellion is justified is a very different thing. A
rebellion may be excused, and parties who goad unfortunate, ignorant
men into rebellion may be punished. But that ie a wholly different
thing from justifying rebellion, and least of all can I undertake to justify
rebellion in an Indian country, where, as I have said, an enormous
number of our countrymen and countrywomen would have been exposed
to aIl the horrors of savage war if that rebellion had spread."

h. Te prisoner was there ?-&. Yes.
"Q. Will you please state what the prisoner asked of the FederalSe you wilI 800 that one membor for Huron is answered by

Government ?-A. I had two interviews with the prisoner on that the other member for Huron. Now, Sir, it is woll known
subject.

"Q. The prisoner claimed a certain indemnity from the Federal Gov- that the groand taken by the Globe was that their griev-
erument, didn't he ?-A. When the prisoner made his claim, I was there suces should ho rodrossd by constitutional means. In an
with another gentleman and ho asked from the Government 0,0. article published by that paporu 1885, under the hoadig
We thought that was exorbitant, and the prisaoner said, "Wait a little, I
will take at once $35,003 cash."

" Q. And on that condition the prisoner was to leave the country if the following lauguage
the Government gave him $35,000 ?-A. Yes, that was the condition
ho put. "ÂAnumbor of Metis formed a union and cor tinued for months ta act

"Q. When was this ?-A. This was ou the 23rd December, 1881.lunconcert vith Riel, whase agitation they regarded as quit. loyal sud
"Q There was alo another interview between you and the prisonoer? constitutional. After a time Riel bogan ta urge that the Indian tite ta

-A. There have been about twenty interviews between us. the North-West had neyer been oxtingnished. That it vas uat vith the
"Q. He was always after )ou to ask you to use your influence with Hudson Bay Compauy but with the Indians, the haif-breeda, sud pioneor

the Federal Government to obtain an indemnity ?-A. The first time howhite settiors to whor the country really beionged, that the Gavoru-
spoke of it was on the 12th December, he had never spoken a word of It meut had tadeal. It is beioved aima that ho vuabeut in claiming
before, and on the 23rd December hoespoke about it again. fram the dovernment iudemnity for persanal lassos vhich ho had sus-

"Q. He talked about it very frequently ?-A. On these two oocasions tained by the confiscation of proporty once belougiug ta hlm lu Wiuux-
only. eg, sud which has iucreaed enormously in value aine the tii».of hig

"Q. That was his great occupation ?-L. Yes, at thosoe times. banishmeut, It is almost certain ho began ta put forth daims suoh a
" IQ. I it not true that the prisoner told you that ho himself was the tho white settlore could have no sympthywith and the Government

half-breed question ?-A. He did not eay so in express terms, but ho cou d not for a moment entertain;1sud, nnown to the English-
conveyed that ides; he said, if I am satisded the half-breed will be. I speaking peoplo, a reeent combinationva formed touforce thoso de-
muet explain this. This objection was made to him that even if the manda by iliogal and violent moan. Home syRiel began to use stroner
Goverument granted him $35,;000, the half-breed question would remn language, in hopes that ho might be srrestedou insufflaient groand0,
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and then excite public sympathy in bebalf of hmself and the movement
of which he wau the leader."

Now, Sir, we have another witness, a very important
witness in this debate, lthe hon. member for Rouville (Mr.
Gigault) who said:

" I say that 1 do not approve of this rebellion, because I think that the
serious grievances of which the half-breeds had to complain, were not
such as to justify a rebellion."

It is not contended that there were grievances, yet we find
the hon. member for Megantie openly declaring that the
rebellion was justified. The hon. member for West Huron
himself has repudiated that idea. We find on page 110 of
the Hansard, that he said :

"I do not want to justify the rebellion ; I want to show the state of
things in the country and to show the prisoner was justified in coming
into the country, and to show the circumstanoes under which he
came."

We find further that the Globe on July 25th, 18'5-and I
make these quotations from the Globe and the organs of the
party, because I know that those gentlemen have great
respect for thoir own organ, particularly when they are
brougbt face to face with thom on the floor of Parliament.
On that date the Globe said :

"l It is now alleged on behalf of Riel that ho never advised the half-
breeds to resort to violence, tbat when he found the constitutional
modes of seeking redress unavailing he wished to leave the country and
was prevented, and that to the last he did all in his power to dissuade
the half-breeds from taking up arms. This is not believed, and indeed
it seems absolutely inconsistent with much that bas bDrn stated on
authority apparently good."

Yet the Globe did not recognise that fact. And what were
the grievances complained of ? Why, Sir, no person can
tel]. Have any new grievances been stated in this House?
fas any hon. gentleman in the debate pointed to a single
grievance ? Not one. We find that Father André, at the
trial, declared that their grievances were changing from
time to time. One day they claimed one thing, and
another day they claimed another thing .But, no mEtter
what these grievances were, they could not justify rebellion,
At page 111 of the trial Father André testified as follows:-

" Q. Will you state if, since the arrival of the prisoner in the country
up to the time of the rebellion the Government have made any favor-
able answer to the demande ud claims of the half-breeds?-A.. Yes, I
know they have acceded to certain demanda in regard to those who did
not have any scrip in Manitoba. A telegram was sent on the 4th of
March lst granting the scrip.

"Q. Before that time ?-A. Yes. Regarding the alteration o? survey
of lots along the river, there was an answer from the Government say.
ing they would grant it and that was an important question.

" Q. What question then remained to be settled ?-A. The question of
patents. That has aso been settled in a certain way, because Mr. Duck
was sent and I went with him as interpreter."

" Q. What other question remained ?-A. Only the question of wood,
timber."

Now, Sir, what further had they to complain of?
on to say:

He goes

" Q. What were the claims of the half-breedse?-A. Since when, you
must distinguish ?

" Q. From 1884 till the time of the rebellion ?-A. Since the arrivai
of the prisoner in the country?

" Q. Yes ?-A. It would be difficult to tell that, they changed from
time to time since the arrival of the prisoner.

" Q. Before hie arrivai ?-A. They demanded patents for their land,
demanded frontage on the river and the abolition of the taxes on
wood, and the rights for those who did not have scrip in Manitoba."

So you will see that they had really no substantial griev-
ances as was stated by the hon. member for Jacques Cartier
(Mr. Girouard) last Session, there were no such grievances
as would justify rebellion. At any rate, they were not of a
permanant character, but shifted from one thing to another.
One day they had one set of grievances, and another day
another set, so that any person will see that it was utterly
impossible to find out what their grievances really were.
Well, we have another authority. The hon. member for

Mr. IRTKERT.

West Huron answers himself again. The other night he
waxed very eloquent upon the question of their grievances.
He called the attention of the House to the fact that they
had grievances that should be redressed, and that these
grievances justified the rebellion. Well, we find that last
year the hoD. gentleman made a speech in Parliament in
which h. answered himself now. At page 3245 of the
-Hansard last year, he used the following language ;-

"I He admitted that the half-breeds had grievances, but he raid they
had no such grievances as would justify rebellion. Who said they had?
Who made that statement ? Did any hon. gentleman on this side ?

"Some hon. MEIMBERS. Yes.
"Mr. CAMERON. No, no man on this side made any such state-

ment as that the balf-breeds had grievances thatwould justify rebellion."

Yet the hon. member for Quebec East. the hon. member for
Megantic and the hon. member for West Huron himself,
stated a few nights ago that they had grievances that would
justify rebellion. So you will see, Mr. Speaker, that Ihave
produced evidence, perhaps not of a very roliable character,
yet, notwithstanding, evidence which emanated from that
party, that half-breeds never had grievances that would
justify rebellion. A good deal has been said about the duty
of the Government to have been prepared for the rebel-
lion. It is said that they should have watched Riel as soon
as he came into the country; that he came there months
and months before the rebellion, and that they'ought to
have watched him. We have the answer to that in the
Globe under the heading, "Mounted Police," January 19th,
1885, where we find this language:

"The Government seem to think that the principal use of the Mounted
Police is to overawe poor settlers so as to prevent them from protest-
ing against outrages perpetrated upon them by the Government and its
agents. A large body is now at Prince Albert watching Riel, who ap-
parently does not contemplate any mischief."

Shortly after this the organ got new light. On March
20th, 1885, it said:

" Louis Riel, the hero of the Red River rebellion recently exiled
from Manitoba, bas created dissensions among the half-breeds, and an
outbreak is imminent."

The Globe thought thero was very little danger. O March
23rd, it said :

" Hopes of preserving the peace seem to hinge upon the possibility of
concentrating at Prince Albert and Carleton within the next few days,
of a force competent to overawe the insurgents. Of course the rismg
will soon be quelled, and it is hoped the Government will be able to
make a demonstration of such overwhelming strength as to render
bloodshed unnecessary."

So far there was no cause for apprehension. Again, we
find that on March 25th the Globe ridiculed the idea of a
rebellion, and it gave, in corroboration of the view thon
expressed, the opinion of the Manitoban Metis organ, as
follows :-

" Respecting the recent telegraph reports from Prince Albert in refer-
ence to an uprising of the half-breeds of that district under Louis Riel,
Le Manitoban affirmu that no trouble is to be apprehended fron the
half-breeds in the North-West. It adds: ' It is true there exista among
them discontent, which is for the most part for legitimate reasons, and
the Federal Government is seriously considering the cause of those
grievances, and promises to remedy them as soon as possible.' Now, as
to there being some agitation meetings, even to violent speeches, any
thing is impossible. Certain individuals believe that justice cannot be
obtained unless people complain, cry and lament. That ie their manner,
but it is far from then to rebel The thing would be, besides so
ridiculous that it s impossible for us to believe that our friend8 down
there would have the ieast idea of compromising themselves to this
point e ven should they be advised by those who ought to know better."

The Globe quotes another proof that there was little to fear
on the same date:

"Fron the Prince Albert Times, March 6.-Laut Tuesday afternoon
the Farnera' Union held a meeting lu the Halcio settlement, which was
attended by a large crowd from &l parts of the country. lir. Riel andseveral others addressed the meeting. The president, in bis opening
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speech, we are glad to learn, confined his renarks to the real wants of
the country, and if other leaders in the movement were to follow in the
same course they would receive more sympathy from the general
public.

So that up to that time the Globe had no idea that Riel con-
templated rebellion. The Globe suddenly discovered that
Riel was a very dangerous man, and ought to be watched.
Mark you, on 19th January the Globe said it was a waste of
public money to have Riel watched, but on 30th March they
thought it was necessary to watch him. In its issue of that
date (30th March) it said:

" But ha (Sir John) neither redeemed the grievances complained of,
nor dealt with Riel as prudence dictated ; so dangerous a man should
have been closely watched and as soon a he began to unite the people
to revolt he should have been arrested and treated as his crime
deserved."

I now proceed to ask the question : Was the Government
responsible for the rebellion ? Hon. members opposite said,
yes; the hon. member for West Huron (Mr. Cameron)
said, certainly; the hon. member for Megantic (Mr. Lange.
lier) endorsed that opinion ; the hon. member for Quebec
East (Mr. Laurier) voiced that opinion also. But we find one
ofthe ion. members who are now opposing the Government
on this question recording his opinion upon it. We find the
hon. member for Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard), last
Session, expressing his views upon the question and repeat-
ing them in a speech before his constituents. That hon.
member, on August 15th, said:

''It is evident that the Government ia not responsible for the mis-
fortunes of the North-West. What, then, was the cause of them ? 1. The
spirit of reveige on the part of Riel. 2. His blind and inordinate amn-
bition. He believed himself to be the King of Heaven and Earth, with
power to dispose of the whole world, and speaking as a prophet out of
God himself. 3. The agitation of speculators and agents of American
companies, whose interest it was to promote trouble. 4. The cries
raised by certain hungry and disappointed politicians ; and lastly, te
inflammatory tone of certain articles in thejournals that g'iide a portion
of public opinion, such as the Gibe."

So the bon. member for Jacques Cartier, who is not in ac-
cord with the Government on this question, is with them
on one pont, namely, that the Government were not re-
sponsible for the rebellion, and that the responsibility for it
lies at the door of Riel and the Globe newspaper and other
organs of that party. Father McWilliams also gives his
opinion as to the responsibility of the Government for the
rebellion. On November 26th, 1885, he was interviewed,
and the following is an extract from what hoesaid :-

" Q. What doI consider caused the rebellion ?-A. Well, I believe that
the poor people were goaded on by capitalists who had gone into the
North-West and received vast territories of land around Batoche and
Prince Albert, which I am told is the garden of danada. You are probably
aware thbat the immigrants to the North-West are totally ignorant of
the country and live in mental terror of the noble red man, and the
half-breed ie next door to an Indian. Well, then, the capitaliste seeing
their fortune was not accumulating as they desired, incited the poor
people who looked up to them, to rebellion, in hopes that they could
drive the Indians and half-breeds out of their homes and then secure for
themselves the land."

So, according to Father McWilliams the responsibility for
the rebellion rested entirely with speculators who goaded the
people on to rebellion. We have other high authorities.
We bave Fatber Fourmond, who wrote letters which were
published in several of the newspapers. They have appear-
cd at length in some of the Quebec and Manitoba papers.
lie is asked the question as to the author of the North-West
rebellion. He states as follows

"Who is the anthor of the North-West troubles ? It is Louis Riel,
and, as hle i the author of them, it is he alone who deserves to be pun-
iéhed. If like me, yon had followed the steps ad studied the hypocrisy,
the cunning and the secret arts that Riel bas used to deceive and seduce
these people and drag them into rebellion, whether they would or not,
you would, as I do, cast upon that cruel and tyrannical man all the
blame of that revolt. Riel made use of their religion; he made use of
their ignorance, of their simplicity, touching every sensitive chord, to
make them the dupes of his ambition. * * *

"There are persons who say that Riel is mad, but the more his conduct
is examined the stronger muet be the conviction that that nefarious man
under the appearance of madness preserves the plentitude of bis reason.

All his plans have a sequence and a directnes which show a lred pur-
pose to attain hie end, and at the same time to escape the gallows if his
criminal undertaking should fail. Riel muet bear aIl the responsibility of
this rebellion. He alone le to blame for al the calamities that have
happened or are still to happen-the necesary sonsequences of thon
troubles which have eaused us all so much suffering."

What does the hon. member for Rouville (Mr. Gigault) say
to that ? These authorities are recognised by their church as
celebrated divines, as persons in whom thy have entire
confidence and against whose reputation nothing can be
said. Yet they say the whole responsibility for the rebellion
reste on Riel and the Grit organe in Ontario. I now come
to the question, did Riel have a fair trial ? And in disous-
sing this point it will be necessary to refer to different
observations made by persons connected with the trial and
other evidence. The ion. member for West Huron (Mr.
Cameron) in his inflammatory speech, said:

" I propose, however, te discuse the question of the fairn'es of Louis
Riel's trial, and I say, at the outeet, that lu my humble judgment, alter
giving Ibis matter the most carefll consideration, I have come to the
conclusion that the scantiest possible measure of justice was meted eut
te Louis Riel in the trial cf that case. And I go baend that.-i was
not the kind ofjustice which we are accustomed ho in the administration
of the criminal law uinthe Province of Ontario or in the British Empire.'.'

Sir, tnt was well answered b 1y the hon. member for
Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran). He read from the speech
of the hon. mem ber for West IDurham (5fr. Blake),
delivero d at London, in which he thoreughly justitied tho
course pursued by the Government on that question. He
thought that Riel had had a fair trial; he had ne roason te
think that ho had net had a fair trial, and, on the contrary,
he said that the cuntry had the best guarantee of the fair-
noes etf tie trial in the fact that tie most eminent counsol
in Ontario were engaged on behalf of the Crown. The
hon. member for West uuron, however, gives himelf entirely
away towards tic end of his speech where ho says:

"I know, Mr. Speaker, the counsel representing the srown teo well-
two cf the ableet counsel practicing at te ranadian bar, gentlemen di-
tinguished for their houer and inlegrity-I know them to well te
believe that they wcould have bea parties t any proceedings of this
kind. I charge that this Government instrncted the judge and instrnct-
ed the counel te prese on the trial of thie ase, o pres it on at that
sitting cf the court, and not gire the prisoner an opportunity that every
prisoner le entitled te ln order to prepare for bis defence."

There yeu see, the hon. member for West Huron says tiat
tI ceunsel were reliable me n-moe whose reputation was
at stake, and men whom he knew would net be found allow-
ing any Governmont to interfere with their rigt oef action,
or th course they were bound te pursue towards the pri-
soner at the bar, lIt does seem to me that when the hon.
gentleman makes these statenments-statements which I say
are not founded on fact-when ho charges tho Governmxent
with having sent such instructions teo Crown counsel, h
should be prepared teo substantiate those accusations. We
have the instrucins which were given t thoe Crown coun-
sel, and from them th House will be able te see how much
reliance eau be placed on the statements of the hn. mem-
ber for West uron, when ho says that instructions were
given te them toact differently from whatthey appear te have
acted on the trial. In those instructions thero is not a word of
ithe kind suggested by the ion. gentleman, for the Minister

cf Justice knew righit well that ho dare net give such
instructions as the hen. member for West Huron alleges
were given, te such counsel as Mr. Robinson or Mr. Oslor,
or any instructions which would be inconsistent with their
duties to tic Crown, to the people and te themselves. Here
is tie letter ef instructions which was given te tie counsel
for the Crown :

"To Mesure. C. Robinson, Q.s., B. B. OsIer, Q.0., G. W. Burbidge,
Depnty Mfinister cf Justice, T. Ohase Qasgrain, D. L. Scott.

"oGJuste,--In the matter of the prosecution of Rial and others,
growing out of the recent reballion hbe North-West Territorles, and
in which yn are ongaged as counsel l behaif cof the Crown, I have
thought it bast te Cend you this note of general instructions.
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" 1. Riel and aIl the leading mon among the prisoners, white or half- wanted to hurry on the trial and would not give the prisoner
breed, to be prosecuted for treson. da fair opportunity to defend himself. Lot us take another
dI 2. The l dians who committed the murders to be prosecuted for mur- witness on this point. I do not say it is a reputable

"I . Other Indian chiefs and principal men to be prosecuted for trea- witness, because I do not think much of it. I refer to the
.4. I think after a certain number of convictions many prisoners will Hamilton Times, which said on the 3rd August, 1885

probably plead guilty. "The jury at Regina has found Louis Riel gnilty of treason. The
"5. I think it would be well at this stage that yon should report to trial we believe was a fair one. There was abundant evidence that Riel

me for further instrActions. headed an insurrection against the Government, which was only sup-
''6 The object of the Goverinent would be accomplished by the pressed with loss of life and destruction of property. The jury could

obtaining of a certain number of convictions. I should expect to hear not, on the face of that evidence, find him innocent of the crime charged
of 30 or 40 leading half-breeds or white men and leading Indians having to him."
been found guilty.

"7. It may be from the information the Government has, and it seems What do we find the prisoner himself taying, in addressing
probable, that the rebellion has been encouraged actively by whites, par- asoret lticularly of Prince Albert. Nothing in the whole duty entrusted to you thejury, as rported on page 147 of the pamphlet relating
is, I apprebend, more important than that we should, if possible, find to the trial
out some of the men who have with far better knowledge than the half-
breeds and the Indians tirred them up to rebellion, and your special "Bless also the lawyers for the Crown, because they have done, I am
attention is asked to this point. sure, what they thought their duty. They have shown me favors which

"I am, etc., at first I did not expect from them."
"A CAMPBELL,

"XMiniser qfJatice." There was a meeting at Papineau square at which the little
ii yfÈv thm S kthnt-hea.dAdhb the hn

Now, Sir, what are the facts in relation to that trial ? It is
said it was carried on improperly. Riel was arraigned on
the 6th July; he was ormally brought into court and
before him was placed the charge made by Chief Stewart,
of the city of Hamilton, and at the reqnest of his counsel
the case was adjourned until the 20th July. On that day
he made another request for adjourument, and he asked to
have certain witnesses brought forward. He asked that he
might have some witnesses from the Province of Quebec,
some from the Province of Ontario, and others from the
United States. The Crown acceded to all these requests,
except the one with regard to witnesses from the United
States. They refused to give a passport or indomnity to
witnesses coming from the United States, who were
implicated in the rebellion, to testify with regard to
the rebellion ; but they gave him the time he wanted,
and that time wal accepted as sufficient, when his
counsel found they could not have the witnesses from the
United States. The member for West Huron has cited
Chitty and Archibald to show that in cases of high treason
delays are granted by the Crown and the judges. That is
true; but the circumstanoes must be placed before them,
and they must be satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt that
the witnesses are neoessary, that they have taken means
to procure the attendance of the witnesses and failed, and
also that there is some probability of getting them within a
reasonable time if the delay be granted. When that was
shown in this case, those acting for the prisoner were
ranted sufficient time. If you examine the Globe of 13th
uly, 1885, you will find that when application was made for

a month's delay, Mr. Fitzpatrick, the counsel for the prisoner,
addressed the court and said :

fMa y it please your Honor, 1, in behalf of the defence, assume the
respons bility ot aceepting the delay, which, as stated by the Crown
counsel, the Crown is prepared to offer us."

So up to that time there was no apprehension that time
would not be given to bring forward the necessary witnesses,
but, on the contrary, heo said be amsumed the responsi-
bility of accepting the delay, and he was satisfied with it.
Yet these hon. gentlemen; and especially the hon. member
for West Huron, says: Look how they rushed on the trial-
a trial upon which they should not have hung a dog. That
is the choite phrase used by the hon. momber for West
Huron ; and not only was the time granted, but the Crown
paid the witnesses. Now, if the hon. gentleman had been
fair to this House in quoting from Chitty and Archibald,
he would have gone on to the next lino and would have
found that in the case of witnesses out of the ountry
time is not granted, unless a commission is appled
for to examine the witnesses. The hon, gentleman would
not read that to the House, for he wanted to convey the
idea to Parliament and the country that the Government

Mr, RYKsaRT.
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member for Quebec East (Mr. Laurier), and at that meeting
Mr. Fitzpatrick made a speech. He said :

"It was unfair to arraign before the tribunal of public opinion the
judge and jury who tried Riel. They were simply the instance of the
Law, and it was fuund in the Statute.book. The law was passed by our
own representatives, and we were responsible for the iniquitous portion
of it."'

So, up to that very time, in the presence of the hon. mem-
ber for Beauharnois (Mr. Bergeron), the hon. member for
Quebec East (Mr. Laurier), the hon. membor for Jacques
Cartier (Mr. Girouard), and other hon. gentlemen, Mr. Fitz-
patrick gave this testimony to the manner in which the
prisoner was tried; and yet some hon. gentlemen have the
effrontery, the audacity, to stand up in this House and de-
olare that the trial was not a fair one. But lot us follow the
matter further. Mr. Fitzpatrick went to England, and in
an interview with the representative of the New York
Jlerald he said:

"l Most of those who are in favor of Riel are French Canadians. They
look upon the trial as uone onducted under a system entirely unknown
in the Province. There was no justification for a rebellion,"-

What does the hon. member for Quebec East, and the hon.
member for Megantic, seg with regard to that ?-that there
was no justification for the rebellion:
" and throughout the trial the Government tried the case fairly. But
it was never helieved by the people that the statute meant to give the
Government power to deal with high treason in a summary manner."

Then we find that one of the judges of the court of -Mani-
toba-not a Conservative judge, but a judge of the Reform
party, Mr. Justice Killam-said:

"I agree with him also in saying that the prisoner bas been ably and
sealoualy defended, and that nothing that could assist his case appears
to bave been left untouched. If I ould see any reason to believe that
the jury, whether from passion or prejudice or otherwise, had decided
against the weight of the evidence upon the prisoner's insanity, I should
desire to find that the court could so interpret the statute as to b. justi-
fied in causing the case to be laid before another jury for their conuider-
ation, asu the only feelings we can bave towards a fellow ereature who
bas been deprived of the reason which places us above the brutes are
sinoore pity and a desire to bave some attempt made to restore him to
the full enjoyment of a sound mind."

Will the hon.gentleman point to a single instance in which
Mr. Fitzpatrick claimed that the prisoner had not had a
fair trial. If it had been the case that the trial was not
fair, or that the judge had acted partially towards the
Crown and against the prisoner, Mr. Fitzpatrick and Mr.
Lemieux would have raised an objection, and asked the
judge to note it. But no such objection was raised. On
the contrary, we find throughout the whole trial a disposi-
tion on the part of the defence to put evidenoe of an
improper character before the court. This was objected to
by Mr. Osler and the other gentlemen acting for the
Crown; but, with a desire to help the prisoner and in the
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interest of humanity, they waived their objection, and
allowed the connsel for the prisoner to give any evidence
they pleaed. Then there was an appeal to the Lords of
the Privy Council, and what do we find there? 1Mr. Bigham,
the counsel for the prisoner, said:

" The petitioner bas been tried for the crime of high treason and
found guilty, upon evidence which was not questioned in the court in
the first instance, and therefore it was to be asmumed that if the petitioner
were responusible for hie actions, as to which there appeared to be
some doubt, ho wau guilty of the crime of which he was charged. The
question in the first instance, and insisted upon in the Court of Queen's
ben ch, was that ho was not responsible for bis actions, but the Court of
Queen'u Bench, which undoubtedly had power to hear the appeal, came
to the conclusion that the verdict in the question of insanity was abun-
dantly supported by the evidence."

In the judgont of the Privy Council, on page 201, we
find the following :-

'The jury before whom the petitioner was tried negatived that
defence (insanity), and no argument bas been presented to their Lord-
ships to show that that finding was otherwise than correct."

So, you willseee that this man Louis Riel had not only every
opportunity to call whatever witnesses ho desired at the
expense of the Crown, but to take whatever time ho wanted
to call the witnesses, and to present to the jury and the
court all the facts necessary to his defence; and yet the
jury found him guilty. What else could they do? When
the hon. gentleman examines the whole record and all the
facts, I am satisfied that ho muet see that the prisoner was
tried fairly under a law placed on the Statuteb-ook by his
own friends. Now I come to the question, should the pri-
soner have been punished ? Upon that question, I wis3h to
call into court the evidence of men whose evidence is not
altogether reliable, judging from their antecedentq, yet of
such a character that their friends must believe it. 1 want
to call into court the Globe, the Advertiser, and other news-
papers of the same kind, in order to show the country the
hypocrisy of those gentlemen and the vacillating, shilly.
shally course they have pursued on this question from
beginning to end. First, they cried aloud for vengeance and
blood; but whon they saw a chance of reaching the Treasury
benches, what did they do? They said, this is a cruel thing,
this is a judicial murder, to hang this man. They thought
they saw power looming np in the distance. They had
power before for five years, nd they were sent
ignominiously out of power by the people. I remember the
eloquent language in which the hon. member for West
Durham said, I appeal to the tribunal of the people. He
did so, and the righteous indignation of the people placed
him and his followers where they are now. Now, what was
the course pursued by those hon. gentlemen and their
organs previous to the trial? This is not the kind of
literature I like to indulge in, but it is the kind they like
to wallow in, and I now give it to this Houpe. On March
26th, 1885, I find the Globe saying :

" If such crimes as are reputed have been committed it will perhaps
be thought necessary that the leaders, at least, sbould be punished. But
what is to be done with Riel this time ? He, it seems, in cited the people
to revolt. He, it is said, leads those who have committed so many grave
offences. Shall we again have a price set upon his head ?"

Then, on March 30th, we find the following language in the
same strain :-

" The first feeling was that of profound regret. The nextdwas that
law and order must be maintained at any oost, and that the insurgenta'
no matter what the grievances may h, must be taught that armed
resistance to the supreme authority is a crime so great as to deprive
them o alil claim for sympathy."

That was the declaration made by the leading organ of the
party, and it was echoed throughout the Province by all
the smaller lights of the party. On March 31st, we find
the Globe belching forth its language in this style :

" The rebellion mest be quelled, and aIl parties must heartily sustain
and assist the Government in restoring peace in the North-West, and in
bringing to justioe those who have incited those people to insurrection."
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Who were they ? On March 26th the Globe stated who
they were; it said Louis Riel was the man. The hon.
member for Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard) and eminent
divines have said the same thing. Some time afterwards,
when the rebellion was well under way, the Globe thought
it well to agitate for amnesty to all who joined in the in-
surrection excopt Louis Riel. On April 4th we flad the foi-
lowing in the Globe:-

" It is to be trusted that Major-General Middleton's instructions in-
clude offering au amnesty to ail except Riel and the few who fired on
Major Orozier's dag of truce, if any such firing actually occurred, and
except those personally concerned in any other outrages which may
have been perpetrated."

So you find that the Globe, the organ of the party, was
determined that any man who had a hand in the rebellion,
no matter who he was, should be brought to justice, and
should receive such condign punishment as such criminals
deserve. Now we find the Globe wanted the same miserable
man punished-the Globe which, to-day, has so much sym-
pathy for our friends from Lower Canada, who swear by
it; which has the support of the hon. member for Megantic
(Mr. Langelier), who quotes from it and revoies in it, and the
hon. member for Quebec (Kr. Laurier), who draws inspira-
tion from its utterances. The hon. member for West Dur-
ham (Mr. Blake) and the hon. member for Huron (Mr.
Cameron) inspire most or its articles, and yet we ß6nd that
the Globe wants the miserable man punished. On May
25th the Globe says:

" They were never more in earnest, never more determined thst jus-
tice shall be done, and that the doing of it shall not be unnecessarily
delayed. The mode iu which it is to be done they are willing to leave
to the Government, but what the Government does they will watch
closely, and a policy of procrastination they will not tolerate. They
desire that this miserable man, charged with having incited the reb-l-
lion, shall have a fair trial; but as they are resolved to have no more
rebellions, as they desire to prevent the effusion of the blood of their
young men, they will hold Sir John and his -colleagues responsible
should there be a failure of justice. They make no demonstration, they
raise no cry of vengeance. Calm, but ster and determined, they
demand that justice sha. be doue."

This was the language used by the Globe, inspired by the
hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake), or by the hon.
member for Megantic (Kr. Langelier), or the hon. member
for West Huron (Mr. Cameron), or the hon. member for
Quebec East (Kr. Laurier), I cannot tell which. At any
rate, they are responsible for its attitude, for they dare not
express sentiments other than those expressed by their
organ. We find that after the trial these gentlemen also
cried for blood. They determined that the leader of the
rebellion should be punished; they had no qualms of con-
science as to its being a judicial murder thon. They knew
he was condemned to be hanged, and they were determined
that the stern vengeance of the law should be executed. In
Augnst, 1885, we find the Globe used the following language:

" The moment Riel's letter to Major Crozier was put in evidence, it
became clear that the prisoner had been not only a participator in, but
the instigator and leading mind of the rebellion. No shadow of doubt
remained that he was guilty as charged in the indictment. The testi-
mony that followed only deepened the certainty of his guilt. There
never wuas made out a clearer case, and the only doubt that remtined
was au to the extent of the prisoner' s responsibility."

Where were the members for Montreal (Kr. Coursol) and
Megantic (Kr. Langelier) thon? HRad they taken up arme
as they said they would, they would have shared the same
fate, according to the Globe; the hon. member for Que-
bec East (Kr. Laurier) would have been given the sane
dose, according to the Globe.

" As to this medical experts differed, and it would have been natural
too that the jury should have difered. But the jury seemed to have
brushed aside ail the medical evidence, and dealing withthe facto only,
they returned a verdict of guilty. They could do no leos."

go says the hon. momber for West Durham (Mr. Blake) and
the Globe newspaper. Lot us go on furtherà The organ
wants him hanged at once, but that was before its new
friends from Lower Canada began to kick a little over the
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traces, that was before the Globe found out it was a judicial
murder, before these gentlemen began to feel that in the
veins of Riel flowed the same blood as in their veins, and
before they came to the right-about-face. These gentlemen
flt they had to do something in behalf of their country-
men, but the Globe did not then believe they were in earn-
est, and consequently still thought Riel should be hanged.
On August 4th it used this language:

" The crime for which Riel bas been convicted is one of the most
dreadful that can be imagined. It bas cost the lives of two hundred
Oanadians, and bas caused the cruel maiming and crippling of proba-
bly twice that number. Had bis efforts to incite au Indian rising been
more successful the white residents in the North-West would, in ail pro-
bability have been subjected to outrages more dreadful and horrible th an
can be imagined. It was of the essence of Riel's crime, that he knew what
the Indians were capable of, and what atrocities they would probably
commit when their savage nature was thoroughly excited. The Free
Pren is right in declaring that nothing of which the balf-breeds bad to
complain could justify Riel's conduct, and that the crime of which he
was convicted is perhaps the most heinous that could be conceived. No
one who bas read the evidence can doubt that Riel richly deserves
death."

What doos the hon. meiber for Ilochelaga say to that ?
Mr. DESJARDINS. We have nothing to do with the

Opposition ; it is with the Governiment we have to do.
Mr. RVK1ERT. We have also another important witness

whom i would not wish to place in the same catogory as
that which I have already laid before the louse, Sir Richard
Cartwright, who stands head and shoulders over some of
the Opposition. He delivered a speech at Millbrook on
August 17th, in which ho said:

" He agrers with him (Mr. Fraser) also that there was hardly auy
punishment too great to be inflichd on men who had been the cause of
shedding so much innocent blood and had inflicted so serious a blow on
the welfare and prosperity ofthe North-West, as those men who were
really guilty of instigating that rebellion."

We have still hopes that those gentlemen who at the prostnt
are not altogether in accord with the Government will see
the error of their ways; we have no doubt whatever that
when their blood bas cooled off a little, they will feel, as
they always did, in sympathy with the great party of pro.
gress; we have hopos that they will sink their little differ-
onces and come back to their former allegiance. I have no
doubt that the hon. momber for Hochelaga (Mr. Desjardins)
will return to the party from which ho bas severed himself
temporarily, and that the time will arrive when the whole
of them, including the hon. member for Rouville (Ur.
Gigault) will be glad to rejoin the party of progress and
leave the party of bankruptcy. On a former occasion, the
hon. member for Jacques Cartier (Ur. Girouard) also deliv-
ered a speech, for which b was somewhat berated by the
Globe. At that time the Globe had not extended an invita-
tion to its Bleu friends to come to its littie parlor; the
Globe then considered them as the excrescence of the earth,
as clogs to the wheel of Confedoration and in speaking of
the speech of the bon. member for Jacques Cartier (Mr.
Girouard), used this language:

" The Bleus, after having for a time bowed before the public opinion
of Quebec, and joined in the declaration that the Metis were greatly
wronged, and in the demands for the commutAtion of the sentence of
Riel, have begun again to assert that Riel comiitted great crimes and
that ho bas no right to the sympathy of Canalians. Mr. Girouard, M. P.,
a gentleman who sometimes talka in an indenendent tone, but who
nearly always supporte the Government, had something toe say to his
censtituents a few days ago. He said the insurrection was an insand
act, and there was nothing te justify it. 9 Be said the
Government had dealt with the Metis in a mos fair and just way. He
then broached the question, what was to be done with Riel, and reae
the evidence of rather André, iven at the rtegina trial, and a letter
from Pather Fourmond to show that Riel was a renegade, hypocrite
and an impostor, and deserved no mercy or misplaced sympathy-that
ho had usurped the sacred duties of his pastors misled the people and
driven them to destruction."

\What does the hon. member for Quebec (1fr. Laurier) say to
that ? What does the hon. member for Megantic (Mr. Lan-
gelier) say to that ? Here they are patting this gentleman
on the back, passing him notes asking him to "speak

Mr. RYKERT.

now," but I venture to say they will not endorse the sen-
timents which the bon. member for Jacques Cartier ex-
pressed then. They know that the tie which binds them
to those who now desert the Government is not strong and
will not stand any strain. Another paper of the Reform
party- a paper whicb, I am happy to say, with all its great
efforts in behalf of the party, failed to keep my hon. friend
the member for East Durham (Mr. Ward) out of the House
-said on August the 5th, before the execution :

" It has come to a pretty pass indeed when a red-handed rebel can thus
unap his fingers at the law.'

Well, Sir, we have another gentleman, I will take another
witness; I know ho will be glad to be called upon to give
testimony. I suppose this gentleman, the hon. member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills), will not object to the little evidence
I read a tw minutes ago from the Port Hope Guide; he
will not object to any utterances made by the organiser of
the party, this gentleman who ran in the interests of the
Reform party in East Durham; no doubt, ho will echo them.
Well, the member for Bothwell came out like a man on
that occasion, for once in bis life, as some one here says.
On September 26th, 1885, he said in his organ :

" The law makes treason a crime. The law through its tribunal, has
pronounced Riel guilty of that crime and condemns him to death. The
functions of the Executive are ministerial, and the law commando their
performance. The duties of the Executive as laid down are clear and
simple, but he, indeed, would be a simple man who would assume that
because such are their duties, they will necessarily be performed."

Now there is the evidence of a young lawyer, a gentleman
who was made a lawyer, I believe, by Act of pariament.
The gentleman who runs the machinery of western Ontario
for the party, that gentleman who is always so fond of
giving his opinion upon constitutional law, he declares
that the functions of the Executive are ministerial, that
they have simply a duty to perform like a clerk in an
office, like the clerk at the Table who finds what the Orders
of the Day are and has to carry them out. He says:

"The functions of the Executive are ministerial, and the law com-
mando their performance. The duties of the Executive as laid down are
clear and simple, but he, indeed, would be a simple man who would
assume that because such are their duties, they will necessarily be per-
formed."

That is the evidenci of4he member for Bothwell. I leave
the House to judge how reliable that testimony is. I venture
to say that, when the vote is taken, we shall find him
facing right-about. Now, I would like to give some more
literature from the hon. gentleman, who devotes most of
his time to that sort of thing. He thought he would write
an article on the sentiment of race, but in that article ho
gives an unmerciful blow to our Bleu friends. He had not
any idea that Ontario was to be given up to French domina-
tion, and I suppose he las that idea now.

Mr. MILLS. What is your own idea ?
Mr. RYKERT. I rejoice to know that I have always

acted with my Lower Canadian friends. I am half a Lower
Canadian myseif. My mother was a Lower Canadian, and
I am thankful to say that for twenty-five years I have stood
sido by side with the Lower Canadians. Upwards
of twenty.five years ago, I was blackguarded by
the Grit press because I stood by them and
voted for the Separate School Bill, and upwards of twenty-
five years ago I was sent to the right-about in my
0outy by the Orangemen and the fanatics, goaded
on by the organs ofthe Grit party, on that account. I have
always believed iu religions liberty, and no one can point
to anything in my record which is not in accordance with
that view. I have not shown any bigotry against religious
institutions. I knew how they clung to their religions
institutions, and I felt that they had a right to them; I felt
that they had their right to worship God as they chose, and
I have always supported that right.
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Mr. LANDERKIN. Continue the argument.
Mr. RYKERT. I am coming to it. I am not nearly

done with it yet.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Go on with the scrap-book.
Mr. RYKERT. I have some more in the scrap-

book, and I have not done with the hon. member for Both-
well yet or the hon. member for Grey. The hon. member
for Bothwell, writing an article a little while ago on the
subject of race, on the 8th September, 1885, thus delivered
himseolf:-

" But the question still remains, why should the Province of Qnebec
come to the rescue of Riel? Why should Quebee do for Riel what it
would never have thought of doing for anyone who was English, Irish
or Scotch? Why should it say that anyone having French blood in his
veins should enjoy immunities which it would be the last to accord to
a man of any other race? Why should it wholly ignore Riel's efforts
to produce an Indian insurrection? Why should it overlook the mas-
sacre of men and women, of clergymen and laymen, as the consequence
of Riel's appeal to the Indians' aid? What is there in Riel's case
which makes his life in the estimation of the people of Quebec of so
much more value than the many lives he has caused to be sacrificed ?
We are not demanding Riel's execution ; we are simply drawing atten-
tion to the demand put forth by the people of Quebec, that Riel shall
be dealt with different from other men ; that he shall be at liberty to
do with impunity what would send any English-speaking man to the
gallows."

These are the sentiments of tho member for Bothwell. I
wonder what the member for Quebec (Mr. Laurier) says to
that. I wonder what his ally from Megantie (Mr. Lan-
gelier) says to it, or the member for Rouville (Mr.Gigault),
or the member for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot). No thinking
man would endorse the sentiments uttered by that man,
though they were uttered by the momber for Bothwell. He
also gives evidence upon the subject of the conviction.
Observe the legal mind-a mmd that ought to be able to
dissect evidence in a proper and sufficient manner, a lawyer
by Act of Parliament who upon every o3casion has his
legal voice by Act of Parliament thrust into the debate.

Mr. MILLS. I would like to ask the hon. gentleman
what he means by being legal by Act of Parliament ?

Mr. RYKERT. The hon. gentleman can reply when his
turn comes.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman has no right to in-
sinuate.

Mr. RYKERT. If the 'hon. gentleman does not know
what an Act of Parliament is, he can go to the clerks
upstairs and consult them.

Mr. MILLS. He is insinuating what is not truc.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman persists in insinuating

what is not true.

Mr. RYKERT. I am glad to find that there is a different
law for one side of the louse from that for the other. I
was called to order a few minutes ago because I said an
hon. member's speech lacked all the characteristics of
truthfulness; and I yielded. Now I am addressed in this
way by the hon. gentleman, and he is not called to order,
but he says what he dare not say outaide in the lobby, and
what no man on the other side dare say in the lobby.
When the on. gentleman thinks he au interrupt me, le
is very much mistaken. I can keep my balance of mind as
well as he can, and I am glad to know the difference in the
disposition of the two sides of the louse towards observing
the a ules of the louse. It is not the first occasion when I
have been interrupted by the Speaker of this Chamber, for
using language called unparliamentary, and a few moments
afterwards members on the opposite side of the House have
used the same language and were not called to order for it.
I do not accuse the present Deputy-Speaker of doing it, but I
have been subjected to that once or twice in this House, and
I do not propose to be subjected to that again without testing

the feeling of the House on that question. I was going
on te say that the on. member for Bothwell joined in
the hue and cry of the Globe, and other Grit organs of
Ontario, that Riel was properly convicted. Yet, Sir, he
will have the boldness, the audacity, to stand up here to-day
and declare to the House that he was improperly convicted.
Sir, he sat there the other evening listening to the speech
of the hon. member for West Huron (Mr. Cameron), yet he
dared not dissent from him, and no doubt he felt humiliated,
yet an hon. gentleman behind me states that he applauded
the lon. member for West Huron. Yet this is the hon.
gentleman who formerly contended that Riel was properly
convicted. Now, for the benefit of hon. gentlemen
from Quebec, I would like to read what he said. Mind you,
Iam not altogether done with the hon. member for
Bothwell yet. I have several more of lis choice quotations.
In the London Advertiser of September 19th, 1885, I find
the following language:-

"No one eau maintain that Riel was not properly convicted upon the
evidence submitted. Whether be is sane or mesane is a question up in
which experts examined before the court differ in opinion, so that a con-
clusion even on this question is one which ia all probability would have
been reached by jury in the Province of Ontario or Quebec as weli as by
the jury who tried the case. The point then which the Judicial
Committee will have submitted te them will not be that he was unfairly
tried or unjustly sentenced, but whether the tribunal before which ho
was tried was a legal tribunal having jurisdiction in the case."

So you see her he bad no sympathy whatever with thoso
who said he was improperly tried. I will quote from him
again, and I apologi8e to the House for being obliged to
quote again from the hon. member for Bothwell. I hope
he will not interrupt me, as he as done in your presence,
and tell me that what 1 say is not true, though I have no
objection to his saying so outside of this Chamber. Yet I
propose still further to call him as a witness. I will not
say he is a reliable witness. ie is a witnees in whom I
have very little confidence, but in whom the members of
that side of the House have implicit confidence.

Mr. MILLS. I wish to correct the statemont that the
hon. gentleman has made relating to me personally, and I
think it is my right to do so. The hon. gentleman, after
my denial, bas persisted in making the statement that I
was made a member of the Bar by Act of Parliament. I
say, Sir, that is not true. I say it is not true, and the lon.
gentleman has no right wbatever to persist in an untruthful
and malicious statement of that sort.

Mr. SPEAKER. Of course the hon. gentloman will
accept the statement that is made.

Mr. MILLS. He does not accept it. le has no right to
go on and make a misstatement.

Mr. RYKERrT. I have not said anythingjust now about
his being made a member of the Bar by Act of Parliament,
but I did a moment ago state that he was a member of the
Bar by Act of Parliament, and probably gave him more
credit than I should bave done. Lot us, thon, listen to this
very reliable witness again. This is what he said on the
7th November, 1885:

"It may ho that Riel will be hanged. This unquestionably was the
intention of the Government at the tme of his arrest, and all the Gov-
ernment supporters, Tories and Bleus, were at that time content that if
Riel was convicted ho should be executed. The Tory supporters of the
Government favored it, because of what ho had done in the first rebel-
lion, the Bleus becanse of what the Government did that led to the
second rebellion. Certainly if he were possessed of bis rational taculties,
the kihing cf Scott was an atrociusamurder, for which ho deserved to
cie, but for whlch offeuce ho was pardouod. Scarcel>' less wicked was
bis attempt to stir up the savages of the North-West and let thtse cruel
and bloodthirsty men loose upon unoffending settiers. An Indian war
la ahwsys a meut serions sifair, sud the white man that prompte it asd
eeks a t persuade the Indian population te engagelu t eomassacre of

unoffending women and childrtn is deserving of no sympatby."

Now, Mr. Speaker4 I would like to ask the member for
Qnebec East ( Mr. Laurier) if he agrees with that sentiment.
The lon. member for Rouville (Mr. Gigault) probably will

1886. 159
- i



COMMONS DEBATES. MAncR 16,

not. Now, let us see what his pastor and his spiritual
adviser states, and I would like to know if they are not to
be recognised in this Honse. Did they not tell the country
that some of their kinsfolk were bntchered by the savages
incited thereto by Louis Riel, and let loose upon unoffending
settlers ? We find a letter published in Prince Albert, June
12th, 1885, in the following language:-

" We, the priests of the district most particularly affected by the
rebellion, to wit, St. Laurent, St. Antoine, Grandin, Duck Lake, and
Batoche, since it was there, in the midst of our people, that Louis David
Riel had established his h'adquarters, desire to draw the attention of
our fellow countrymen in Canada to these facts: this miscreant, Louis
David Riel, does not merit the sympathies of the Roman Catholic Church
or the members of that Church, having usurped our mission as priests,
and robbed our people of the benefits and consolations it was our duty
to render them. He has done all tihis in his purely personal interest."

Just as I stated in the outset of my remarks, bis whole
object in coming to this country was bis own personal
aggrandisement. This letter is signed by Fathers André,
Touse, Moulin, Fourmond, Vegreville and Lecoq. And
Father Fourmond, the parish priest of Batoche, writes as
follows:-

"I have been very near death, for if I escaped the bullets and madness
of the insurrectionists, war, apostacy, treason, persecution, everything
seemed to have been let loose upon us; one might have thought that
the end of the world had come. Already we had our anti-Christ in the
person of this famous Riel, against whom we were obliged to fight at the
peril of our lives in order to destroy the sinister influence he had secured
over our poor people.

" My God I what a man 1 what hypocripy and what impiety combined i
It is for this he ruined our Christian families by pillage and fire. It is by
a horrible consequence of his diabolical plans that was shed the blood
of the white man and of our beloved and zealous confrères who were
massacred by the Indians by his own orders."

And yet, Mr. Speaker, hon. gentlemen pretend that this
Government should be censured for having jndicially
sacrificed snob a man. I have another witness. We find the
Winnipeg Free Press said of Riel's case :

" Riel was fairly tried, deservedly condemned, justly executed. There
is no cause to regret his fate ; no patriotic Canadian should regret it.
It would have been a gross insult to the laws of our country to have
permitted him to escape condign punishment."

What does the hon. member for Rouville (Mr. Gigault)
think of that ? What does the hon. member for Quebec
East (Kr. Laurier) think of that ? Of course the hon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) highly applauds it. Now,
Mr. Speaker, 1 must again apologise to the flouse for calling
the hon. member for Bothwell as a witness. On the 13th
August, 1885, I find his organ delivered itself in the follow.
ing language :-

" Whether Riel'@ hallucinations are of the character to relieve him of
responsibility is a wholly different question, and one upon which we at
present express no opinion. The jury, who had the best opportunity
for judging, bold him responsible. It is not ai all creditable that inter-
ference on bis behalf should be based upon bis nationality. Frenchmen
ought not to do for Riel what they would not do for an English Canadiàn
under the same circumstances."

Listen to that. This is the hon. gentleman who is seeking
the alliance of the discontented Conservatives from the
Province of Quebec, but with a hypocritical sneer he asks :
Who these Bleus are ? Is that the kind of man, the kind of
representatives of the people who should receive the confi-
dence of our friends from the Province of Quebec ? They
should know to what they are coming, and before I sit down
I shall show them where they will land if they fail into the
arms of the Grit party. Probably it may not be amiss to
let the country and, at all events, our French Canadian
friends, see the record of inconsistency which the Reform
party bas piled up for itself in Ontario and the Dominion
at large. Let us see what jumping-jacks they have been,
what somersaults they have made in every direction, one
day preaching one thing and another day another. Here
are some specimens. Let them go side by side on the
records of Parliament and before the people as the utter-
anees of the leaders of the party. Hore are men professing
to form public opinion, one day professing certain principles,

Mr. RYKERT.

and the next day for their own private ends professing
different principles: Let me, I say, give a few specimens
of ineonsisteney, so that our friends from Lower Canada
may see exactly where they will land when they fall into
the arrns of hon. gentlemen opposite. The Port Hope Gade
said before the execution of Riel:

" It has come to a pretty paso indeed when a red-handed rebel can
thus snap his fingers at the law."

After the execution of Riel the same journal said:
" It has come to a pretty paso indeed, that in the noontide glare of

the nineteenth century political offenders must suffer death if they dare
to assert their just rights.''

The Brandon Sun before the execution said:
" Riel has been found worthy of death by the courts and highest tribu-

nals in the land, and yet the Government, for base purposes, intervene
and prevent the just execution of penalties prescribed by laws of their
own making."

After the execution:
" And now the wholesale hanging of Mer Mjety's subjects who were

provoked into hostilities by the horrible mismanagement and neglect of
those entrusted and sworn to gnard their lives and property and inter-
esta, will close the terrible drama."
The Ottawa Free Press, which is celebrated for turning
somersaults, Eaid before the execution:

"Louis Riel knew well the nature of the Indian, and that with them
the usages of warfare were revolting in civilised eyes. When Riel con-
spired with the Indians le opened the gates of rapine and murder, and
for that offence deserved the severest penalty possible."

After the execution:
" The execution of Louis Riel, whicb tool place this morning, will

scarcely rank above a State lynching.''
The Belleville Ontario, a leading Reform paper in the centre
of the Province of Ontario, said before the execution:

" Not onlyU as a traitor to Canada and her institutions, the murderer of
her sons, but as the desdly deceiver of an ignorant though brave com-
munity, 'Louis Riel deserves the penalty affixed to bis offence. That
penalty is death."

After the execution:
" He was tried. Eminent juriste claimed that the court was incompe-

tent. He was put on trial for treason-not a capital offence for the past
fifty years. He was found guilty, and the jury, with a knowledge of
the circumstances of the case and the culpability of the Government,
added to their verdict a recommendation to mercy. That recommenda-
tion practically meant that, in the judgment of that jury, the uprising
was justified to the extent that a life sentence, and not capital punieh-
ment, should be imposed. * • •a From first to last the con-
duct of the Government has been a black disgrace to Canada."

Port Hope Guide again, before the execution:
"If the rebel leader is not hanged it will be because Sir John Mac-

donald dare not go in opposition to the Frenchmen of Quebec.'
After the execution :

" We are firmly of the opinion that the consideration Of whether he
was right or wrong did not actuate the policy of the Government, but
because they believed something had to be done to weld the rank and
file of their followers to the leaders of the political branch of the Orange
order."

The St. Thomas Journal, a rather notorious Reform organ,
and the organ of the hon. members for East and West
Elgin, said before the execution:

"The time is near at hand when the people of Ontario must decide
whether they will maintain the Confederation by doing their share to
placejin power men who will not bend at the selfish demand of a foreigu-
speakiug Province, or whether the Confederation must go."

How do our French
speaking Province.
said:

friends like that expression-foreign-
After the execution the same paper

"We would willingly see Mr. Blake at the head of an A Iministration
which depended for its existence upon this fateful Fren ch vote. We say,put Edward Blake in John Macdonald's place, even if it be by the handof the Frenchman, and give him a chance."

Hon. gentlemen opposite are willing to allow Frenehmen
to do their dirty work, to place them in the ignominous
position of raking up the dirty and old sores of the party.
They are making every effort to induce them to oppose the
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Orangemen of Canada who have ever been the allies of the
Conservatives of Quebec. Such are the kind of men in the
]Reform party who are trying to form public opinion in
Ontario. We go stil further. The Globe before the execu-
tion said:

"The French Bleus rule Sir John'. actions to a greater extent than is
generallj iupposed They are jealous of the progres, wealth and im-portance of Wel-governd Ontario."

After the execution:
" The greatest enemies of Ontario have never been the Quebec Bleus,

though they have often been so represented."
The Globe also said before the cxecution:

"A vote fora supporter of Sir John Macdonald is to endorse the policy
of the man who has for long been subservient to the Quebec Bleus, the
most intelerate faction of the Dominion."
How do our French friends like that phrase: "The most
intolerant faction of the Dominion." Then we find other
organs of the party using most violent language. Not to
be outdone by any other organ, the Globe said :

" Nothing short of hanging for Riel will satisfy the people of this Pro-vince. If he does not get that it will be because the pistol has been
put to Sir John's ear by French Canadian influence, and this should be
a just and sufficient cause for Ontario to call a halt and demand a re-
construction of the federal ship or a disunion. A French ascendancy is
out of the question, and not to be endured or tolerated."
Again the Globe said :

" The English-peaking people will no, much longer submit to French
dictation. If Confederation is to be maintained intact, the laws must
be Impartially administered irrespective of nationality, color or religion;
neither must one Province be allowed to bleed another, as is the case at
present. Riel not only shed blood himself, but caused blood to be shed
without having the slightest cause to do so. And not to hang such a
villain is unpardonable. The demand made in Ontario is not a cry for
vengeance, but a demand simply to let the law take its course on a
notorious malefactor."
It seems to me that I recollect the expression, "'Go un-
whipt of justice," in a certain resolution move I by the
hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) in the Ontario
Legislature. Tf hon. gentlemen have not had sufficient
material on this point, I can give them more; but the peo-
ple will be able to see from the extracts I have given what
a set of hypocrites the Reform party has outside of Parlia-
ment trying to direct the public opinion of the country.
People will be able to understan' from the quotations I
have given that they are capable of doing almost anytbing.
At one time they are denouncing the Government for extra-
vagance and corruption, and the next day when they obtain
office they are guilty of greater extravagance and corrup-
tion. One day they are crying out for the blood of Riel,
and the next day they term his execution a judicial murder.
That is the course of the party from beginning to end, and
when the sober sense and judgment of the people is asked
they will declare, as they bave done on two previous
occasions, that those men are not deserving of their
confidence. I now come to another branch of the
subject, a branch upon which my friond from Grey
(Mr. Landerkin) and myself may, perhaps, not take issue.
It is a branch not peculiarly within the province of the hon.
member for Bothwell, although that hon. gentleman doos
monopolise almost every subject when ho writes in his
paper. Still it is a medical subject, as to which I am sure
the hon. member for South Grey will agree with me. One
thing struck me as being remarkably singular, though I
should not have been struck with its singularity if I had re-
membered the antecedents of the hon. gentleman, and that
is the extraordinary utterances of the hon. member for
West Huron (Mx. Cameron). I cannot conceive how a mant
can stand on the floor of this Parliament and declare in thet
prosence of the assembled wisdom of the country, in theÎ
presence of the representatives of the people, that ho will
approach this subject with careful consideration, that he
wili separate it from ail bias and ail previous opinion, anda
discuss it fully and impartially-I say I cannot imagine
how a man could make that public declaration, and stibll

should go to the library, bring a book fram it and make
quotations from it which ho knows are not correct. That
hon. gentleman has been convicted on a former occasion,
and I will convict him now. I will not say he did
it maliciously, for that perhaps would not be
parliamentary; nor will I say e did it wilfully,
for that would not be parliamentary; but I will say that it
is not creditable for a representative of the people to stand
on the floor of Parliament and make use of expressions
which are not corroborated by the facts. It is not credit-
able to a member of Parliament, and especially one who is
a lawyer, to sacrifice his reputation as a lawyer, if ho ever
bad one, by making statements which are not correct. We
al know that there is nothing by which a lawyer can dis.
grace himself more, nothing which will more completely
justify a court in taking his gown from him, that that ho
should stand up and pretend to quote law whioh is not law.
I have seon a lawyer in this House quoting law which he
knew was appealed and overruled, and still ho had not the
manliness to say that ho was mistakon. I find that the
hon. member for-West Huron has been guilty of quoting a
lot of old Yankee law and palming it off on the House for
British justice. More than that, I have the very book from
the library which was marked by himself, and, had ho
desired to do himself justice, or to do this House justice, ho
would have quoted the observations which ho himself
marked, preceding those whicli are mentioned in his speech.
Let us see what the hon. gentleman suys. The question of
insanity is a broad question, 1 admit, but is a question
which, fortunately for the legal fraternity of this country,
has long been settled ; and when we find a lawyer standing
up in Parliament and speaking of the McNaughten case
and misquoting the law, as laid down by the Privy Coun-
cil, what can we think of him ? Can we for a moment
believe that ho desired to make his reputation as a lawyer,
that ho wishes for the future to be looked upon as a gentle-
man dispensing law-as an embryo Minister of Justice in
the Grit Government which is to come in about 20 years
hence ? That is the gentleman who fron time to time rises
in his place, and with dignity and self-assurance, thinking
possibly that when ho uncovers his head ho uncovers the
whole wisdom of the country-with all the arrogance, the
assurance and brass which it is possible for a gentle-
man to assume, deliberately misstates and misquotes the
law.

Mr. SPEAKER. Order, order.
Mr. RYKERT. Well, I did not think, Mr. Speaker, that

the word brass was unparliamontary.
Mr. SPEAKER. I must ask the bon. gentleman not to

state that an hon. member has deliberately misquoted or
misstated.

Mr. RYKERT. I will say misquotud, but I will leave
out deliberately. Of course there are some expressions
used on the other side of the Hlouse which are parliament-
ary there, but are not parliamentary when used on this
side. The hon. gentleman used such words as outrageous
and other expressions which I would like coliected for the
benefit of this House. He used words and phrases of the
most extraordinary character-of a character which would
imply criminality on the part of the Government, and they
were used without his being called to order, and yet I am
being called to order because I said his speech lacked the
most essential element of any speech in this House, and
that is truthfulness. I recognised your bidding, but I was
told afterwards that I had told an untruth, and the hon.
gentleman who said 8o was not called to order.

Mr. SPEAKER. I beg the lon. gentleman's pardon. I
may make a mistake, but if I do it is an error of the head
and not of the hoart. I try to keep order, and it is my
desire that hon. gentlemen on both sides should be as little
personal in their remarks as possible.
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Mr. RYKERT. I am glad you have laid down that rule'
and I only hope it will be enforced, and that it will not be
applicable to one side more than the other, because I have
experienced that difficulty this afternoon, and 1 did not feel,
as a member of Parliament, that i should stand it any
longer without taking the sense of the House. Now I will
proceed to discuss, as I have said, one of the most import-
ant questions ever discussed in this Parliament-that is, the
question of the sanity or the insanity of Louis Riel. It is
important because the members from the Province of Que-
bec have placed that question as an issue between them-
selves and the Government. These gentlemen have declared,
Sir, in their utterances outside of Parliament, that it was a
judicial murder to hang a man who was insane. They have
assumed that the man was insane, though the jury at the
trial found to the contrary. They say that the Government
should have issued a commission to see if there was evidence
of insanity, though they have not shown that after bis con-
viction there were things discovered in bis character, bis
manner, or his actions, indicating that ho was insane, and
they assume that it is right to challenge the decisions of the
courts of the Province of Manitoba, and the decisions of the
jury. They say that, notwithstanding that the jury
found that ho was perfectly sane, notwithstanding
bat the courts of Manitoba have, upon review, stated that
the jury were justified in finding their verdict, notwith-
standing that the highest court in the ]and bas publicly
declared that the trial was a fair and a just trial, and that
the evidence justified the verdit,-thee gentlemen have
assumed, notwithstanding all these things, to say to the
country and to tell this House, that it was the duty of the
Government, under these circumstances, to issue a com-
mission for the purpose of trying bis insanity. They have
made that the issue. The hon. member for Bothwell
(Mr. Mills) did not make it the issue; nor did the Globe
and the other organs of the party. The hon. member for
Bithwell said that it was a purely ministerial and not
an Executive matter. He declared publicly as a lawyer
and a journalist that the Government of this country had
no other duty to perform but to carry out the sentence;
that their duty was Ministerial purely; that they had no
more power to say whether ho should be hanged or not
than the clerk at the Table. I say, therefore, it is for us to
consider these matters, and to say whether the Government
performed its duýy, whether they aoted consistently with
their duty te themselves in allowing the sentence to take
its course. The hon. member for West Huron, in discuss-
ing the question of insanity, laid down the law as ho said
the law s. I am sorry I cannot say that ho did not try to
make it appear as it should b; but I will not infringe on
the rules of parliamentary debate. The hon. member in
making his speech, made this observation:-

" There is a popular misapprehension--"

perfectly responsible. I say it is fnot a proper rendering of the laWu; I
say it is not the law of the land."

That is the utterance of the hon. member for vVest
Huron, and it is just such an exposition of the law as we
might expect from that hon. gentleman, who las the habit
of not always quoting the law and stating facts as they
really are, whether from misapprehension or not 1 cannot
say, if within the bounds of parliamentary order. I would
like to say more than that. I say he ought to have known
the law. If ho did not know it, ho should not have as-
sumed the right to expound it in this House. Assuming
an air of importance which belongs to the position which
ho hopes some time to occupy as Minister of JuLtice, he de-
clared the law to ho different from what is laid down by
learneJ. commentators and celebrated writers-different
from what ho himself found it to be, as laid down in the
Manitoba Court by Chief Justice Wallbridge, Mr. Justice
Taylor, and Mr. Justice Killam. I will not go so far as to
say that ho did not read the case tried before that court;
but if he did read it, ho must have soen that the judges
based their decision on the principle of law which is
thoroughly established and well recognised by all English-
speaking people. It is well known that the MeNaughten
case settled the law on the subject of insanity. After the
trial of that unfortunate man, although ho was acquitted,
the House of Lords was called upon to ask the juiges of
the Privy Council to expound the law. They did expound
it, and that law is so expounded and laid down in the vey
work which the hon. gentleman had in his hand while he
was speaking, and I see that the passage is marked by hin-
self. Now, bir, Phat did the hon. gentleumn say ?

" Wharton & Stille, in their work on Medical Jurisprudence--

He forgot to tell us it was a celebrated Yankee work-
"lay down the following law:

"' That the 'right and the wrong ' test does not cover all the cases
of legitimate insane irresponsibility. Medical observation, based on an
induction which each year makes at once more extended in its materials
and more absolute in its results, tells us that there are parsons unques-
tionably insane who are capable of being inwtructed in the law of the
land, if knowing what this~law is, both in its general character and in
its results, and of being deterred by proper sanction from breaking such
law.' "
That is the law as laid down by Wharton & Stilîle, on page
122, aud 1 find the letter "C" mairked beside it, I suppose
by the reporter, and meaning "Cameron." If the hon.
gentleman was desirous of letting the House and the country
know -what the law really was on that quebtion ; if he had
so small an opinion of the knowledge of the members of
this House as to suppose they did not know what the law
was, why ha& ho not the fairness and candor to read what
is marked by himself just preceding the passage he read,
which states what ho knew was not the law at ail?

Mr. COOK. How do you know ho marked it ?

I do not know where the misapprehension is unless it is in Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). How do you know he did
his own mind:i not ?

" There is a opular misapprehension as to the rule that ought to pro
vail in crimina cases when insanity has been set up as a defence. The
opular opinion is, that if a man is able to distinguish right from wrong

le lu e 4c responsible for violation cf law. I say, Mr. dpeaker, that
that is an entire n esapprehension of the law'."I

And you will recollect with what force and in what a thea.
trical style the hon. gentleman said: "I say it is not the
law of theoland. "

" A man may be able to distinguish right from wrong, a man may be
perfectly rational upon every subject but one, and if he commits an
offence within the scope and limit ot that subject, then in the eye of the
laW he is not responsible. Now, I obîerve that the Minister of Publie
Works ias fallen into this error in discussing this question. I say there
is no excuse for him, and there is no excuse for the Minister of Justice,
if they have fallen into that error. It is an error into which it appears
to me the medical commission sent up to investigate the mental condi-
tion of Louis Riel have also fallen; because I observe that after they
pronounoed that he was uuffering under two deluions, they say he was

Mr. KF&m.

Mr. RYKERI'. I do not know whether the reputation
the hon. gentleman has for betting is true or not, but if lie is
prepared to put up a little sum for the benefit of the Ottawa
[lospital 1 would like to bot him on it. Now, Sir, what does
the author say at page 122 ? And I wish to draw the atten-
tion of the hon. member for West Durham to it, because it
seemed to me that when the hon. member for West Huron
was speaking I could see a scowl on the face of the hon..
member for West Durham. It seemed to me that the hon.
gentleman was indignant at the idea that any gentleman
who pretended to aspire to the position of Minister of
Justice should have the audacity to make such an exposition
of law. I felt for the hon. gentleman; I knew that hie
corporal was put up to expound the law for his party; I
knew what he was telling-I will not use an unparliamen-
tary expression-was not correct and that which no persoi
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would look on as the law of the land. This is what the
author say s at page 120:

"IBut it is proper here to state that by the Courts of England, of Mas-
sachusetts, of New York, and perhaps a majority of the American
States, in decisions to which reference bas been already made, the two
forma of defence which have been just stated are rejected, and the
' right and wrong ' test, with greater or less emphasis, is declared to be
that by which alone insanity, as a defence, is to be defined."

The hon. gentleman says that is not to be the test ; yet
that is the law as stated by the very author from which he
quotes, and in a foot note the very case of the Queen
vs. McNaughten, to which he referred, is cited. Therefore
the hon. gentleman, I will not say did know, but I say
ought to have known, when he was reading law from one
page, that that was the American law, and he was bound
to say whether that was the law of the land or not. It says
further :

"Did the defendant know enough to distinguish right from wrong as
to the particular case? If so, the defence of insanity is not made
out. If not, he is to be acquitted In England, this rule continues to
be laid down, in cases which will be hereafter fully discuesed with in-
exorable rigor ; and such is the unanimity with which it is uttered that
there is no probability of its being changed except by Act of Parlia-
ment."

Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman must have known that; I
will not say he was so ignorant as a professional man as not
to have known it ; I will Dot so underrate him as a lawyer,
even though he may ba a fifth rate lawyer, as to say that
he was not aware that such was the law of the land. Now,
Sir, let me go a little further. I am sorry to be obliged to
give the case so much importance; but we have been called
upon to pase our judgment upon it, and the people have
been so misinformed that it is necessary that they should
know what the law is and how it applies to a particular
once. Now, lot me point out what Mr. Stephen says in
Blackstone's Commentaries:

"The judges on a late occasion, however, gave it as their opinion
that if a man who takes another's life appears to have known at the
time that he was acting contrary to law, his being under an insane
delusion that he was thereby redressing some supposed grievance or
producing some public benefit, will not exempt him from the guilt of
murder; neither will he be exemi ted by being under an insane delusion
as te fact ; provided that the supposed tacts, if real, would not have
justified the act; but that, on the other hand, he will be exempted by
sncb delusion as last mentioned where the facts, if real, would have
justified the act."

That is the iaw as laid down in Blackstone's Commentaries,
page 103, Stephen's udition. Hon, gentlemen will see from
those two authorities that the hon. member is entirely mis.
taken, and made a quotation which, to my mind, is not
creditable to a lawyer. What were the questions asked by
the louse of Lords ? When I cite the question asked and
the answer given, every hon. member of this House, every
tyro in the profession, every student at the Bar, will tell
you there never was a case so like the case before us as the
McNaughten case. Well, in the McNaughten case the man
was acquitted -

Mr. LANGELIER. Hear, hear.

Mr. RYKERT,-but the House of Lords held he was
wrongly acquitted. Take the decision, and see what it says.
I will quote the question, then the answer, and, perhaps,
the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) will not
turn up bis nose so indignantly. Of course, as he is the
leader of the Canadian Bar, I feel some delicacy in arguing
éaw points with him. I know that in Chancery cases ho
thoroughly understands the law, and I muet there give
place to him, but I submit that in questions of criminal
aw there are others who have knowledge at least equal to
his. On questions of Chancery law, truste and that sort of
tbing, no doubt, however, the hon. gentleman has a
tboroughly well-balanced mind and is fully developed. I
find at page 105 of Bennett's Leading Cases, second odition,
this language used:

"The same test of legal responsibility was deliberately pronounced by
the judges of England, after great and anxious deliberation, upon ques-
tions put to them by the eouse of Lords, atter the trial of McNaughten,
10 Olarke and Finnely, 200, one ofthe most striking cases of insanity
on record. The first question wase: What is the law respecting alleged
crimes committed by persone affected with insane delusion, in respect to
one or more particular subjects or persons; as, for instance, where at
the time of the commission of the alleged crime, the accused knew ho
was acting contrary to law, but did the act complained-of with a view,
under the influence of insane delusion, of redressing or revenging some
supposed. grievance or injury, or of producing some supposed publie-
benefit ?

Could there be a stronger case that that ?-a case parallel
in every respect to the one we are considering. To use
the vulgar expression some hon. gentlemen at the bar
use, it is " on all foursI" with the case before us.

" To which the judges answered, assuming that sncb enquiries are
confined to those persons who labor under such partial delusion, only,
and are not in other respects insane, we are of opinion, that notwith-
standing the party accused did the act complained of with a view, unaer
the influence of insane delusion, of redressing or revenging some sup-
posed grievance or injury, or of producing some public benefit,,he je
nevertheless punishable, according to the nature of the crime committed,
if he knew at the time of committing such crime, that he was acting
contrary te law, which expression we understand to mean the law of
the land."

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

Mr. RYKBERT. When the House adjourned, I was en-
deavoring to show that the hon. momber for Huron
(Mr. Cameron) had misquoted the law in reference to the
question of insanity. I pointed out the fact that ho made
his quotation from a certain American writer, who had
distinctly doclared that the law as ho laid it down was not
applicable to England, that it had not been recognised by
the laws of England for a great many years, and had not
been recognised by the States of New York and Massa-
chusetts. The hon. gentleman simply quoted an opinion
that amounted to nothing, and that, too, in the face of the
fact that the learned judges of Manitoba had pointed out
the grounds on which they decided the question of insanity
against the prisoner. The hon. gentleman relied on the
McNaughten case, which ie familiar to every professional

.man in the House, but the hon. gentleman is entirely at
variance with the opinions expressed by those learned
judges. Justice Taylor, on the trial before the court, stated
the law on the eubject which I quoted, and gave his opinion :

" This has, I believe, ever since it was laid down, been regarded as a
sound rule of law on the subject "

Chief Justice Wallbridge, a gentleman whom, I have not
the least doubt, the Reform party recognise as a prominent
lawyer, and whose ability is well known throughout the
land, said :

" In my opinion, the evidence against hie insanity very greatly pre-
ponderates. Besides, it is not every degree of insanity or mania that
will justify hie being acquitted on that ground. The rule in that
respect is mostsatisfactorily laid down in the McNaughten case, 10 01. &
Fin. 200."

I find it also laid down, in the case of the Queen against
Barker, 3Cox, C.C. 275, by Baron Parker, who is recog-
nised by all authorities as one of the ablest judges that sat
on the Bench lu England:

" There is but one question for the jury's consideration, viz., whether,
at the time the prisoner inflicted the wounds which caused the death of
his wife, he was a state of mind te be responsible for the murder.
That would depend upon the question whether he, at the time knew
the nature and character of the deed he was committing, and, if so,
whether he knew he was doing wrong in so acting."

That sets at defiance the law as stated by the hon. member
for Huron (Mr. Cameron). Then we have still further the
opinion of that learned judge:

" This mode of dealing with the defence of insanity had not, he wu
aware, the concurrence of medical men: but he muet nevertheless, ex-
press hie concurrence with Baron Rolfe's views of such cases, that learned
judge having expressed hie opinion to b, that the excuse of an irresisti-
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ble impulse, co-existing with the full possession of necessary powere,
might be urged in justification in every crime known to the law ; for
every man might be said, and said truly, not to concur in any crime
except under influence of some irresistible impulse."

With that the hon. member for West Huron does not agree.
Then, in the case of the Queen against Layton, 4 Cox, C.
0., 149, tried-before Baron Rolfe, in 1848, where a boy of
12 years of age was convicted of poisoning bis grandfather,
under circumstances showing great contrivance and delibe-
ration, the defence set up was that the act was done under
an irresistible impulse which amounted to insanity. The
jury were told by Baron Rolfe :

" The witneEes called for the defence described the prisoner as acting
from uncontrollable impulse ; and they made other statements of the
value of which it would be for the jury to decide ; but he must say
that it was his opinion that such evidence ought to be seanned by juries
with great jealousy and suspicion, because it might tend to perfect jus-
tification of every crime ihat was committed. What was the meaning
of not being able to resist moral influence ?

" Every crime was committed under an influence of such a description,
and the object of the law was to compel peirsons to control these in-
finences ; and if it was made an excuse for persons who had committed
a crime that he had been goaded to It by some impulse, which some
medical men might choose to say he could not control, he muet observe
that such a doctrine would be fraught with very great danger to society."

Now, Mr. Speaker, this budding Blackstone on the other
side of the flouse does not agree with that. He takes issue
on that question altso, and ho also takes issue with Mr. Jus.
tice Taylor, one of the most eminent jadges in the Pro-
vince of Manitoba, in bis judgment in which he discusses
the question fully, as will be found on page 189 of the case
which bas been laid before the Houe. He says :

" After a critical examination of the evidence, I find it Impossible to
come to any other con clusion than that at which the jury arrived. The
appellant is, beyond all doubt, a man of inordinate vanity, excitable,
irritable, and impatient of tuitradiction He seems to have at times
acted in an extraordinary manner; to have sald many strange things,
and to have entertained, or at least professed to entertain, absurd views
on religious and political subjects. But it all stops far short of estab-
lishing such unsoundness of mind as would render him irresponsible,
not accountable for his actions. His course of conduct indeed shows, in
many ways, that the whole of his apparently extraordinary conduct,
his claims to divine inspiration, and the prophetic character, was only
part of a cunningly devised scheme to gain, and hold, influence and
power over the simple-minded people around him, and to secure per-
"onalimmunity in the event of bis ever being called tenaccount for his
actions. IHe eeeto have had in view, while professing ta champion
the interests of the Metis, the securing of pecunary advantage for him-
elf."

That is the opinion of Mr. Justice Taylor, and that is at
variance with the learned gentlemen on the other side of
the House. It appears that aU these gentlemen, the mem-
ber for Rouville (Mr. Gigault), the member for Bellechasse
(Mr. Amyot), and the rember for West Huron (Mr. Came.
ron), set up their opinions against that of the learned judge.
But there were other judges who gave their opinion also.
Mr. Justice Killam, a gentleman who is very well known, a
gentleman who was a distinguished member of the Reform
party, who was placed upon the Bench in Manitoba, was
called upon to give his opinion at the same time, and his
views are consistent with the laws of the land, consistent
with common sense, and consistent with the views laid
down in the celebrated McNaughten case, and his opinion
shows that the views of bon gentlemen on the other side
are entirely at variance with the law of the land, as laid
down in England, and as laid down in this country at the
present day. Mr. Justice Killam says :

" The argument for the insanity of the prisoner le based to a certain
extent on the idea that he was lu such a state of mind that he did not
know that the acts he was committing were wrong; that lie fancied
himself inspired of Heaven, and acting under the direction of Heaven,
and in a holy cause. It would be exceedingly dangerous to admit the
validity of such an argument for adjudging an accused person insane,
particularly where the offence charged is of such a nature as that of
which this prisoner ls convicted. A man who leada an armed insurrec-
tion does so from a desire for murder rapine, robbery, or for per-
monal gain or advantage of some kind, or he does so in the belief that
he las ea righteous cause, grevances which ho is entitled to take up
arme to have redressed. In the latter case, if sincere, he believes it to
be right to do so, that the law cf God permits, nay, even calle upon
him, to do so, and to adjudge a man insane on that ground, would be
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to open the door to an acquittal in every case uin which a man with an
honest belief in his wrongs, and that they were sufficiently grievous to
warrant any means to secare their redress, should take up arme against
the constituted authorities of the land. His action was exceedingly
rash and foAlhardy, but he reasoned that he could achieve a sutlicient
success to extort something from the Government, whether for bimself
or hie followers. Hie actions were based on reason and not on insaae
delusion."

That is the opinion of these eminent judges. Now, we are
told, and very coolly told indeed by the member for West
Huron, that, if there had been any doubt at ail about the
insanity of the prisoner, he should have had the benefit of
that doubt. That is entirely at variance with the law in a
case of insanity. The Crown is bound to prove bey ond ail
reasonable doubt that the offence was committed, but, when
the prisoner sets up the defence of insanity, he is bound to
prove that defence. The Crown is on its defence and the
prisoner has to makre the proof. It is the exact reverse of
the case where the question of the guilt of the prisoner is
in doubt and be receives the benefit of the doubt. To prove
that I am right on this point, I will quote the Queen against
Stokes, 3 C. and K., 188. Baron Rolfe says :

" If the prisoner rests to excuse himself upon the plea of insanity, it
is for him to make it clear that he was insane at the time of committing
the offence charged. The onus rests on him, and the jury muet be satis-
fied that he was actually insane. If the matter be left in doubt it will
be their duty to convict."

What does the member for West Huron say? HRe takes issue
with Baron Rolfe. 1 do not wonder at that; he takes issue
with ail these judges. This aping Blackstone appears to be
at variance with ail the judges of modern days. Now
listen to the arrant noisense, listen to what the hon. gen-
tleman stated in this House a few nights ago. Was any.
thinig o preposterous and so absurd ever heard on the fbor
of Parliament ? Wby, if a fifteenth-rate lawyer ever made
such an assertion in a court of justice, he would be turned
out of court.

I Tn view of what I believe to be clearly established-the insanity of
Louis Riel; or taking the lowest possible view of it, in view of the fact
that his sanity was in doubt, and the disregard of this Government of
the plainest principles of common justice to give every person the
benefit of the doubt."

Now, the courts have held differently. The doubt must not
be given in favor of the prisoner in a case ol insanity. I
find, in the case of the Queen against Iligginson, 1
C. & K., 130, Chief Justice Tindal said :

1"The question, therefore, is not whether the prisoner is of sound
mind, but whether he has made ont to the satisfaction of the jury that
he was of unsound mind."

The lon. gentleman, I suppose, will not agree to that. The
hon. gentleman cites cases which are not at ail parallel,
which are not of the same character as the one we have
now before us. I have quoted to this House the opinions
of learned judges, and they are entirely to the effect that
Louis Riel was not insane, and that on a fair and impartial
trial he was properly and fairly convicted. But, in our own
country, let us quote from those authorities that I was
obliged to quote from before recess; let us call into court
those witnesses for whose characters I have very little to
say, but who have great weight when they are quoted by
members on the Opposition side-I refer particularly to
the utterances of the Globe newspaper. On 6th July, 1885,
the Globe said :

" If, as some Bay, ho is insanie, there is much method in his madness.
A better defence ihaa he has fully outlined it would be impossibe fat
his lawyer to make."

On 25th July, 1885, is nother article on the same subject,
the Globe said :

" Altogether this document (Riel's diary):is an interesting one. It
will, we repeat, give no aid :or comfort, to those who build up the
hopes of the writer's release on the insanity plea, very much the re-
verse. If ail who are mentally astray, only as far as thesejottinge in-
dicate that Riel i, were shut up inone asylum, we should have to in-
crease the capacity of these institutions very considerably."
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So it goes to show, according to the opinion of the Globe
newspaper, the recognised organ of tie hon. member for
West Durham (Mr. Blake), that if all parties should enter
tain the same views of right and wrong which Louis Riel
did, we would not have room to accommodste them in our
asylums4 On August 4th, the same organ tries to prove
that he was not insane, in these words :

"Sir John's organ says that the (rown ie bound te act upon the
verdict unless the felon's insanity is established te its satisfaction. It
is right in aying that no one would care to see a madman hanged,
even for so monstrous a crime, but it will be exceedingly difficult for
the Government to decide that the evidence of his insanityi which the
jury deemed insufficient, should beihld sufficient, and it muht be difni-
cuilt te add materially to the evidence on that point submitted te the
jury."
So that for once the Globe coincided with the Mail, which
declared that the Government could not review the finding
of the jury upon the question of insanity. Moreover, we
have the distinguisbed opinion of no less a gentleman than
the hon. member for Bothwell, in which ho showed that
the duty of the Government was simply Ministerial, and
that the Government had no right whatever to express
their opinion on the evidence at all. Now, we have the
same organ again declaring on 22nd October, 1885:

As to-the prisoner's guilt of the highest crime that can be laid to a
man's charge there has been no shadow of doubt since hie letter to
Poundmaker was produced. Nor as to bis sanity has there been any
doubt since the jury having heard the experts evidence, decided that
Riel was responsible.

And on the same day, 22nd October, it says again:
"1We must say that the view taken by the chief organ (The Mail) as

to the impossibiltiy of re-opening the question of Riel' asanity after the
jury pronounced upon it is quite sound. '

What does the hon. member for Rouville think of that ?
What do the hon. members for Bellechasse, Hochelaga and
Quebec East think of that ? Why, Mr. Speaker, they have
been arguing against that from the beginning to the end, and
yet there is their own organ-well, I must take that back,
not the organ of my hon. friends on the opposite side, but
the organ of the hon. member for Quebec IEast. I will not
nffict this organ upon those hon gentlemen for I am satis-
fied they will repudiate it. The Mail said:

"As it ie not the province of the Executive te review the finding of
juries lu question of fact, unless new evidence bas in the meantime come
to light, and it is lnot pretended that such a thing has happened bere,
it follows that the verdict cannot be challenged on the ground of the
prisoner's insanity."

In which the Globe entirely concurred. And yet our friends
from Lower Canada, who take this strong ground upon the
plea of insanity, do not recognise the importance of that
statement. Now, I will once more call into the witness
box the hon. member for Bothwell, though he las got
angry several times to-day, and has thrown very hard names
aross the nfoor at me. On 14th August his paper contained
this language: .

"IWhen Riel's counsel put forward the plea of insanity th' practi-
call admitted that there was no other defence. Other deence, in
trut , there was none. But the ples of insanity was desperate. No man
would commit a crime if ho were wise or had a well-balanced mind ; and
it seems that Riel was a victim of that extravagant egotism which,
spart from disease or lesion of the brain, is perhaps the muet ommon
source of madness. But to those who knew him best he was se far frôm
a ang insane that they sent for him expressly te lead them in a most
d cuit and dangerons enterprise, placed themeelves under his guid-
ance, and apparently trusted and obeyed him te the end."

That is the opinion of that renowned lawyer, the member
for Bothwell. Now, I think I have shown to the satisfaction
of the House that the opinion of learned judges in this
country and England run, in the direction that Riel was
properly convicted. We have the records of the Privy
tiounoil, the records of the court in Manitoba, all declaring
that he had a fair trial, at a time when he put forth ail
his evidence on the plea of insanity, and u n that evidence
the jury found him guilty. Unless the fon. member for
Belleochasse and the hon. member for Iouville can prove

that he became insane between the time of the sentence and
the time of execution, and that the Government krowing
that fact, refused to issue a commission to examine him,
their case entirely fails. Then we are told that bis sen-
tence should have been commuted. The hon. member for
West Huron quoted a number of cases in which he says
that the sentences were commuted, but in no. one of the
cases he qnoted were the circumstances similar, and they
have no relevancy to the case of Riel. Now, Sir, this reso-
lution calle upon the House to censure the Government
because it allowed the execution to take place. That is a
debateable point as regards the prerogative of the Crown,
and it is not wise or expedient, nor is it usual in Parlia.
ment, to pass judgment upon acts of the Crown wbere it is
purely a question of the exorcise of the prerogative of meroy.
I am borne out in my observation by the hon. member for
West Durham, before he became fully aware of the bargain
and sale between the hon. member for West Ontario (Mr.
Edgar) and some of his Bleu friends in Lower Canada. He
made a speech in London, wherein he laid down very
broadly the grounds which should be taken by the Minister
of Justice. He said:

" As Minister of Justice I have had to advise lu many capital cases,
and I do not forget the heavy responsibility which resta on those in
whose hands are the issues of life and death, and whose task i. rendered
all the more difficult by reason of the large measure of discretion vested
in them, and expiessed in the word clemency. I know how much these
difficulties are enhanced by heated partisan and popular discussion, in
which distorted viewe and an imperfect appreciation of facts are likely
to prevail. I have been falsely and wantouly accused of selling the
prerogative for personal and for political gain. I deprecated then, as i
would deprecate now, such attacks on Ministers unless made with good
and sufficient reason. So delicate, in my opinion, !B the exercise of this
prerogative, that while I have sometimes been unable to reconcile my
judgment to that of the present Ministers, I have leit it, on the whole,
the lesser evil to be silent than to raise a debate, and I can easily con-
ceive, in fact I have known of cases in which, though I might differ
from the conclusion of the Ministers, I should yet refuse to censure
them for honestly taking a line which I would not follow."

Those are patriotic and statesmanlike sentiments. The hon.
gentleman takes the view that upon a question of the
exercise of clemency, a matter coming purely within the
knowledge of Ministers, they do not deserve censure except
upon the most extraordinary occasions. Then, Mr. Speaker,
the bon. member for Rouville cites cases from Sir William
Hlarcourt's specches:

" There was th case eof the diffRelty, however, where the jury recom-
mended mercy, and the judge did not second the renommendation, and
in that case it remained for the Secretary of State to form his own judg-
ment on the subject."

His argument was that where the prisoner was recom-
mended to mercy, the executive should exercise clemency
towards the prisoner. But he shows cases where it should
not be done. Now, thon, what does the hon. member for
Rouville say :

IHo sheould have called men of experience, alienists, who could make
a report which would commend itself to public opinion and would
leave no doubt as to the sanity or insanity of Riel."

Now, Sir, who asked for this pardon ? What evidence was
there presented to this House that Riel was insane, or that
there were grounds for believing him to be so? It is true,
that the Government, at the request of gentlemen from the
Lower Province, did have a certain commission issued, and
what was the result of that commission ? That commission
confirmed and corroborated the finding of the jury and
stated what the oourt themselves had recognised. Now, Sir,
it is a well known principle of law that pardons should not
be granted unless they are to be beneficial to the State.
That is laid down in Chitty's Criminal Law, page 791, in
the case of pardons :

" With respect to those cases where favorable circumatances may in-
duce the Crown to extend its prerogative of remission no generalrules
eau, of course, be given. The King, by his ooronation oath, is bound to
administer justice with mercy. But nothing can tend more to unsettle
the public ideas of crime than the frequent exorcise of the latter. It in
.ntende4 with great eloquence and ability by a velebrated writer on
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merlinal law, that clemency should shine forth in the laws, and not in
the 'Exeentive. But it muet b. adlmitted that there are tnany cames te
wbich negeneral ruistcanapply, where gummum ju would b.
summa injuria ; and where forgivenes is t once beneficial to the
Orown which bestows, and just to the party who receives it."

That is the rule laid down by learned writers in England,
whose writings are reoognised as law in this country. Not-
withstanding all that bas l een said about this man, what do
those who knew Riel best, who knew the state of the coun.
try in which he was operating, say ? The representatives
of the North West Council unanimously passed a resolution
to the following effect:

" Whereaq public meetings have been held in certain portions of the
Dominion at which it was sought to condemn the Dominion Govern-
ment for allowing the sentence of the court to be carried into effect l
the case of Louis Riel, who had stirred up rebellion among the half-
breeds and Indians in these Territories, and who, after a fair and impar-
tial trial by a competent tribunal was convicted of bigh treason ;

" And whereas the peane, progress and prosperity of these Territories
would have been jeopardised aud a feelirg of insecurity would have
been caused among the settlere had the man twice guilty of rebellion, and
who had not shrunk from the terrible responsibility of exciting the half-
breed& and Indians to armed insurrection been permitted to escape the
just penalty of hi@ miedeeds ;

" And whereas a fair, firm and Impartial administration of the law
muet b had if the lawr of our country are to be respected by aIl classes
irrespective of nationality;

" This Council desires to place on record its endorsement of the action
cf the Doinion Government in allowing the sentence of the court on
Louis Riel te be carried into effect."1
I have dealt with that branch of the subject, and now I
come to one which I would rather have avoided, but 1 feel
the responsibility of discussing it because the hon. member
for West Huron (Mr. Camron) bas dealt with it in a
manner totally unjustifiable and bas dragged the discussion
inf the House where no such discussion was necessary.
Ilo bas seen fi, ti ulludo to the position of the Oiangomn
of Canada. I do net hesitate te declare that I am ma
Orangeman, and as such I believe in the principles of the
order in whirh toleration and moderation are guiding
principles. The hon. member for West Huron said :

"In En gland they do not bang lunatics, but the Canadien prisoner,
although beyond doubt a lunatie, was execut8d by this humane Gov-
ernment, not in obedience to the law, not to vindicate the majestyof
the law, but in obedience to an unseen and irresistible power be nd the
throne."

Ha pointed to the fact that ten lodges out of two thousand
bare given some erpressions of opinion on this question -1
but he might bave gnne further. He might have said that
eight out of those ten lodges were Grit lodges. It is a
notorious fact throughout Ontario that those Grit Orange-
men have been endeavoring to control the order, that they
have been endeavoring to do so for years. Grits or Refor.
mers as they are sometimes called, have been zealously
and imsidiously themselves working into the Orange order,
and whenever they could create trouble they have done
se, as is evidenced by the fact that eight out of those
tan lodges were Grit lodges, and they placed on record their
views on the Riel question. I should like to know who it
was that cast this firebrand into Parliament ; who it was
that cast the firebrand on other occasions into other Parlia-
ments; who it was that proposed to cast a firebrand
throughout the Dominion, raising the Catholics against
the Protestants and Orangemen against Catholics ? The
Grit party ; and we all know that fact. Let the Orange-
mcn be true to their obligations. If he is so he must be
liberal towards bis fellow countrymen and towards all
religious bodies. I have here tbe constitution of the
order.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Io that the Grit or Tory
order ?

Mr. RYKERT. When the hon. gentleman goes back to
his constituency he will find out what it is.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I should like to meet yon
there.

Mr. BEMaT.

Mr. LANDE RKIN. What about timber limits ?

Mr. RYK ERT. We know something about those timber
limite; about 200 squ ire miles extending all over the
Dominion ; and that grant was made upon the eve of the
Government being kicked out of office.

Mr. COOK. That is false.
Mr. RYK ERT. I will read the declarations on page 4

of the conistitution of the Orange order :
"'Disclaiming an intolerant spirit, the association demande as an

indispensable qualification, without which the greatest and wealthiest
may seek admission in vain, that the candidate shall be deemed inca-
pable of persecuting or injuring anyone on account of his religious
opinions, the duty of every Orangeman being to aid and defend all loyal
subjects, of ever7 religious persuasion, in the enjoyment of their consti-
tutional right ''

That is a portion of the constitution. Casn it be wondered
at that the Orangemen of Canada were incensed on this
question ? Is it not fresh in the recollection of the House
and the country that infltmmatory speeches, some of them
were quoted by the hon,,member for Montreal Centre (Mr.
Curran) were made by the hon. member of West Durham
(Mr. Blake) in which most inflanmatory and violent lan-
guage was used ? That speech was sent out broadcast
throughout the Orange lodges of Canada. Every Orange-
man had one put in his bands, and were told that the
Conservative party were those who opposed the resolution in
regard to the murder of Thomas Scott. The hon. gentleman
inflamed the public mind, and if he sees the result of that
speech he, at least, cannot complain. Is it to be wondered
at that Oraugenien are ineensed in the Province of Quebec ?
I came across a little French work entitled: .Letelier de
St Just and his rime," by C. B Casgrain, M.P., a-id a Bouge.
In that I find some inflammatory language in regard to the
murder of Thomas Scott. And can it be wondered at that
in the face of all these declarations the Orangemen of Lower
Canada are incensed ? At page 146 I find this language:

"In the interval, the 4th March, Riel, either to disembarrass himself
of an inconvenient prisoner who threatened him, or to show an example
of his authority, or through fear for his own person, brought Thomas
Scott summarily before a pretended court martial, and some hours after
caused him to be shot by a platoon of soldiers, commanded by Captain
Lepine. The execution, stupidly directed, was brutal, and the groans
of the unfortunate victim were heard from under the lid of his coffin,
when it was raised to give hi n the coup de grace. The body, refused to
the parents, disappeared duriag the night, and no one has ever yet been
able to discover what became of it.''

That is a statement published by the member for L'Islet.
Does it show a conciliatory spirit towards those who differ
from him ? We find also the member for West Durham
(Mr. Blake), in his endeavors to catch the Orange vote in
Ontario and thereby upset the Government of the Hon.
John Sandfield Macdonald, moved a resolution in this
language :

"1. That the cold-blooded murder, for his outspoken loyalty to the
Queen, of Thomas Scott, lately a rasident of this Province, and an emi-
grant thence to the North-West, has impressed this House with a deep
feeling of sorrow and indignation, and, in the opinion of this House,
every efort should be made to bring to trial the perpetrators of this
great crime, who, as yet, go unwhipt of justice"
And, Sir, look at the rallying cry of the hon. gentleman
and his party for vengeance, we find that it was given in
his speech :

" The victim died because he was a loyal man ; he died because he
would not aid rebels; he died because lie resisted rebellion-he died in
fact for loyalty to Queen and country. Let his country write his epi-
taph in the records of her asemb y, and express a people's orrow or
hie untimely death, and a people's stern resolve that that death shal
be avenged."'

That was the appeal which he made to the Province of
Ontario in 1871 over and over again. In answer to that,
what have the Orangemen of Canada done to deserve the
new outburst, the change of front ? At a meeting of the
Grand Lodge held this summer, they did not cry for revenge
like the Grit party who ehowed their eager desire for the
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blood of Riel, their desire to have him hanged no matter
what the consequences might be. The resolution passed by
the Grand lodge was read by the hon. member for West
York, but it will bear to be repeated, because it will
exhibit the tolerance of Orangemen notwithstanding the
efforts that were made to inflame them by firebrande like
the hon. member for West Durham. This in the resolution:

"Resolved, that this Grand Lodge, in annual session assembled, takes
this, the earliest opportunity afforded, to express its admiration of the
loyal, patriotic spirit displayed by the members of the volunteer force,
shown as well by the alacrity with which they responded to the call to
arme as by the bravery displayed on the fieldof battle sud the hard-
ships endured without a murmur; it expresses its deepeit sympathy
with tha relatives of those who have fallen in the fight or whose lives
have been sacrificed by the insurrection in the North-West, as well as
with those who are now suffering from wounds received in action ; it
expresses the hope that the arch-rebel Riel will be captured. That the
rebellion will be speedily suppressed, sud that such steps will be taken
by the proper authority as will avenge the foul murders already con-
mitted and preclude the possibility of their recnrrence."

Is that language as strong as I have read this afternoon ?
Nothing like it, Sir. It is rather amusing to bear these
hon. gentlemen discuss this question. Why, Sir, they have
forgotten the history of the past. Have these Ref>rm mem-
bors forgotten the history of this Parliament and of the old
Parliament of Canada ? There was a time - hen they ma'e
strong appeals to the Orangemen. In 1857 we found the
following in the Globe nuwspaper, and I read it in order to
show that one day they are patting the Orangemen on the
back, and the next day they are patting the Catholics on
the back-that one day they are appealing to the Orange-
men to destroy the Catholics, and the next day appealing to
the Catholics to destroy the O argemen:

"Go to the polls at once. Orangemen, don't &urrender! We are
glad to see, that in spite of the efforts of some of their officiais, who
have sold themselves to the Ministry, a large number of the Orangemen
of Upper Canada stand firmly by their Protestant principles in the pre-
sent contest with the minion of the Pope."

A short time before that the Grit organ proposed to shake
up the Orangemen and Catholies in one bag. The Globe
said :

" We are not content to wait for that time in order to do something to
stem the Popish tide that threatens to sweep everything before it in
Canada. It is not necessary that wehould obtin a greater accession of
farces to drive off the black petticoated gentlemen who invade our teri-
tory. If we throw off dishonest Liberals on the one side, who are ready
to seli themselves to Popery for a pttance, and the High Church Pusey-
ites and recreant Orangemen on the other, who grant aIl the dtmands of
the Hierarchy, there would be an end to political Romanism in
Canada."

Then a long and powerful appeal is made to the Orangemen
to put down the Roman Catholics of this Dominion. We fiLd
that the Globe aliso said :

" In another part of this merning's paper (the Globe) will be found an
address to Mr. George Brown inviting him tobe a candidate for the
representation of the city * *a It bears the signatures of
the Grand Secretary and several hundreds of the most respectable and
infinential members of the Orange Association. We confess that this
is a most gratifying fact. ** l* No question the present
Government and their supporters have sold their party, their principles
and the country to the 'Romish priests,' for the base consideration of
obtaining office It is they, that have attempted to destroy our noble
school system at the bidding of the Romish hierarchy. It is they that
have sought to over-run Upper Canada withnunneries and monkeries."
That is the opinion expressed by these gentleman upon
that matter some time ago. But ail at once we find thom
still more enamored of the Orange Association. An
application made to this Parliament to incorporate the
Orange Association was voted down by a considerable
majority, and the Roman Catholics got their share of abuse
for voting in that direction. The Globe said:

l The fact is undoubted, we believe, thst the members of the present
Ministry have refused to support or permit the introductio-i ot a Bill to
incorporste the Orange Association though frequently demanded by
the people. The Orange Society is as well entitled to an Act ofincor-
poration as the Oddfellows or Freemasons, the Bible, or Tract, or
French Mission Societies, and certainly as well as the hundred varieties
of monks and nuns. *. Wevknow the reason why the Government
would not grant it, however it was because the Papists would not let
tem. They dure o inçur $me wrah of Thomas D'AÂroy K.ee,"

Well, in the old Parliament of Canada I had tie honor to
hold a seat.

An hon. MEMBER. Which party did you belong to
then ?

Mr. RYK ERT. I did not hear the remark of the hon.
gentleman, but I do net suppose I lost very much. In the
year 1863 an attempt was made te pass a law relating to
separate schools. That Bill was introduced by R. W. Sectt,
now a member of the SenatA. Ie was a strong Roman
Catholie as every person knows. He placed the Bill before
the iouse and he sbhowed that they were as-king simply the
sane privileges which were enjoyed by the Protestants of
Lower Canada; every Orangeman in that House, to their
credit be it said, voted in favor of the Bill. But their
reward was meted out to them, and 1, in common with the
others, had to bear the infliauion, and I was compelled te
retire in the face of the contest, because Orangemen and
bigoted Protestants were i 1filimed against me, becauge, in
the exercise of my obligations as an Orargeman, I was3 in
favor of granting to my Roman Otholic fr«ends in Upper
Canada the same rights which we enjoyed in Lower Canada.
The Globe abused the supporters of that measure in this
language :

'' The facta show how littie Upper Oanada need hope for in this ques-
tion from the supporters of the Ministry, and there is pressing need for
the exercise of a wholesome public opinion at next election. • The Grand
Master of aIl the Orangemen, as nsuai, voted for the Bill. When will
the absurd farce of professing Protestantism, giving itsiaid to the machi-
nations of the Romish hierarchy come to an end?'
And it gives the following list of those who voted for the
Bill :

" Anderson, Bell, Benjamin, Oameron (J. H.), Olarke, Daly, John A.
Macdonald, Powell, Robinson, Rykert."
We were condomned in unmeasured terms, and that is not
all. We found that the Grit press throughout the country
condemned the Orangemen because they desired and felt it
te be their daty te grant te their Roman Catholic fellow-
countrymen the sane rights which they enjoyed them-
selves. I find a choice article on the subject of the Orange
and the Bleu in the Hamilton Times of 24th November,
1885:

"I The sombination of the Orange and Bleu piled on the taxes and
divided the spoils, wherever the Bleus showed signs of revolt Sir John
raised the reward for their allegiance. The railway grants and the
virtual assumption of a part of Quebec Provincial debt are recent illus-
trations of this method."

I wonder how our Bleu friends from Lower Canada, who on
this matter are at variance with the Government, feel on
this question. Now, I propose te show who is te blame
for this rebellion as indicated by the Globe newspaper, and I
think our friends from Lower Canada will be highly flat-
tered when I read the compliments paid te them by that
parer:

"lIf Le Monde, which is said to be the property of Sir Hector Langevin
and the other Bleu journals of Quebec had then seconded our efforts,
this rebellion would have been prevented; unhappily they thought more
of their party than they did of the Metis or of the country, and they
now share with Sir John the responsibility of all that has taken place.
fere is another quotation from the Globe of 18th September,
1885:

" English papers In general have not suggested that Riel should not
be hanged, but it took a very small amount of ' second sight,' but of
ordinary intelligence, to foresoe that he would not. Sir John knew bet-
ter than to offend his masters, especially masters who knew of so many
of his discreditable secrets, and to whom he has yielded so often before
the first bell rang, to say nothing of the .second."

Well, Sir, in order that these gentlemen may see exactly
what they may expect from the Grit party, I propose to show
them a few opinions which the organs of that party have
expreseed with reference te tbem. A few days before the
execution of Riel, a celebrated Ontario Grit journal made
use of this languagu:

"l It is the only way (hanging Riel in effigy) that Riel will be hanged
b-the.present Government, who are soldbody and boue& to the Freuca
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The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), also joins in
condemning the Bleus. He had not much love for them,
but now his arms are open for them. I ehould like to know
how they would feel in the arms of those gentlemen-how
they would like to be embraced by the bon. member for
Bothwell and the hon. member for West Huron. On the
18th of November, 1885, the paper of the hon. membor for
Bothwell said:

" Here are the names of the fourteen Bleus wh> denounce the Govern-
ment for sentenceing Riel to death. These men are themselves largely
responsible for that condi:ion of things which gave rise to the North-
West insurrection. They defended the Government ; they resisted
criticism."

Thug you find the Globe newspaper, and other organs of the
Grit party, blaming the Bleu party of the Province of
Qaebeo for the insurrection. I think our friends, who are
not in accord with us fîr the time boing, will feel, when
they come to hoar the record of their new allies, that they
are in bad company ; and I doubt not that before this debate
closes, those gentlemen will find that they have made a
mistake, and will corne back to their former love. It is
well known that the chief plank in the platform of the
Refhrm party has been, " IDown with French domination."
When the great Retorm convention met in Toronto in 1859,
at which 570 noble Reformers were present-no doubt the
hon. member for South Grey was among them-

Mr. LANDERKIN. I was not born then.
Mr. RYKERT. It is unfortunate for the country, I

think, that you ever were. I find that that deliberate body
of 570 of the yeomanry of Ontario laid down a platform for
the guidauce fut'hiie R1eform pai Ly, the fundamental prin-
ciples of which was, "IDown with the Lower Canadiani." I
want to trace this thing down to the present time, and lot
these gentlemen, the bon, member for Beauharnois (Mr.
Bergeron) particularly, sec where they are going to land
themselves. Here are the resolutions passed by that con-
vention:

" Resolved that the existing Legislative Union of Upper and Lower
Canada has failed to realise the anticipations of its promoters, has
resulted in a beavy public debt, burdensome taxation, great political
abuses, and universal dissatisfaction throughout Upper Canada ; and
it is t'e Mgtured conviltionq -f this assembly, frorm the antagonism
developeu thruugh differouce of origin, local interest and other causes,
that the Union in its present form can no longer be continued with
advantage to the people."

In support of this resolution a manifesto was issued, in
which is to be found the following :-

" The Lower Canadians soon put their power to the test. New
demande are made, concession follows concession, and the public feeling
in outraged by fresh acte of injustice and prodigality."

That is how these men are described who are now going to
fall so quietly and calmly into the hands of the Grit party.
Again :

I We further allege that it enables Lower Canadian politicians to rule
the people of Upper Canada to an extent, and in a manner which no
high spirited people ought to tolerate."

And again :
"The option presented to them (members) is: Xaintain your prin-

ciples, laim justice for Upper Oanada, and remain powerless in oppo-
sition; or forsake your principles, became obedienti to Lower Canada
and the path of ambition is open to you."

The Grit organ followed this up by saying, on the 17th of
May, 1879 :

" The representatives of Quebec have no right to rule Ontario and
prevent her acquisition of the territory of which she bas so long been
deprived."

Then, Sir, we have a beautifal description of these gentle-
men by the samne organ of the 21th of May, 187 9:

" We have no doubt that possession of the territory is withheld from
Ontario for political reasons, and those of the most cowardly and
despicable character. Sir John's 'French tail' cannot endure the pros-
pot of a growth in the Province of Ontario."

Mr, mar.

We find another attack made on these same gentlemen in
the same organ on the same day:

" It is not beyond the bounds of possibility that Sir John bas sold out
the rights of Ontario in order to stop the mouths of the anti-Le tellier
faction. It is pretty clear that the last mentioned patriots, who atone
time were protesting that no apppropriation Blland no tariff Bill
should be passed until the Lieut.-Governor's head was in the basket,
were induced by some more or less questionable means to become all
at once as gentle as sucking doves. Has Ontario been made to pay
the Bill for buying of the Oppoition of their doughty Quebeckers?"

I am sure those gentlemen will highly appreciate that
opinion of them. Coming down to 1882, they are still
denounced as the enemies of Ontario, as they are up to the
time of the bargain made by the dispenser of gas, the mem-
ber for West Ontario, (Kr. Edgar) with the Bleus of the
Province of Quebec. The Globe of 14th February, 1882,
said :

"As a matter of fact the other Provinces were not protesting. We
know not what private pressure the Bleus of Quebec, ever the enemies
of Ontario and of progres, may have sought to bear on the Premier,
knowing themselves to be the right arm of his power, but no public
objection bas been made, no open, manly protest uttered by any Pro-
vince in this Dominion.'

This paper keeps following it up, and on the 16th of Febru-
ary, 1882, it said :

"The report concerning Ontario boundaries which was published
yesterday is very fully accredited to the Hon. J. A. Rousseau, a con-
spicuous representative of Blue irtareSts in the Ottawa Oabinet. 1t
containg ail that the animosity of M r Mousseau, aided by the ingenu-
ity of 8ir John, can find against the rights of this Province. Sir John
wishes to please the Blues of robbing Ontario for their benefit and then
insultingznm for the gratification of his own and their spite."

Such is the certificate of character these gentlemen get.
Thon, we find another organ, the organ of the hon. member
for West Huron, the Huron Signal. Spoaking ont boldly
on 29th May, last year, as follows:

" We have seen what has resulted from the rising In arms of a com-
paratively few unedncated and ignorant half-breeds and Indians, smart-
ing under grievances which are small in comparison with the indignities
that Sir John has seen fit to refihct on our Province of Ontarlo. If the
present course of the Dominion Government be persisted in, the sooner
Confederation ceases the better it would be for the Provinces. Ontario
has nothing to lose and everything to gain by secession. As it is now,
she is held by the throat by Sir John, at the back of the French Bleus,
and no effort is left untried to lessen his influence."

That is the way the hon, member for Hochelaga, the hon.
member for Beauharnois, the hon. member for Bellechasse,
the n. member for Rouville, and others, are describel.
Now we have had another illustration of the easy con
science of the Grit party in the Province of Quebec. A few
days ago we found that a eertain gentleman occupying a seat
in the Quebec Local House, Mr. Watts, resigned his seat for
the counties of Drummond and Arthabaska, on the same
ground as that which Mr. Joly took, namely, that he could
not recognise the fact that Riel should not be hanged.
What do you think happened lately? Why, this very Rouge
party in the Province of Quebec actually asked Mr. Watts
to become their candidate again, but ho respectfally
declined their invitation, for he knew quite well where it
would lead him. We have some other evidences, which I
will read for the gratification of our Quebec friends. The
Globe in September, 1885, says :

" Prom Tories, French and English, inconsistency must be expected,
and disregard of principle. The Quebee Tories, while they appear
willing to support Sir John Macdonald in everything that effects either
the Dominion at large, or any other Province than their own, do insist
in all that relates to their Province in their race, the wishes of Quebec
shall be respecttd. It is one of the worst consequences of Sir John
Maodonald's unprincipled administration that the people of Quebec are
thus trained to regard their interests as in all respecta distinct from the
interests of the people of the other Provinces and from those of the
Dominion at large."

We find aiso the Globe goes wild over the same question,
and speaks of" lthe unprincipled gang which is supporting
Sir John Macdonald." In October, 1885, it said:

"The Globe is not s wholly ignorant of latter-day Toryism as not to
know that, whatever is done wi Riel, mot one of those votes which Sir
John Maodonald als bis own wiU be lot to him. Rad Riel's plana for
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rising the Indians succeeded; had his second rebellion deluged the
North-West with blood as at one time seemed possible; had there been
2,000 instead of 200 victime slaughtered; had the whole country been
laid desolate, we know enough of the unprincipled gang which supporta
Sir John Macdonald to know that he would not have lost a vote in Par-
liament.'

The Globe then suddenly sees power looming in the far dis-
tance, begins to repent of its intemperate language, drops
down on its marrow bones, and, beginning to feel its way
cautiously, tries to coax the French Bleus a little, asking
them to walk into its parlor. It says:

" To refuse sympathy 1to 7our fellow-countrymen in Quebec, to hold
that because they wish to punish the Government we will maintain it,
would be almoit an incredible instance of narrow-minded race prejudice
and bigotry."

Then we find another organ, the Port Hope Guide, which,
I showed this afternoon, had jumped the fence just about as
quick as the hon. member for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin)
could if he tried. That organ, bidding for the French vote,
in the hope that a certain number of Bleus were going to
upset the Government, says:

" It has come to a pretty pass indeed that in the noontide glare of the
nineteenthcentury political offenders must suffer death if they dare to
assert their just right. We extend our hearty sympathy to our Quebec
brethren, and we assure them in the name of the Liberal party that
they have hosts of friends in Ontario who willb help them to organise a
national party whose platform will be broad enough to hold the Reform
members of the English speaking Provinces and our Prench (anadian
friends. God save Canada."

I wish them luck when they go into the arms of those
men. As a fair sample of what they may expect from the
Globe's party, let me give vou, Sir, from the St. Thomas

orme Journal, the organ of the hon. member from Elgin
(Xr. Cascy) and the second or third organ in standing of
the Grit party in Ontario, a quotation on 30th April, 18S5:

" A Toronto contemporary bas organised a crusade against the French
in Canada, and advocates the formation of an anti-French society. The
objections are not so mach to the people themselves as to the perpetua-
tion of their language and customs in this country. With this we
agree. We have altogether too much French in Canada for Canada's
good. This is an English country in preponderance of numbers, in
speech and in sentiment; and it is anomalous, degrading aud danger-
ous for us to longer recognise a foreign language as official. It is anom-
alous that the people of a portion of one Province should possess the
right of speaking in a foreign tongue within the Federal House of Par-
liament to the detriment and annoyance of six other Provinces. It is
degrading that the conquerors should permit the conquered to reinain an
isolated community, maintaining a language and customs separate and
distinct from those of the successful nation, and thus ever prove a dan-
ger and a menace to the latter. The solid body of French who inhabit
the Province of Quebec is the most dangerous element to the success of
Confederation."

What does the hon. member for Beauharnois (Mr. Berge-
ron think of that? The Rome Journal again says:

" Increasing at an alarmingly rapid rate, and maintaining the ideas
and customs of two hundred years ago, the French Canadians are noth-
ing less than a huge obstruction in the path of Canada's progress. They
are a distinct nationality imbedded in the heart of the Dominion, keep-
ing themselves to themselves, utterly devoid of the sentiment of loyalty
to Canada, and the progressive ideas common to the rest of the country,
and hoping for nothing more eagerly than the re-establishment of a
French dominion on this continent. That can never be, and the sooner
our French brethren become convinced of the fact the easier it will be
for them to swallow the unpalatable dose which sooner or later will be
administered to them. The time is coming,and nothing is hastening it more
than the conduct of the French themselves, when the English speaking
provinces of the Dominion will refuse to longer bend the kaee to Quebec,
and will assert the right of British North America to be governed as a
nation of Anglo-Saxons in speech, sentiment and custom.

Then we find that this paper, like the others, suddenly turns
to the right about face, as soon as it was discovered there
was some feeling of bostility being excited in Quebec against
the Government. The Globe gave the eue to the lesser
lights, and this is the way that organ turned its political
sommersault:

" The greatest enemies of Ontario have never been the Quebec Bleus,
though they have often been so represented (by the . Globe). However
much the people of Ontario (see Resolution of Reform Convention, 1859)
may have thought themselves aggrieved by the unwavering support
thos. Bleus gave Sir John Macdonald, it was never denied that in all
their doinga they sought the internts of the Province they repreeented.
They felt they were juatifed in making the demands which they made,
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and they had a right to presume that if the Premier and his Ontario
followers thought this, that, and the other measure so reasonable and
right as to support them, there was no particular reason for them to
oppose what they knew to be advantageous to their own Province."

We find also the St. Thomas Journal, from which I pre-
viously quoted, jumping the fonce and turning over to what
it supposed to b the aide of patronage and power. The
Journal thus recants entirely, after the' execution, what it
held before:

" We would willingly see Mr. Blake at the head of an Administration
whieh depended for its existence upon this fatefuil French vote. We say
put Edward Blake in John A. Macdonald's place, even if it be by the
hand of the Frenchman, and give him a chance."

That is the paper which denounced the French a foul
excrecence on Confederation. There is one speech to which
I can refer to with some degree of satisfaction, and I think,
with benefit to the Province of Quebec, and that is the
speech of Senator Girard in the Senate. His remarks
will commend themselves to the intelligence of every right-
thinking man in the country. He said:

" Certainly, had I acted as my frienda in Quebec bave doue towarda
the people of Manitoba, I would have been forced to seek a home in
some other country. Our friends in Quebec muet understand that we do
not care to submit to injustice when an injustice exista, any more than
they do, and for that reason we desire to protest against the agitation
that is brought about, as not being in the interesta of the Confederation.
It is very painful for me to have to rise in my place and say we do not
thank the Province of Quebec for what it bas don@, and we ask it asu a
favor to let Manitoba alone-"

That is the sentiment of an hon. gentleman who is
thoroughly posted on all political matters in the Dominion,
who understands the interest and welfare of Manitoba, and
has the interest of the whole Dominion at heart, a French-
man who lives in that section of the country, and who gives
good advice. I hope our friends in the Province of Quebec
will follow it. I think I have pretty thoroughly reviewed
the arguments advanced by hon. gentlemen on the other
aide. I have endeavored to show that certain of those
gentleman have laid down the law differently from what it
really is, and I have endeavored to show how fallacious is
the position they have taken on these questions. These
people now ask for an appeal to the people. I do not know
that it would be refused by anyore on this side of the
House. I think we would be rejoiced to have an appeal to
the people. We have been twice before challenged to have
an appeal, on both occasions that challenge has been
accepted by us, and on both occasions the people have
returned Sir John Macdonald's Government te power by an
overwhelming majority. When an appeal does come, I am
certain that the people will know how to choose between
the friends of the Dominion, the friends of the Confederation,
on the one side, and those on the other aide who have shown
themselves to be the party of bankruptcy and have mo
clogged in its working the machinery of Confederation.

Mr. BECHARD. I am not expected, I am sure, to follow
the speech of the hon. gentleman who has just sat down.
He does not come from my Province, and I think it is only
an act of courtesy to leave the duty of answering him to
some other gentleman coming from the same Province that
he comes from. Besides that, the length of the speech, the
very numerous quotations from newspapers with which he
adorned it, render it impossible for a man, excepting perhapS
a distinguished lawyer, as he may be, at leat for a layman
like myself, to swallow and digest such a dish as fast as it is
prepared. But, Sir, the hon. gentleman, inthe course of his
long remarks, said something which pecaliarly attracted my
attention. In addressing himmeit to my hon. friends from
Hochelaga (Mr. Desjardins), Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot) and
Rouville (Mr. Gigault), ho told them that there waa a paper
in this country which formerly attempted to incite religious
fanaticism, to array Protestants against Oatholics, ad he
mentioned the Toronto Globe. But,Sir, the-hon. genteman
ought to remember that the proprietor of that-perfidious
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paper, the Globe, was, after having published all these Crown, it will be admitted, I think, that the people are
terrible articles, embraced by the present First Minister of another tribunal who have a good deal to do with these
this country, that he was taken into the Cabinet as bis matters. Sir, the people of the country are also a com-
associate and accepted by the late Sir George Cartier petent tribunal. They are the supreme tribunal, and whilst
and the present Minister of Public Works. After this, Parliament may decide one way they may decide another
I will leave the hon. gentleman to the reflections and way-they may reverse the decision of Parliament, and
meditations which that unnatural and unholy alliance can they pronounce the final judgment. Sir, one day the hon.
inspire. While I was listening the other day to the gentleman, as well as the rest of us, will have to make his
speech delivered by the hon. the Minister of Public appearance before the high tribunal of the people, and I
Works, I noticed the cold reserve with which bis words think I am not mistaken in saying that when that day
were received by bis friends fnom the Province of comes they will let the hon. gentleman understand
Quebec. The applause, instead of coming as on former that when they sent him to Parliament and elected him
occasions, from all the friends eof the Government in this a Minister of the Crown, it was not with the expecta-
House, came far more from those hon. gentlemen a -part of tien that ho would at one time remain deaf to the
whom are supposed to be the representatives of people who solicitations, te the prayers, te the supplications of his
have nothing but sympathy for Riel, and the other part friends, of his people, of his Province, for the purpose of
representatives of people who are considered the most bitter securing the allegiance and the influence of the Orange
enemies of Riel and the half-breeds. Doubtless the hon. lodges of this country. In another part of bis speech, thé
gentleman's Quebec friends expected that he was prepared hon. member informs us as to the practice of the Govern-
to give stronger reasons and more valuable explanations ment in criminal cases, where sentence of capital punish-
than those which had been published some time ago by two ment has been pronounced, and when petitions are sent to
of his colloagues in vindication of the Government's course the Governmont asking for a commutation of the sentence.
in regard to Riel, but, at the close of the hon. gentleman's He said that in these cases the Government examined all
speech, you could notice the same resorve on the part of the facts relating to the case; that they weighed well ail
bis Quebec friends as had been manifested from the begin. the reasons pro and con, and thon came to the conclusion
ning. However, the hon. gentleman was not to be dis. which they considered right. Well, Sir, was this practice
couraged by that quasi desertion of bis old friends, and, as followed in the case of Riel ? Has that rule been followed
if te intimate that he had other friends in the House, he told in ail its integrity in the case which occupies the attention
us he was net representing in the Cabinet only the Province of this House ? Did the Ministers well consider the facts
of Quebec but the whole Dominion. It is quite true that and reasons which weighed in favor of Riel, as well as those
the bon. gentleman is Minister of Public Works for the whole which weighed against him ? Did they weigh weli all the
Dominion, but it cannot be forgotten that, when Confedera, extenuating circumstances of the case ? If they followed
tion was established, the rule was laid down that the differ- that rule, they must have considered a great many facta
ont parts of the Dominion would have respectively a certain which pleaded in favor of the unfortunate man.
number of Miniaters in the Cabinet; that Ontario would They must have considered the fact that the half-breeds
have five, Quebec four, and the Maritime Provinces four. have been for years petitioning the Government for a set-
According to that rule, I hold that, although the hon. tlement of their claim. Sir, I hold in my hand a document
gentleman is Minister of Public Works for the whole which I have reason to believe is perfectly authen.
Dominion, and as sueh is in duty bound te act with equal tic, and which contains a large number of instances
fairness to all the Provinces, he represents particularly the in which the attention of the Government was
Province of Quebec in the Cabinet, and if ho has held se drawn to the claims of the half-breeds. I find in
long a position in the Government of this country, ho is it a memorandum from Bishop Taché, urgently and
indebted for it to the people of that Province. It is on that eloquently exposing the grievances of the half-breeds,
ground, and because ho is in the Cabinet a representative of which document was sent to the Government in January,
the Province of Quebec, that ho would have boon deeply 1878. I find that a like document was sent in January, 1879,
affected, I am sure, by the quasi desertion of his friends to the Government, by Bishop MeLean, of the English
the other day, had it not been only apparent. If anyone Church. I find hero that a memorandum upon the same
ever supposed that the majority of those hon. gentle- subject, dated 17th December, 1879, was sent to the Govern-
men would abandon hima on that question completely, ment by Colonel Richardson; I find that a letter from Mr.
he must feel enlightened to-day and free from all illusion Orde, Indian Agent, was sent to the Governmont on the
in that respect. It is obvious to everyone, after the 3rd April, 1880. I find the report of a meeting convoked by
vote which was taken yesterday in this House, that, the Rev. Fther André, at Duck Lake, on the 23rd February,
although a certain part of those hon. mombers may be pro- 1880. I find a petition sent by Thomas MacKay, dated
pared to vote for the motion which is now before the House, 10th May, 1880, from Edmonton and Prince Albert, and
although a certain number of them may be prepared to bearing 102 names; I find a petition to the Governor
give a vote of censure against the Government for fear of Generat from the half-breeds during the summer of 1881,
being censured themseives by their electors, there is no bearing 112 signatures. I find a memorandum from the
doubt that, after that vote, they will next day Lieutenant-Governor of the North-West, on the 14th June,
return to their former allegiance, with the exception 188 1. I find, Sir, a telegram-and this is a most important
of a few, who, I think, mean to be persistent and document-sent by the Deputy Minister of the Interior
consistent in the course which they have adopted. from the North-West to the Government, and stating that
The hon. Minister of Publie Works, in the course of his stops ought to ho taken te prevent a crisis and formidable
remarks, complained that ho and his colleagues had been agitation. I find that energetic resolutions were passed by
insulted, that the Government's conduct had been assailed the North-West Council, bearing date 21st July, 1884, and
in the public press and in public meetings which wero held reasserting the absolute justice of the claims of the half-
in many parts of the Province of Quebec; that ho did not breeds. I find a letter from the Comptroller of the Mounted
care to vindicate his conduct before the people, but pro- Police, dated 3rd December, 1884, asking that dispositions
ferred to wait until ho could meet these charges and accu- should ho taken with the view of incresing the Mounted
sations here in Parliament, which he considered fthe proper Police in the District of the Saskatchewan. Sir, these are
tribunal to judge the conduct of Ministers. Sir, although only a small portion of the documents by which the atten-
the hon. gentleman chooses Parliament as the most com. tion of the Government had been called to this question,
petent tribunal to judge of the conduct of Ministers of the' Surely if the Goverument gave dueo consideration to Riel's
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case, they must have paid some attention to these documents.
The Government muet have considered that Riel did not go
to the North-West of his own motion, that he wa living
in the Territory of Montana, where he was working to
earn his livelihood, and that of his wife and children.
Did they consider the facts that he was solicited, entreated
by a delegation of hie friends, the half-breeds, to come to
the North-West, as they looked upon him as the only man
who had sufficient education to obtain redress of their
grievances ? They muet have considered the fact that from
seveial persons in the North-West they had learned of the
presence of Riel there, and that the agitation was increas.
ing and might lead to serious consequences. Did the Gov-
ernment consider the fact that the half breeds have Indian
blood in their veins, that they are not so civilised as whites,
and, consequently, ought to be treated differently and more
leniently ? Did the Government consider the fact that the
half-breeds did not intend to rebel, as the fact has been
already shown to this House by the hon. member for Pro-
vencher (Mr. Royal), a well-known supporter of this Gov-
ernment? Did they consider the fact that the half-breeds
did not intend to rebel until their minds had been poisoned
by some white settlers in the North-West who made them
believe that the last answer they would receive to their
petition would be bullets sent by the Government ? Surely
the Government must have considered the fact that the first
shot was not fired by the half-breeds but by the Government
Mounted Police ; a fact which las been declared by no less
porson than Archbishop Taché to be a declaration of war.
The Government have surely considered the fact that the
R yal Commission which they had app9inted last spring,
after the first blood had been shed, for the purpose of
investigating into the claims of the Metis acknowledged as
well founded almost all those claims, more than two thousand
of them, thue justifying the demands which the half-breeds
had been for so many years pressing, but in vain, on the
Government. Did the Government consider this other fact,
that the late Minister of the Interior had to resign his posi-
tion, a resignation which was interpreted by the people of
the country as a confession and admission of the misconduct
of the Government towards the half-breedse? If the Govern-
ment have considered all these facte, if they have paid due
attention to all the circumstances of the Riel case, they
must have come to the conclusion that if we had an insurrec.
tion lat spring in the North-West which cost the lives of
brave soldiers and poor half-breeds and to the public trea-
sury millions of money ; if the homes of the halfbreeds
have been destroyed and the settlement scatteied ; if those
people have been left upon the prairie destitute of all
resources and in a most distressing condition ; if respect-
able men, heads of families, have been arrested and
sent to gaol, and if besides all that Louis Riel died by
the hand of the hangman at Regina; that all those misfor-
tunes have been brought upon this country by the Govern-
ment's bad administration of the affaire of the North-West.
We were told by the Minister of Public Works, and by
other lon. members who have taken part in this debate,
that the Government had to take the verdict of the jury,
and that aithough the jury, after having found Riel guilty
of the crime with which he was charged, thought proper to
recommend him to the mercy of the Crown, the Govern-
ment had nothing to do with this recommendation, but were
bound to take the verdict of tbe jury as it was. I confess this
is a piece of reasoning which seems to me very peculiar. I
can well understand that it might apply to the judge who
presided over the tribunal at Regina. I can well understand
that, after the verdict had been brought in by the jury, the
judge could not modify it; that he had nothing to do with the
recommendation for mercy other than to transmit it to the
Government, and that the sentence he had to pronounce was
prescribed by law; but I think the Government of the
country had more latitude in this respect than the judge. The
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very law organising the court which tried Riel provided
that in regard to sentences of death passed upon prisoners,
they should not be carried ont exoept upon a special order
from the Government. But there is more than that. They
had the use of the royal prerogative which stands above
the law, and they had before them the humane practice
followed in England for a number of years which has been
pointed out by the hon. member for Rouville (Mr. Gigault)
in the extract quoted from a speech delivered by Sir William
Harcourt, in which it is reported that in criminal cases
where a sentence of death had been passed against a crimin-
al, and he had been recommended to the mercy of the
Crown, the sentence never had been executed. The hon.
gentleman and some ofbis friends protend that after having
set aside the question of the recommendation of the prisoner
to the mercy of the Crown, they had only to deal with
the question of the insanity of the prisoner. But
the Government remained as firm on this as they
did upon all the other questions. They appointed
a medical commission composed of three gentlemen.
I may say at once that the composition of that commission
was not satisfactory to the people of Quebec. Sir,
although the three gentlomen who composed the commis-
sion may be very respectable and honest men, and clever in
the exercise of their profession, still they are not specialists;
they do not profess to have the special knowledge necessary
to moke an investigation into mental diseases; one of them
had already given bis opinion, and it was therefore perfectly
idle to put him on that commission. But, Sir, they made
their report, and one of them says that although Riel has
delusions upon the subject .of religion, yet he holds him
responsible. Another one says that although Riel has
delusions on the subjects of religion and general government,
yet he is responsible. The third one says that Riel is
responsible on everything except on the subjeots of religion
and polities. Therefore, we see that those three gentlemen
do not perfectly agree in their opinion as to the state of
mind of Louis Riel. But, Sir, there was other evidence
before them. They had the testimony of Dr. Clark of
Toronto, who is a specialist, and who said he could not give a
decisive opinion because he had not seen the prisoner for
a sufficient time, that he would require a few weeks
to have the prisoner under bis notice and make a thorougIL
study of his disease, in order to be in a position to give a
positive opinion. . However, he added that from the testi-
mony he had heard in court, relating to the sayings and ac.
tions of Louis Riel, he had no doubt that this unfortunate
man had delusions, and that respecting the subjects with re-
gard to which he had delusions he would not hold him re-
sponsible. But, Sir, the Govern ment had other evidence and
stronger evidence than the evidence of these gentlemen.
They had the evidence of Dr. Roy, who is a specialist, and
who, for the last fifteen or sixteen years, has been engaged
in the treatment of mental diseases in a lunatic asylum. He
had had Louis Riel under bis care for more than a year and
a-half, and therefore had been able to make a study of iis
mental condition. He had had sufficient time to treat the
disease with which Riel was afflicted, and, Sir, he swore that
Riel had been a fool, that ho had been insane, and from
what hc had heard of the evidence given by the other wit-
nesses who had been heard in the case, as to the doings and
sayings of Louis Riel, and from what ho had himself seen of
him during the short time hoe had been at Regina, he
swore that he was irresponsible, not only with regard to the
particular subjecte with regard to which he had delusions, but
that he was irresponsible generally. Sir, that is most positive
evidence, but it seems to have had no influence with the
Government. The Minister of Public Works, in the course
of bis speech, exclaimed: Had Louis Riel the right to be
tried by another tribunal because he had French blood in
bis veins? I ask bas the evidence of Dr. Roy, who was the
only specialist sworn in the case, who knew the patient
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thoroughly, ha his evidence been set aside because he has
also French blood in his veins and is a French Canadian ?
But, Sir, it has been alleged that the jury did not find the pri-
soner insane. I can well understand that, Sir. I can well
understand that the jury, though they did not think that the
prisoner was insane, yet that they had doubts as to his
inmanity, and that by reason of those doubts they folt
bound in their consciences to recommend him to the mercy
of the Crown. I can easily conceive that the jurors were
not thoroughly convinced of his insanity, for it requires
medical mon to understand the peculiar effects of some
mental diseases, and it may have appeared strange to them
that a man may be insane respecting some peculiar subjeets,
whilst respecting all others he romains a sensible man. But,
Sir, at all events there was enough to put doubts in their
minds as to the insanity of Riel. Of course if they had been
pursuaded that he was insane, their verdict would have been
different; but the fact that they recommended him to the
mercy of the Crown gives reason for inferring that they
were moved to that course by the doubts they entertained
as to his sanity. But, Sir, that is not all. The extrava-
gance of language and the extravagent pretension exhibited
by Louis Riel were of themselves evidences of his in-
sanity. The very language quoted yesterday by the
hon. member for Montreal Centre, that language so
offensive to Archbishop Taché, the benefactor and friend of
Louis Riel, was proof that the man who used that
extravagant language towards his benefactor was nothing but
an insane man. The fact that ho wanted to divide the terri-
tories of the North-West inlto seven parts, which ho intended
to give to seven different nationalities; the fact that he expres-
sed the extravagant intention of giving Ontario to the Irish
and Quebec to Prussia; that ho intended to go to Rome to
accomplish there no less a reform than to depose the Pope-
all these facts, to any unprejudiced mind, show that
they could be nothing but the dream of a lunatic, an insane
man. But, Sir, the MinIster of Public Works told us that
after having considered and well weighed all the reasons
which militated in favor of and against Riel, they have found
out that they had a duty to fulfil for their Queen and country.
I would like to know if Her Majesty the Queen had any-
thing to do with the troubles in the North-West ? Does
any man believe that the poor half-civilised half.breeds
ever thought they were fighting against the authority of the
Queen ? Sir, these men knew they had rights, and those
rights have been acknowledged; they knew they had suffered
for many years: they knew they had been threatened to be
driven from their homes, which they had been improving
for fifteen or twenty years, by white speculators, the friends
of this Government; they knew that they had received
cruel and brutal treatment at the hands of some of the Gov-
erament agents in the North-West; they felt after that,
having been so long the objects of the Government's neglect
they could not obtain justice; and the y fought, not against
the authority of the Queen, but only to vindicate the rights
which they thought were theirs and which had been
trampled upon. Ah 1 Sir, if all the appeals which were
made to this Government in favor of mercy had been sent
to lier Majesty, and she had been left free to act upon them,
independent of interference from the Canadian Government,
I have no hesitation in saying that her mind would have
soon fully appreciated the extenuating circumstances of
the case, and that, finding her mind in accordance with the
diotates of her noble heart, she would have pronounced the
word "I mercy," and Louis Riel would not have ascended the
scaffold. The Government had their duty to fulfil to the
country, it is said. Is it possible, Sir, that the prosperity
and wolfare of the country can depend upon the hanging
of one man ? Bat, Sir, the Government had for their
instruction on that point several examples from other coun-
tries, where, in cases of political prisoners, it was not
thought necessary to take thoir lives. Th cases of Smith
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O'Brien, John Mitchell. and John Meagher, the leaders of
the Young Ireland party of 1846, have been cited by some
of my hon. friends who have spoken. After having been
condemned to death, the sentence of these mon were com-
muted, and they were sent to Van Dieman's Land, to
receive after a few years full amnesty. The case of
Cetewayo has also been cited. It is well known that after
some time spent in England, ho was sent back to his coun-
try in Zululand. We have also the case of Arabi Pasha,
who, after having been defeated by the British army, was
pardoned. Ho was a rebel against the legally constituted
authority of his country. Was he sent to the gallows ?
No, Sir; he was sent to the Island of Ceylon, where ho
is to-day living, as we usually say, the life of a Pasha,
More than thirty years ago the French army
captured the celebrated Arabian chieftain, Abd-el-Kadir,
who had on many occasions succeeded in lomenting insur-
rection in French territory. After many encounters with
him the French army captured him, and he was sent to
France. Was he condemned to the guillotine ? By no
means; ho was treated with all the respect and honor due
to a conquered hero. After some time ho was set free, and
ho lived in France for many years. He had during that
time an opportunity to study the character and institutions
of the French nation, and afterwards France had no botter
friend than the brave Arab Chieftain Abd-el-Kadir. The
Government had another great example, which has been
already quoted, but which cannot be quoted too often,
as it forms one of the greatest acts of magnanimity ever
witnessed by the world. After the terrible revolution of
the Southern States, which began in 1861 and lasted four
years, and which cost the United States thousands of
millions of dollars and the lives of more than one million of
men, the leaders of the rebellion were arrested; but were
they sent to the gallows to become the victims of
the hangman,? No; after a short time they were set
at liberty, and I do not hesitate to say that the
American Government by that act of generosity and mag-
nanimity did more to quell the passions of the people of the
South, and to conciliate and consolidate the whole nation,
than they would have done if they had resorted to the
avenging arm of the law. These, Sir, are great examples,
which should have taught our Government what was
the best policy to have~followed with regard to political
prisoners and even rebel leaders. They show that some
of the most civilised governments of the world have
come to the conclusion that instead of taking the lives
of political prisoners, it is better policy to extend to
them the mercy of the nation, and by that means to
bind them to future good behavior by a feeling of grati-
tude. Besides all these great examples, the Government of
Canada had before them the numerous petitions, solicita-
tions and applications which were sent to them by the
people of the Province of Quebec. The people of that Pro-
vince are well known to be an honeat, peaceful, law-abiding
people; they are sensitive and chivalrous in their cha-
racter, always disposed to sympathise with the weak against
the powerful, with the oppressed against the oppressor.
Although they were willing that this insurrection should be
suppressed, although they encouraged our soldiers when
they left their homes to go to the field, yet the people of
Quebec, who knew from the beginning that the half-breeds
had been ill-treated by the Government and provoked to
this rebellion, who knew the brutal treatment they had
received at the hands of the Government and some of their
agents, were willing that this Government should not hesitate
to exorcise clemency in their regard. The people of Quebec
did not hesitate to send solicitations and prayers to this
Government, and innumerable petitions were sent from all
parts of the Province praying for clemency; petitions were
also sent to the Government by people living outside of the
ountry, by people living in the States, and some came even
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from old France and Bngland, aIl asking the same thing. harmony with him, those who share his feelings and of whom
The press, at least the French proe of Quebec, was unani- ho is the leader and the instructor as a politician, all voted
mous-both the organs of the Government as well as those against the resolutions on the ground that the punishment
of their opponents--in advising the Government to be was too light? Ž-o; but on the ground that itwas too severe;
merciful; a portion of the press of the United States, and of they advocated a complote and full amnesty in favor of Riel.
the press of France, and of the English pi ess, joined in Now, after the Conservative party in the Province of Quebec,
advising the Canadian Government to ho merciful. They told of whom the Minister of Publie Works was and still is the
the Canadian Government that the death of Louis Riel would leader, took such a position how can ho agree with the
be considered as a political crime, and would cause him to be leader of the Government in inflicting upon Riel a
regarded as a hero and a political martyr. But all this was of second punishment for an offence committed fifteen ycnrs
no avail; nothing could move the hearts of the Canadian ago? Sir, there are men someti mes who do not always hold
Ministry, and Louis Riel had to ascend the scaffold of Regina the same opinions with regard to cases which, however, are
and perish a victim of the haugmain. Yesterday the hon. analogous; and this was very well stated last night by my
member for Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran) told thi BHouse hon. friend from [egantic (Mlr. Langelier) when ho pointed
that the indignation aroused in Quebec bad been excited by out ihe fact that there were, in this House, hon. gentlemen
the Rouge leaders. Does ho not remember-and no man who, while they were denouncing Riel as a rebel, were full
knows botter than he-that the night of the veryday when of admiration for those wbo participated in two great rebel-
the execution took place, indignation meetings were held in lions which formerly took place in England. It is perfectly
the great cities of Montreal, Quebec, and even here, at true that, if Riel had attempted to conquer the North-West
Ottawa, at the very doors of the First Minister? This and succeeded in establishing a permanent Government in
movement was spontaneous and soon became general. that country, it would have been regarded to-day as a glorious
The people did not wait the suggestions or instiga- event and ho would have been a hero, and have been called
tions of the Rouge leaders, and numerous meetings took by no one a rebel and a traitor. It is equally certain on the
place in different parts of the Province. Who were heard other hand that if Oliver Cromwell and the Prince of
at those meetings denouncing the Government's conduct ? Orange had not succeeded in their attempts against the legit-
Was it only the Rouge leaders? No; but some of the imate monarchs Of England, they would have been treated as
moet distinguished and best friends of the Government as traitors and rebels and would have lost their heads on the
well. Now, with all those petitions, with ail those appeals scaffold. Yet I am sure that there are many gentlemen in
under their eyes, all praying for mercy, how is it that the this House who admire those great rebels of England, and
Government could not come to the conclusion that Riel who do not regard Oliver Cromwell and the Prince of Orange
should be pardored ? The hon. Minister of Publie Works as rebels and traitors, while they consider Louis Riel as a
(Sir Hector LaLgovin) told us why. Hie said the Govern. rebel, a traitor and a deserter from his faith, though ho is a
ment had before their eyes the fact that fifteen years rebel on a less scale. I cannot sit down without referring
ago Riel had been the cause of the death of Thomas bri fly to the speech made by my hon. friend from Provencher
Scott, and that ho had not been tried for that offence ; (Mr. Royal). The hon. gentleman, who is known to ho a solid
in other words, the unfortunate Thomas Scott had friend of the Government, admits that the half-breeds have
friends in this country, and Riel had to be sacrificed to been neglected by the Government, and snuch an admission,
their vengeance. Sir, I never, for my part, excused Riel made on the part of a gentleman who is so strong a follower
for the death of Scott. Whon that sad event occurred 1 of the present Government, means a great deal. The hon.
happened to occupy a seat in this fouse, and I did not gentleman does not blame the agitation which bas been for
hesitate to call that odious deed an act of insanity, an some time taking place in the Province of Quebec. He
unnecessary act. But since I have known Riel more thor- terms it, very mildly, the exaggeration of a noble feeling,
oughly than I did then, i am covinced that then, as after- but ho would advise that it ehould not be continued, for it
wards, ho was an insane man, because there was no noces- might lead to serious consequences; and, do you know, Mr.
sity in that rebellion to put Soott to deatb. Scott could Speaker, what are these consequences ? The first is, that it
have been ensily kept in gaol, and there was no reason which might lead to a change of Government. I can well under-
made it necessary t sentence him to death. In my view stand that this would be, for my hon. friend, one of the
Riel was not excusable, except on the ground that ho was worst consequences to be foared; but, for my part, I do not
thon very likely insane, as ho was shown to be afterwards. fear that consequence, and if we are to have it, I think the
But Riel had already suffered punishment for that crime; sooner the botter, for the benefit of the country. The other
and, Sir, according to English law, no British subject consequence, ho says, would ho, perhaps, the annihilation
ought to be punished twice for the same offence. This of our special institutions in the Province of Quebec. I
man, however, stands to-day as having received a double would ask if my hon. friend bas been frightened by the
chastisement for his crime. I could well understand threats of the Toronto Mail and the Winnipeg S&ftings.
that the First Minister should try to punish hin a second If so, I eau tell him that they have frightened no
time for the death of Scott, for 1 well remember that when one in the Province of Quebec. We have, in that
my hon. friend the moember for East York (Mr. Mackenzie), Province, as my hon. friend perfectly well knows,
who was loading the Government, introduced the resolutions special institutions, special rights guaranteed to us, and we
inflictirg upon Riel and Lépine a compulsory absence of five mean and intend to keep them, to maintain them and to
years from the country, the right hon. gentleman, who defend them against all assaults, no matter from what
was thon leading the Opposition, laughed at the punish ment, quarter they might como; but we have no reason to fear
and said, in answer to my hon. friend from East York: that we shahl ever be pushed to that extremity. So far, the
Your resolutions inflict upon a bloody murderer the punish- hon. gentleman says, we have been well treated by the
ment that would have been inflicted upon a man who had English majority in this Dominion. That is quite true, but
stolen a sheep. The right hon. gentleman voted against at the same time it is well known that we, the majority in
those resolutions on the ground that the punishment they Quebec, treat with generosity the English minority in that
inflicted upon Riel was too light. But, Sir, how can the Province. So long as we continue to act with that gener-
hon. the Minister of Public Works feel in accord with his osity towards our English friends; so long as we content
leader on that point? It is true the Minister of Public ourselves with defending our rights, and resort to no other
Works was not in the House at the time, but his friends means but legal and constitutional means; so long as we
in the Province of Quebec, those who were then and never encroach upon the rights of others, I am sure that we
ar till bis followrs, those who not in sympathy and will ever be met with the respect and the sympathies of all
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honest, peaceable citizens, of all fair and good-minded men,
and those form the vast majority of the English people of
this Dominion. I am sure that the advice of my hon. friend
from Provencher, although very charitable and friendly,
will not be followed in the Province of Quebec, for, if
the theory contained in such advice was to be put into prac-
tice, the people might become slaves, and the people
of the Province of Quebec will never consent to
be slaves in this Dominion. The people would only then
have to let governments do as they please, and never hold
them responsible for their actions. The people do not
think so in the Province of Quebec, as tbey do not in old
Ireland, where for some years they have been agitating for
the redreus of grievances of a very important and grave
character. Both parties in England have been in power
within a few years, but no Government ever attempted to
arrest the Irish leaders, because those people are making a
constitutional agitation; and I am free to say en passant that,
although I deplore as deeply as any man the excesses, the
outrages, the crimes which have been committed in some
parts of that country in the course of that agitation, I could
not prevent my heart enlisting its sympathies in favor of
that people. I do hope that the present First Minister
of England, who is regarded, and justly regarded, as one of
the greatest statesmen of the age, I do hope the Grand Old
Man, as they call him, will successfully prepare some mea-
sure and pass it through Parliament by which ho may

cify Ireland in giving satisfaction to ber people. I would
too happy if I could expect as much from the Canadian

Government towards the poor half-breeds of the North.
W.est.

Mr. LAURIER. Since no one on the other side of the
House has the courage to continue this debate, I will do so
myself. The Minister of Public Works stated that the
Government were ready and anxious to discuss this question,
and this is an evidence of the courage they pretend to
possess. Sir, in all that has been said so far, and that has
fallen from the lips of hon. gentlemen opposite, there is one
thing in which we can ail agree, and one thing only-we
can all agree on the tribute which was paid to the
volunteers by the Minister of Public Works when he
entered into a defence of the Government. The volunteers
had a most jainful duty te pei form, and they performed it
in a most creditable manner te themselves and the country.
But under the uniform of a soldier there is generally to be
found a warm and merciful beart. Moreover, our soidiers
are citizens who have an interest in this country, but when
they are on duty they know nothing but duty. At the
same time it can fairly be presumed that when on duty the
heart feels and the mind thinks; and it may be fairly
presumed that those who were on duty in the North-West
last spring thought and felt as a great soldier, a great king,
King Henry IV of France, thought and felt when engaged
in battle for many years of bis life in fighting bis rebellions
subjects. Whenever his sword inflicted a wound he used
these words: "The King strikes thee, God heal thee." It
may be presumed that perhaps our soldiers, when fighting
the rebellion, were also animated by a similar
spirit, and ppayed to God that he would heal the wounds
which it was their duty to inflict, and that no more blood
should be shed than the blood shed by themselves.
The Government, however, thought otherwise. The Gov-
ernment thought that the blood shed by the soldiers was
net sufficient, but that another life must also be sacrified.
We heard the Minister of Public Works attempting to1
defend the conduct of the Government, and stating that its
action in this matter was a stern necessity which duty to
our Queen and duty to our country made inevitable. Mr.
Speaker, I have yet to learn-and Ihave notlearned it from1
any thing that bas fallen from the lips of gentleman opposite
-that duy to Queen and country may ever prevent the
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exercice of that prerogative of mercy which is the noblest
prerogative of the Crown. The language of the hon. gen-
tleman was not the first language of the same nature. This
was not the first occasion when responsible or irresponsible
advisors of the Crown attempted to delude the public, and
perhaps themselves as well, that duty to Queen and country
required blood, when mercy was a possible alternative.
When Admiral Byng was sentenced to be shot for no other
crime than that of being unfortunate in battle, there
were men at the time who said to the King that
the interests of the country required that the sen-
tence should be carried out, though the court
which had convicted him strongly recommended him
to mercy. Those evil counsels prevailed, and the sentence
was carried out; and the verdict of history, the verdict
of posterity-posterity to which hon. gentlemen now
appeal-has declared long ago that the carrying 'out
of the sentence against Admiral Byng was a judicial
murder. And I venture to predict, Mr. Speaker, that
the verdict of history will be the same in this instance.
In every instance in whieh a Government bas carried
out the extreme penalty of the law, when mercy was
suggested instead, the verdict of history has been the
same. Sir, in the Province to which I belong, and especi-
ally amongst the race to which I belong, the execution of
Louis Riel has been universally condemned as being the
sacrifiee of a life, not to inexorable justice, but to bitter
passion and revenge. And now, Sir, before going any
further, it is fitting that, perhaps, I should address myself
at once to the state of things which has sprung up in Quebec
from the universal condemnation of the Government, not
only by their fes, but by their friends as well. The
movement which has followed the execution of Riel
has been strangely misconceived, or I should say, bas been
wilfully misrepresented. The Tory press of Ontario at once
turned bitterly and savagely upon their French allies of
twenty-five years and more. They assailed them, not only in
their action but in their motives. They charged them with
being animated, not with any honest conviction of opinion,
but with being animated with nothing less than race preju-
dices; they not only charged their former friends, but the
whole French race as well, that the only motive which led
them to take the course they did in the matter of Riel was
simply because Riel was of French origin. They charged
against the whole race that they would step between a
criminal and justice, the moment the criminal was one of
their own race. They charged against the whole Frerch
race that they would prevent the execution of the law the
moment the law threatened one of their own. Mr. Speaker,
on this matter I am not desirous of following the example
which has been set before us by hon. gentlemen opposite of
citing copious newspaper extracts, aithough I could cite
extracts of the most bitter nature that ever was penned, of
the Mail newspaper and other Tory organs against French
Canadians. I will not import into this debate any more
acrimony than can be avoided, but I will simply quote a
single paragraph from the Mail-and one of the most
moderate-which will show the general spirit of the attacks
made upon us. On the 7th of December last, the Mail
wrote as follows, speaking of the French Canadians:-

"Their leaders are paying us back at the present tiine by auserting
that tbey hould have the righi of auspending the operation of law
against treason whenever they choose to demand its suspension in the
interests of a traitor of French origin, even though he may have been
twice guilty."

Sir, I denounce this as a vile calumny. I denounce this as
false. I claim this for my fellow-countrymen of French
origin that there is not to be found anywhere, under heaven
a more docile, quiet and law-abiding people. I claim this
for my fellow-countrymen of French origin-and I appeai
to the testimony of any of those who know them and have
lived amongst them-that whatever their faulta may be, it
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is not one of their faults to shield, conceal and abet crime.
It is true that upon the present occasion the French
Canadians have shown an unbounded sympathy for the
unfortunate man who lost his life upon the scaffold on the
16th November last. But if they came to that conclusion,
it was not because they were influenced by race prefer-
ences or race prejudice, if yon choose to call it so. They were
no more influenced in their opinion by race prejudice, than
were the foreign papers which deprecated the execution of
Riel. Itis a fact that'the foreign press, the American press, the
English press, the French prees, almost without any excep-
tion, have taken the ground that the execution of Riel wais
unjustified, unwarranted and against the spirit of the age.
Certainly, it cannot be charged against that press that they
were influenced by race feelings or prejudices, if you choose
to.call them such. And in the same manner, 1 say, the
French Canadians, in the attitude which they took, were
not impelled by race prejudices, but by reasons fairly
deducible and deduced from the tacts of the case. But if it
had been stated that race prejudices, that blood relations
had added keenness and feeling to a conviction formed
by the mind, that would have been perfectly true. I
will not admit that blood relations can se far cloud
my judgment as to make me mistake wrong or right,
but I cheerfully admit and I will plead Lruilty to that
weakness, if weakness it be, that if an injustice be com-
mitted against a fellow-being, the blow will fall deeper
into my heart if it should fall upon one of my kith and kin.
But I will not admit anything more than that. That race
prejudices can so far cloud myjudgment as to make me
mistake wrong from right, I do not bolieve to be true.
Before I go further, I desire to say this: It las been
stated, time and again, by the Afail newspaper and
by other Tory organs, that it was the present intention
of the French Canadian leader3 to organise a purely
French Canadian party, to lay aside ail party ties and to
have no other bonds of party in this House but that tie of
race. I protest against any such assertion. Such assertion
is unfounded, it is calculated to do harm, it is not founded
on truth. It would be simply suicidal to French
Canadians to form a party by themselves. Why, so soon
as French Canadians, who are in the minority in this
louse and in the country, were to organise as a poli-

tical party, they would compel the majority to organise as
a political party, and the result must be disastrous to
themselves. We have only one way of organising parties.
This country must be governed and can be governed simply
on questions of policy and administration, and Frenci
Canadians who have had any part in this movement have
never had any other intention but to organise upon those
party distinctions and upon no other. In order to lay this
question at reet, I cannot do better than to quote the langu-
age of the hon. member for Hochelaga (Mr. Desjardins)
at a meeting that took place recently at Longueuil. That
meeting took place in January, I believe. Mr. Benoit, the
hon. member for the county, had been invited, but had not
put in an appearance, and the fact had been commented on
by some speakers who had addressed the meeting. Mr.
Deejardins spoke as follows:-

"d r. Benoit has perhaps done well to hesitate, because I have my-
self hesitated, seeing at the head of the invitation I received, ' Parti
National.' If it be understood by 1'Parti National' that it is a party
other than those already existing, I am not of that party; but if it be
understood that Liberals and Conservatives shall unite in the same idea
and present a united front when their national intereste may be iuper-
illed, I am of that party. In our movement we have not desired that a
criminal should escape death because he was a French <anadian ; but
because as regards Jackson and Riel, if the first had his life saved, the
second should have had it also. We do not want any more privileges;
we are etrong enough, but what we want is justice for aIl."

It bas been stated by sober-minded people that the
execution, even if unjust, of the man who was executed
and who is believed to have been insane by those who
sympathise with him, does not make this a case for

the outburst of feeling which has been made in Quebec
on the occasion of Riel's execution. I differ from that
view. In our age, in our civilisation, every single human
life is valuable, and is entitled to protection in the councils
of the nation. Not many years ago England sent
an expedition and spent millions of her treasure and
some of her best blood simply to rescue prisoners whose
lives were in the hands of the King of Abyssinia.
In the same manner I say that the life of a single subject of
Her Majesty bore is valuable, and is not te be treated with
levity. If there are members in this House who believe
that the execution of Riel was not warranted, that under
the circumstances of the case it was not judicious, that it
was unjust, I say they have a right to arraign the Govern-
ment for it before this country, and if they arraign the
Government for it and the Goverument have to take their
trial upon it, it must be admitted as a consequence that cer-
tain parties will feel upon the question more than others.
It is not to be supposed that the same causes which influ-
enced public opinion in Lower Canada acted in the same
manner with all classes of the community, that the causes
which actuated the community at large were identical in
all classes of the community. Some there were who believed
that the Government had not meted out the same measure
of justice to all those that were accused and who took part
in the rebellion. Others believed that the state of mind of
Riel was such that it was a judicial murder to execute
him; but the great mass of the people believed tbat
mercy should have been extended to all the prison.
ers, Riel included, because the rEbellion was the
result of the policy followed by the Government
against the half-breeds. That was the chief reason which
actuated them, and it seems to me it is too late in the day
now to seriously attempt to deny that the rebellion was
directly the result of the conduct of the Government
towards the half-breeds. It is too late in the day to dispute
that fact. Yet we have heard it disputed in this House.
By whom ? By the last man whom I should have expected
would have disputed it-by the hon. member for Proven-
cher (Mr. Royal). He gave us the other day his version of
the origin of the trouble. lEvery body is responsible for the
rebellion except one body. 'I he Globe is responsible for it;
the Farmer's Union is responsible for it; the white settLiers
are responsible for it. Everybody you eau conceive is res-
ponsible fer it except the Government. The Government
is perfectly innocent of it, as innocent as a new-born child ?
Such was the statement made by theb hon. member the
other day. But if the hon. member is now earnest as to that
matter, how is it that the half-breeds alone have been proie.
cuted. If the Globe is the cause of that rebellion, the Globe
should have been the first to be indicted. If the white set-
tiers were the instigators, the white settlers should have
been indicted also. There is more than that. The counsel
for the Crown received authority and even instructions spe.
cially to proceed against the instigators of the rebellion, the
white settlers, who certainly wonld have been more guilty
than the half.breeds whom they had instigated to rebellion.
HIere is part of the instructions given by the late Minister
of Justice to the counsel for the Crown :

" It must be, and from the information which th Government have
it seems probable "-

It seems the Government share the opinion of the hon.
member for Provencher, and they profess to act accordingly.

"It must be, and from the information which the Government have,
it seeme probable that the rebellion has been encouraged actively by
whites, partieularly in Prince Albert. Nothing in the whole duty
entrusted to you is, I apprehend, more important than that we sould
if possible find out some of the men who, with far better knowledge
than the half-breeds, stirred them up to rebellion, and your special
attention is asked to this point."

The hon. member for Provencher (Mr. Royal) does not
seem to have given any help to the counsel for the Orown,
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notwithstanding the knowledge which enables him to say
on the floor of Parliament, with the responsibility attach.
ing to his utterances, that the white settlers are responsible
for the rebellion. If they are, how comes it that no white
settler has yet been indicted-that every white settler is
at large? What are we to infer from this ? Are we to
infer that the Government has receded fromt the position
which was here taken by Sir Alexander Campbell ? Or
are we to infer that the stateinent of the hon. member for
Provencher is only one of those wild assertions made as a
last expedient in the defence of acts otherwise indefensible ?
But the hon. gentleman went further. He not only charged
the white settlers, the Farmer's Union, and the Globe news-
paper, but ha also held responsible the Mackenzie Adminis.
tration. He said that tho Administration of that Govern-
ment, from the time that they took office to the time they left
had been a perfect blank. Well, Mr. Speaker, it is a charge
which cannot be made against the present Administra-
tion. Their Administration was not at all one blank. Blood,
blood, blood, prisons, scaffolds, widows, orphans, destitution,
ruin-these are what fill the blank in the Administration of
this Governmont of the affairs of the North-West. But, Mr.
Speaker, there might be something to say, as the hon. gen-
tieman will apprehend, upon the Administration of the hon.
member for East York (Mr. Maekenzie) of the affairs of
the North-West Torritories, but the present would not ho a
seasonable time, and the occasion may arise hereafter. But
let me tell this to the hon. gentleman : If the Administration
of Mr. Mackenzie was blameable for its treatment of the
affairs of the North-West, if they were remiss in their
duties, how much more blameable must be the presont
Administration, which have not yet done that which should
have been done by their predecessors ? But I forget; the
hon. gentleman has nothing, or, at least, very little, to say
against the present Government. It may be possibly that
they have not been altogether diligent in the duties they
had to perform, but still they have shown a great deal of
good will-at least, so says the hon. gentleman. Here is
what he says:

" In 1880 Sir John Macdonald took the first opportunity he had, in
order to bring in a Bill in this flouse-he himself, ~the leader of the Con-
servative party. introduced a Bill in Parliament to extend the same pri-
vileges and rights to the half-breede in the territories as those enjoyed
under the Manitoba Act by the half-breeds in the Province of Manitoba."

This statement is correct, except with regard to the date
which should have been 1879 instead of 1880. Sir John
Macdonald, as hoesays, introduced a Bill to extend to the
half-breeds of the North-West Territories the same privi-
loges as have been granted to those of Manitoba. That was
done in 1879, and the Act which I hold in my hand reads
as follows:-

" That the following powers are hereby delegated to the Governor in
Council to satisty any claims existing in connection with the extinguish-
ment of the Indian titles preferred by the half-breeds resident in the
North-West Territories, outside the limita of Manitoba previous to the
15th day of July, 1870, by granting land to such persons to such extent
and on much terme and conditions as may from time to time be deemed
expedient."

The provisions of this statute were repeated in the Act
of 1833. But before we proceed further, it may be impor-
tant to at once define what were those privileges and rights
which were extended to the half-breeds of Manitoba. By
the Act of 1870 it was decreed as follows:-

'' And whereas it is expedient towards the extinguishment of the
Indian title to the lands in the Province to appropriate a portion of such
ungranted lands to the extent of 1,400,000 acres thereof for the benefit
of the families of the half-breed residents, it is hereby enacted that
under regulations to be from time to time made by the Governor General
in Couacil, the Lieutenant Governor shall select such lots or tracts in
snch parts of the Province as he may deem exped ent, to the extent
aforeeaid, and divide the same among the children of heads of families
residing in the Province at the time of the said transfer to Canada."

And by a further Act, the Act of 1874, the same privileges
wsre extended, not only to heads of families but to minors,

Mr. L&iaIza.

the children of half-breeds, as defined in section 32 of that
Act. These Acts, as they were administered, assigned,
first, to each head of a family the plot of land of which he
happened to be in possession at the time of the transfer, to

f the extent of 160 acres; and, besides that, the half-breeds
were also granted, for the extinguishment of the Indian
title, 160 acres of land or scrip for 160 acres of land ; and
each minor, 240 acres or scrip for that quantity. In 1879
the First Minister took power to extend the same privileges
to the half-breeds of the North-West. It will be seen that
the half.breeds of Manitoba were treated as a special class.
They were not treated as Indians ; they were not treated as
whites, but as participating in the rights of both the whites
and the Indians. If they had been treated as Indians they
would have been sent to their reserves; if they had been
treated as whites they would have been granted home-
steads; but as I have said they were treated as a special
class, participating in both rights of whites and
Indians; as whites they were given a homestead of 160
acres on the plot of land of which they happened to be in
possession; as Indians, they wore given scrip for lands to
the extent of 160 acres for each head of their family, and
240 acres for minors. In 1879, as I have said, the Govern-
ment passed a statute similar to the statute of Manitoba.
Did they act upon it ? When did they act upon it ? When
was the first thing don'e by the Government of Canada to
put in force tho Act of 1879 ? The first thing ever
done by the Government of Canada to put in force
the Act they themselves had passed was on the
28th January, 1885. Sixlong years elapsed before they
attempted to do that justice to the half-breeds which they
had taken power from Parliament to do at the time. During
all that time the Government was perfeotly immovable. The
hon. member for Provencher (Mr. Royal) told us the Govern-
ment had done their duty by the half-breeds. Sir, if the
Government had done thoir duty by the half.breeds, how is
it that the half-breeds so often petitioned the Governmont to
grant them thoir rights ? How is it that they so often deluged
the Department with petitions and deputations? How
is it that they so often appealed to the hon.
member for Provencher himself? How is it, for
instance, that on the 19th of Novomber, 1883, Maxime
Lépine, now a prisoner in the Manitoba penitentiary,
Baptiste Boucher, wounded in battle, Chartes Lavallé,
wounded in battle, Iildore Damas, killed in battle, and
several others, addressed Mr. Duck, the agent at Prince
Albert, asking him te try and induce the Government to
grant them their rights, representing at the same time that
they had petitioned, and that their petitions had been sup-
ported by prominent mon, amongst others the Hon. Mr.
Royal, the momber for Provencher, and all without avail?
How is it that these mon, in order to obtain the rights which
werc denied them, have gone through such an ordeal as they
have, if the Government did justice by them? Is this not
the greatest condemnation that could be pronounced against
them ? An agitation was going on all the time in the
North-West, and the Government were perfectly immovable.
The hon. member for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot) stated the
other day that the Government during all those years were
slumbering and snoring. I believe the expression was none
too strong, because we have evidence of its truth in the
Government's own blue book. Would you believe it, Mr.
Speaker, we have evidence that the Department had forgot-
ton the law which they themselves had placed on the
Statute book; we have evidence that the Government
actually forgot that the half-breeds were entitled to special
privileges. The thing is almost incredible; yet here is the
evidence of it. There was a meeting held at Prince Albert
of the settlers of the locality, te take into consideration
their own grievances and the grievances of the half-breeds
as well; and amongst the resolutions carried was the fol-
lowing, the third one:-
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"Moved by Mr Miller, seconded by Mr. Spencer, and carried unani-

mously:-' Whereas the Indian titie in this district or territory has not
become extinct, and the old settlers and half-breed population of
Manitoba were granted scrip in commutation of such title, and such
allowance bas not been made to those resident in this Territory-
Resolved, that the right hon. the Minister of the Interior be requested
to grant such scrip to such settlers, thus placing them on an equal
footing with their confrères in Manitoba."'
This resolution simply asked that the half-breeds of the
North-West should be treated just as the half-breeds of
Manitoba were treated-just as the hon. member for Pro-
vencher said they should have been treated ; and what was
the answer of the Department? The answer of the Depart-
ment will show precisely what I have stated, that the
Department at that time, in 1881, had forgotten the tenor
of the statute they had placed on the Statute-book before.
Here is the answer, addressed to the Hon. Lawrence Clarke,
who had transmitted the petition:

"DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OTTAwA, 22nd Nov., 1881.
"SIR,-By direction of the Minister of the Interior, [ have the honor

to acknowledge the receipt of memorial handed in by von, of certain
resolutions passed at a meeting cf the inhabitants f te district uf
Lorne (which you represent in the North-West Council), held at Prince
Albert on the 18th October, 1881.

" In reply to the questions involved in the several resolutions contain-
ed therein, I am to say as follows:-

"Resolution No. 3. As by treaty with the Indians their title to any
portion of the territory included within the district of Lorne bas been
extinguished, this resolution would need explanation."

lere was a resolution calling upon the Government to give
effect to a law passed by themselves-to give the half-breeds
the special rights to which by law they were entitled to, and
yet the Government declares that this resolution requires
explanation. Well, the explanation came, and it was not
long in coming. Mr. Clarke answered as follows:-

"CARLTON, N.W.T., 25th January, 1882.
"SiR,-I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of

the 22nd November last, embodying the reply of the right hon the Min-
ister of the Interior to a memorial, handed in by me, of certain resolu-
tions passed at a meeting of the inhabitants of the district of Lorne, held
at Prince Albert on the 18th October, 1881.

' With regard to resolution No. 3, it is remarked that:
' As by treaty with the Indians, their title to any portion of the ter-

ritory included within the district of Lorne bas been extinguished, this
resolution would ueed explanation.'

" I would respectfully submit that the Indian title, no doubt, bas been
extinguished, but evidently not that of the half-breed residents of the
North-West Territories.

"The Government of the Dominion of Canada have repeatedly
acknowledged the right in the soil of the balf-breed inhabitants, as is
proved by the Parliament of Canada, in 1870, 33 Vic., chap. 3, section
31, as follows : "

Then he recites all the acts by which the Parliament of
Canada had doclared, time and again, that the half-breeds
were entitled to for their Indian title; and goes on:

" It will be seen, therf fore, that from the first enactment, in 1870, to
the last, in 1879, the rights in the soil of the balf-breeds, bave been recog-
nised by the Government, and provision made for the extinguishment of
their title.'

This explanation was certainly clear enough, but the Gov-
ernment at once fell again into the state of immovability
in which they had been living, and the Minister fell again
into the state of repose in which lie had been living for so
many years before. The half-breeds petitioned again ; they
sent their friends upon delegations to Ottawa; they sent
the hon. member for Provencher; yet the Government
nover took any action in the matter until the 28th of
January, 1885, when the Minister felt his seat shaken by
the tempest that was threatening to sweep over the country.
But it was then unfortunately too late. When the seeds of
discontent have long been germinating, when hearta have
long been swelling with long accumulating bitternesses,
and when humiliations and disappointmonts have made men
discontented and sullen, a small incident will create a con-
flagration, just as a spark on the prairie, under certain cir-
cumstances, will kindle a widespread and unquenchable
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fire. Then the Government moved, but it was too late.
The incident occurred-what was it ? The hon. member
for Provenchor told us what it was. After the (vorn-
ment had ient a commission, a mai had the impru leuce to
say that a commission would not come, but that bullets
would come instoad ; and this statement of the hon. gentle.
man is corroborated by a statement of At chbishopTTaché in
a letter publishod in Decomber last, in which, speaking of
the commencement ot the rebel lion, ho said:

" The assurance that a commission would be sent was net accepted.
People preferred te believe a rumor which went to show that instead of
granting them their rights, the authorities were te send irons for their
leader, and bullets for those who would protect him That conviction
produced the result which was te be expected. The half-breeds thought
they would resist and defend themselves. Badly armed, without ammu-
nition or provisions, they took possession of the stores in the vicinity.
The unfortunate attack made against them at Duck Lake was a
declaration of war."

It will striko many minds now that thero is a groat analogy
between the origin of this rebellion and the origin of the
rebellion in Lower Canada in 1837. An agitation had been
going on in Lower Canada for many years, as it had been
going on in the North-West for many years, and it was
when the Govornment attempted te arrest the leaders of the
movement that the rebellion broxe ont; and without going
any farther, I am glad to recall the fact that, deplorable as
was this rebellion in Lower Canada, it secured at once to
the Lower Canadians the rights which they had boen
vainly seeking for so many years, and secured this further
result: that although the population had been hithorto in
favor of rebellion thoy at once bocame the most faithful
subjects England ever had. in the samo mannor, though
the last result has net been obtained, it may ho and will be
obtained, I have no doubt, in the North-West, because the
immediate result of the rebellion thore has been te secure
to the half-breeds the rights which had bon denied to them
up to that timo. i have charged the Government with not
orily having been negligent in the duty they owed to the
hall-bree is, but with denying to the half-breods the rights
to which they wore entitled. I charge thor with, not
ignoring only, but actually refusing, of design aforethought,
the rights to which the half-breeds wore ontitled. The first
order the Government passed under the statute was that of
the 23th January, 1885. What was that ordor ? Its provi-
sions arc important te consider, in view of the charge I have
just preforred against the Government. The order runs as
follows:-

" On a memorandum dated 26th January,1885, from the Minister of the
Interior, submitting that it is desirable, with a view of settling equitably
the claims of' half-breeds in Manitoba and the North-West Territories,
who would have been entitled te land had they resided in Manitoba at
the time of the transfer and filed their claims in due course under the
Manitoba Act, and aise of those who, though residing in Manitoba ani
equitably entitled te participate in the grant, did not do se, te ascertain
the number ofsucb half-breeds, and recommending that lie be authorised
te obtain an enumeration of them, and te employ three persons te make
such enumeration."

The provisions of the ordor, yo see, wore, first, to cause an
enumeration teobe made of the half-breeds who were
entitled to compensation, in order to settle equitably the
claimsof those half-breeds. What was to be that equitable
settlement? The order is vague upon that point; it is not
only vague, it is silent. Was the settlement to be that
which was granted to the half-breeds of Manitoba, as was
insinuated the other day by the hon. member from Proven-.
cher (Mir. Royal)? I say no; I say that the sottlement
that the Government then contemplated, and wbi .h is called
equitable, was not the settlement which had been made in
favor of the half-breeds of Manitoba. I may here rocall what
was the latter sottlement. The half-breeds of Manitoba wore
given, first, a free grant of the plots of lànd which they oc-
cupied, to the extent of 160 acres each, as whites; thoy were
given, in the second place, in extinction of the Indian title,
land te the extent of 160 acres for each head of family, and
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land or scrip to the extent of 240 acres for every minor.
Was this to be the settlement which was to be given by the
Government under order of 28th January ? I say it was not ;
and I call to witness upon this point the language spoken by
the First Minister himself on the 26th March last, when this
matter came before this House. On that occasion ho said:

"l As a whole the half-breeds have been told that if they desire to be
considered as Indians there are most lhberal reserves that they could go
with the others; but that if they desired to be considered white men
they would get 160 acres ýof land as homesteads. But they are not
satisfied with that; they want to get land scrip of equal quantity--1
think upwards of 200 acres-and then get, as a matter of course, their
homesteads as well."

You see, therefore, that the Governrment, on the 26th March,
1885, was not disposed to treat the balf-breeds of the North-
West Territories as they had treated the half-breeds of
Manitoba. If they had been disposed to do so, the First
Minister would have said: We will give them, as we have
given the half-breeds of Manitoba, the plots of land on
which they reside, as free grants of 160 acres each, this to
be their rights as homesteaders ; and as Indians we will
give them, in extinguishment of their rights to the Indian
title, land scrip to the extent of 160 acres for each bead of
family and 240 acres to each minor. No ; the language of
the First Minister shows that ho was opposed to their being
treated in this way. He said : "If they wanted to be trdated
as Indians, they could go on the reserves; but if they wanted
to be treated as whites, they could have a homestead like
other whites." Therefore I charge the Government with
this, that when they passed the order of 28th January,
1885, it was not the intention of the Government to afford
the same justice to the half-breeds of the North-West
Territories that had been afforded to those of Manitoba.
But, by the way, I may mention that this passage, which I
have just quoted from the speech of the First Minister, has
been eliminated from the bound volume of Bansard, and I
call the attention of the Debate; Committee to this fact. *The
intentions thon expressed in the language I have just quoted
from the First Minister were carried out four days later, on
the 30th March, when another Order in Council was passed,
and how did that Order in Couneil read ? It read as
follows:-

" The inister of the Intetior is of the opinion that it is expedient
that those claims should be satisfied by granting: First, to each
half-breed head of a family resident in the North-West Territories,
outside of the limits of Manitoba previous to the 15th July, 1870, the
lot or portion of land of which Le is at present tine in bona fide
and undisputed occupation by virtue of residence upon and cultiva-
tion thereof, to the extent of 160 acres, and if the lot or portion of
land for which lie is in bon4 fide occupation as aforesaid, should be
less than 160 acres, the difference to be made up to him by an issue of
scrip, redeemable in land, at the rate of one dollar er acre, and
in caseof each half-breed head of a family residing insthetNorth-W est
Territories prenions te the 15th daX ef July, 1870, who is not at present
in bonàfide occupation of any lan , scrip be issued, redeemable in land,
to the extent of $160."

The same provision is thereafter made for the minors. Let us
examine this Order in Council. What does it provide for?
It provides simply this, that the half-breed, shallget a grant
of 160 acres as settler or homesteader, but that nothing
shall be given him in extinguishment of his Indian title.
If the half.breed is in possession of a plot of 160 acres, he is
to receive a free grant of it-nothing more; if his lot is not
160 acres, he is to receive the differnce-nothing more ; so
that it is manifest at that date, under this Order in Council,
it was not the intention of the Government to give to the
half-breeds of the North-West Territories the same rights
that had been given to the half-breeds of Manitoba. Theî
commission being issued under this order, it was not
possible for the commissioners to do otherwise than to carry
out the provisions contained in the order. They had no J
authority to go to any greater length than they weret
authorised by that order. The commission was issued to
Mr. Street, Mr. Goulet and Mr. Forget, and, as soon as
they came to the North-West, as soon as they came to t

*Se Personal explanation on page 186.
Mr. LAuRiE.

investigate the matters involved, they saw at once that
this proposed settlement would be no settlement at all,
that the half-breeds would be still dissatisfied ; and, upon
the 4th April, Mr. Street telegraphed to Mr. Macpherson,
the Minister of the Interior, as follows:-

"If desired by half-breeds, would it not be advisable to grant scrip,
one sixty or two forty dollars, permitting them to acquire title to lands
in occupation through possession ? Otherwise, Government really gives
nothing for Indian title. Do you wish me to give notice that com-
mission will take evidence of claims other than those of half-breeds ?
Pearce concurs in first suggestion."

Here is the telegram in which the commissioner at once
points out that, if he carries out the Order in Council, the
Government gives nothing to the half-breeds for the
extinguishment of the Indian title. Thon the next day, a
letter followed up the telegram from Mr. Street, and it is
still more significant :

" Mr DEAR SiR DAvD,-We arrived here early this moining, and I met
my fellow commissioners at the Dominion hands Office at 10 o'clock.
They introduced the subject as to which I telegraphed you yesterday,
and spoke very strongly as to its being one which was likely to be a
serious stumbling-block in our dealings with the half-breeds. Lest you

.should not fully have understood my telegram I will shortly state the
point. Suppose we find that a half-breed has been upon and, since 15th
July, 1870, in occupation of a parcel of say 160 acres, under circum-
stances which, if lie were a white settler, would entitle himto a grant of
the land under the homestead clauses under the Dominion Lands Act,
under the authority we now possess we could, if he were the head of a
family, allow him nothing more than the 160 acres ; we could allow
him nothing for his claim as a half-breed, and, inasmuch as the Govern-
ment has all along been purporting to deal with the half-breeds as if
they had some general rights beyond those of ordinary incoming set-
tiers, my fellow commissioners say that great dissatisfaction and disap-
pointment will be created if we give to these occupying half-breeds only
that which any ordinary settler can claim, and nothing for the extinguish-
ment of his Indian titie. Mr. Pearce discussed the matter very f ully
with us and concurred in the advisability of our obtaining, if possible,
the power to enable us to allow the half-breed to claim the land occu-
pied by him under the homestead provisions, and in addition to give
hiru his scrip for the $160 or $340, as the ca'e may be, for his Indian
title."

There was the policy which was suggested by Mr. Street
as soon as ho had commenced to investigate the matter,
and what was the answer ? The very following day there
was this telogram which should have been sent six or seven
years before at least:-

"W. P. R STREET, Q.C., Chairman Half-breed Commission,
"Winnipeg.

"No objection toyour suggestion to give scrip, and allow occupants
to acquire title throaugh possesuton wha de3ired by them."

At ]ast justice had been given to those people. For seven
long years they had petitioned, and petitioned in vain. Oa
the 26th March, the Prime Minister in his place in this
House, gave it as his policy that those men were not
entitled to any special privileges, that they had no such
rights as were given to their confrères in Manitoba, that
they were to be treated not as half-breeds, not as a special
class, but either as Indians or whites. At last justice was
coming to them. At last what they had been petitioning for
for so many years was coming to them, and what was the
cause ? In ten days, from the 26th of March to the 6th of
April, the Governmont had altered their policy and had
given what they had refused for years. What was the
cause ? The bullets of Dtuck Lake; the rebellion
in the North-West. The Government had been refus-
ing for years, and a a la-t these mon took their* lives
and liberties in their hands, and ut last the Governmont
came down and gave thom what they were entitled to. I
appeal now to any friend of liberty in this House; I appeai
not only to the Liberals who sit beside me, but to any man
who has a Britisih heart in his breast, and I ask, when sub-
jects of Her Majesty have been petitioning for yaars for
their rights, and those rights have not only been ignored,
but have been denied, and when these men take their lives
n their hands and rebel, will anyone in this House say that
hese mon, when they got their rights, should not have
aved their heads as well, and that the criminals, if criminals
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there were in this rebellion, are not those who fought,and bled they delivered their country from the yoke of Austria; with
and died, but the mon who sit on those Treasury bouches ? the Americans, in their stupendous struggle for national
Sir, rebellion is always an evil, it is always an offence against unity; with the Mexicans, in their successful attempt to
the positive law of a nation ; it is not always a moral crime. resist the foreign domination which the French Emperor
The Minister of Militia in the week that preceded the sought to impose on them; with the French themselves in
execution of Riel, stated his sentiments of rebellion in these their generous though often misguided efforts to establish
words: "I hate ail rebels; I have no sympathy, good, bad amongst themselves the bulwark of freedom and responsi-
or indifferent with rebellion." Sir, what is hateful-I use ble government; with the Danubian population, when
the word which the bon. gentleman made use of-what is they attempted to rid thomselves from the degrading
hateful is not rebellion, but is the despotism which induces domination of the Turks ; and when at last-at last-
that rebellion ; what is bateful are not rebels, but the a section of our own countrymen rose in arms to claim
men who, having the enjoyment of power, do not rights long denied them, rights which were immediately
discharge the duties of power; they are the men who, acknowledged to be just, as soon as they were asked with
having the power to redress wrongs, refuse to listen to the bullets, are we to have no sympathy with them ? Though,
petitions that are sent to them; they are the men who, Mr. Speaker, these mon were in the wrong ; though the
when they are asked for a loaf, give a stone. The hon. rebellion had to be put down; though it was the duty of
gentleman hates ail rebels, ho says. I wonder if he will the Canadian Government to assert its authority and vindi-
exterd bis batred to the great rebel whose proud statue cate the law, still, I ask any friend of liberty, if there is
stands almost at my arm's length. I venture to say that if not a feeling rising in his heart, stronger than ail reasoning
that man whose statue bas been erected bore had been to the contrary, that these men were excusable ? Such were,
living to-day, and bad occupied his place on the Treasury Mr. Speaker, my sentiments. I spoke them elsewhere. I
benches, ha would have remembered that lie was once a have had, since that time, occasion to realise that I have
rebel. I have seen the day when the Minister of Militia greatly shocked Tory editors and Tory members. Sir, I
lad not for rebellion the horror he now possesses. I have know what Tory loyalty is. Tories have always been
seen the day when the Minister of Militia had not for famous for preaching loyalty to others. Tories have
rebels the deep hatred which ha proclaimed to the world always been famous for being loyal, as long as it was pro-
almost within the bearing of a condemned man ; I have fitable to be so. Under the reign of James, the Tories
seen the day when the Minister of Militia had great sym- were gushing in their loyalty as long as the tyranny of the
pathy in his heart for rebellion, when ho lad deep sympathy king tell upoù the Whigs and Dissenters; but when at last
in his heart for the very rebel whom he had in his mind, the tyranny of James fell upon the Tories themselves and
and whose death knell h was in advance ringing when ha the Church of thoir beart, their slavish notions received
was proclaiming bis hatred of rebellion at Winnipeg. Riel a most salutary shock. They took side with the Whigs,
was once before a rebel ; he was indicted before, not for and, horror of horrors, they shouldered the musket and
rebellion, but for murder connected with a rebellion. joined the Prince of Orange and put him on the thione;
The hon. gentleman who now has such a hatred for rebels and I believe that to tis day the Tories will
spoke on that occasion. Resolutions were introduced into say that it was a happy day for England when
this House on a certain occasion to extend an amnesty for that rebellion took place. If we pass from England
all offences connected with the rebellion and to all offenders, to ibis country we have the same tale to tell. In 1849
Riel and a few others excepted, and granting an amnesty the Tories were gushing in their loyalty as long as they
even to them, but with certain restrictions. The hon. gentle- expected the Governor General to be disloyal to the people,
man spoke on that occasion. Did he thon proclaim, as ho but when they found the Governor General was loyal to the
now does, his hatred of rebellion ? Did he speak the ]an- people, their own loyalty oozed out of their bodies and
guage which he spoke lately in Winnipeg? Did he say ho vanished into thin air. They did not shoulder the musket-
hated all rebels ? "I have a batred of all robels; I have no that would have been too noble a weapon-but with eggs
sympathy, good, bad or indifferent with rebellion." No,; and stones they pelted the represeutative of Ier Majesty.
but this is what ho said: They did not shoulder the musket, but with pen and ink they

wrote and signed annexation manifestoes. And, Mr Speaker,
4Mr. Caron said that he will vote against the resolution because it if we continue the stor even down to the days since eis

does not afford a complete solution of the North-West difliculty. Hav- in
ing voted against the expulsion of Riel from this House he cannot vote Govornment las ben in power, we find that when they
for his banishment from the country. A complete amnesty is the only introduced the National Policy, and it was objected that
practical solution, and he is sure that the same difficulties will recur that policy was unfair and ungenerous to England, and that
next year." it might possibly endanger British connection, the cool
Mr. Speaker, that was the sentiment of the hon. gentleman Tory answer was : "So much the worse for British connec-
at that time. Well, if on that occasion Riel was entitled to tion." Sir, this is Tory loyalty. Ready they are to-day to
a full amnesty, was le not entitled, at least, to a commuta- sacrifice British connection, if British connection stands
tion of sentence on this occasion, when this last rebellion between them and their selfishness; ready they are to-day
had nEot been darkened by such an act as darkened the pages to sacrifice British connection if it stands between them
of the first rebellion ? The hon. gentleman in those days and thoir enjoyment of power ; ready they are to
stated again and again that the first rebellion was justified. sacrifice British connection for more sordid greed, but they
If the first rebellion was justifiad, was not the second affect, forsooth, to be shocked when we profess sympathy
rebellion equally justified ? Where would be the half-breeds for men who, in the west, have been vindicating their
to-day if it had not been for tis rebellion ? Would they rights long denied. Sir, I will not receive any lectures on
have obtained the rights which they now enjoy ? I say, Sir, loyalty from mon with such a record. I am a British sub-
that the Canadian Government stands convicted of having ject, and I value the proud title as much as anyone in this
yielded their rights only to rebellion, and not to the just flouse. But if it is expected of me that I shall allow fellow
representation of the half-breeds and of having actually countrymen unfriended, undefended, unprotected and unre-
forced them into insurrection. Mr. Speaker, such were my presented in tis flouse, to be trampled under foot by this
t-entiments, and I spoke them elsewhete. I appeal, upon Government, I say that is not what I understand by loyalty,
this oc-asion, as I did elsewhere, to every friend of liberty, and t would call that slavery. I am a British subject, but
to ail those who, during twenty-five years past, bave felt my loyalty is not of the lips. If hon. gentlemen opposite
their bearts thrill whenever a struggle for freedom was will read history, they will find that my ancestors, in all
going on in any corner of the world ; witeh tho Italians, when Iheir struggles against the British Crown in the past, never
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sought anything else than to be treated as British subjects,
and as soon as they were treated as British subjects, though
they had not forgotten the land of their ancestors, they
became amongst the most loyal subjects that England ever
had. Sir, since our loyalty has been impugned by hon.
gentlemen opposite, I am inclined to quote the sentiments
of my race and of my party, as they were expressed by my
hon. friend from Megantic (Mr. Langelier) on an occasion
which was not political. Last summer certain delegates
from boards of trade in France visited Canada. They were
entertained by the Corporation of Quebec which presented
them with an address, and the lon. member for Megantic,
in his quality of mayor, answered as follows

" The fate of arms has decreed that our political destinies should be
united with the destinies of England, and when we consider all the
advantages which we have reaped from that state of things, our regret
atbeing separated from France is not without compensation. When we
can establish with France extended commercial relations, nothing more
shall we want, We preserve a political régime of which we are proud,
and we obtain at the same time the satisfaction of preserving our inter-
ests and sentiments."

This is the loyalty of the French Canadians to-day. They
are true to their ancestors. And who should object ? We
speak the French language, and if you look at it from a
purely utilitarian point of view it is a great disadvantage,
because we have afterwards to learn a foreign language to
take our part in the national movement of this country.
Everyone must learn to speak it the best he can in his own
poor way. It would perhaps be best, from a utilitarian
point of view, to have only one language; but the French
is the languago of our mothers, the language which recalls
to our minds the most sacred associations which first dawn
on the heart of man and which can never die eut, and so
long as there are French rrothers the language will not die.
But these sentiments are quite consistent with our loyalty
to England, and loyal we are to England; and if I wore
callel to illustrate it, I could not do so botter than bv quot-
ing the remark of a French Canndian lady to Mr. De Belv*ze
who, in 155, visited Canada by order of Napolcon 111:
'' Our hearts are with France, but our arms are to England."
But loyalty must be reciprocal. It is not enough for the subject
to be loyal to the Crown ; the Crown must also be loyal to the
subject. So far as England is concernedshe has done ler duty
nobly, generously; but this Government las not done its
duty towards the half-breeds. The Government are shocked,
and their friends profess to be shocked, because those men
claim their rights and demanded them with bulletQ. iave
the Goverument been loyal to those half breeds? If tbey
had been loyal to the half-breeds no such trouble woild
have occurred. But the Goverument have r ot been loyal
to the laws. If the Government do not respect the law
themselves, and if afterwards men, to vindicate their rights,
take weapons in their hands and brave the laws, I say the
Government are bound to search their consciences and see
if they have given occasion for rebellion, and if they have,
to give the benefit to the guilty ones. This is what we, in
Lower Canada, have been claiming, and this is one of the
reasons wby we have felt so warmly upon this question.
But such is not, however, the doctrine of the Government.
The doctrine of the Government is not put in that way in
the memorandum which was issued some time after the
execution of Louis Riel. Shortly after that execution the
Government thought it proper, and I do not blame them
for it, to put their defence before the country. They did
it in a very able paper signed by the late Minister of Jus-
tice, Sir Alexander Campbell. ln the very first words he
speake as follows:-

"The opponents of the Government have asserted that the rebellion
wa provoked, if not jstified, by their mal-administration o the affairs
of the North-West Territories and inattention to the just claims et the
half-breeds. With this question, which has been made one of party
politics, it is not thought beconing to deal here. Upon such a charge,
when made in a constitutional manner, the Government will be respon-
sible to the representatives of the people, and before them they wilI be
prepared to meet and disprove it."t

Mr. LuaE.

That the Government shouli be compelled to submit their
reasons for having so acted goes as a matter ofcourse. They
were to give their reasons-they were responsible to the
people. This is a matter of course. But this is not what is
contended here. The contention laid down is that when
the people of Canada are to examine the action of the
Government in executing Riel, the question whether or not
the rebellion was provoked is not to be taken into con-
sideration. Was there ever a more unconstitutional, more
intolerable doctrine propounded? I say it is contrary to
the true doctrine, for if there is any occasion when the
Government is bound to search into the matter to see- if
provocation has been given for the committal of an offence,
which has involved the death penalty, it is when the offence
cbarged is purely a political one. It is always with regret
that the Minister of Justice finds himself unable to report
in favor of the commutation of a death sentence.
Whenever in this country a sentence of death is passed upon
any of our fellow beings, it is the duty of the Minister of
Justice to enquire into the causes of the crime in order
to see if the requirements of the law would not be
equally met if the death sentence were not carried out.
Nothing is left behind that can lead to that desired end ? And
yet we are told here that when a man is charged with a poli-
tical crime, the Government are not to consider whether
there was provocation or not by the Crown ? With the
Government all rebellions are alike, whether provoked or
not, and they have all to be treated in the same way. You
are to look at all rebellions as utterly bad. You have to look
upon the rebellion of Junius Brutus and the attempted rebel-
lion of Cataline as equally bad. I say, on the contrary, that
this is one of the grounds on which I arraign the Govern-
ment. It was their duty when they came to consider,
whether the death sentence should be carried out on Riel, to
consider whether ho bad received provocation for the deed
which brought him into that situation; and having failed
to do so, the Government, on their own confession, stand
guilty of having failed in a duty, which is one of the most
sacred that, ever can full upon man. But the doctrine of the
Governiment is so untenable that they could not adhere to it
to the last. Even before Sir Alexander Campbell had reach-
ed the end of his factum, he abandoned his theory, for in the
very bottom lines, he says:

" Whether rebellion alone should be punisbel with death is a ques-
tiin upou which opinions may diffir. Treason will probably ever
remain what it aiha3 s hbas been among civilised nations, the highest of
all crimes; but such conviction for that offence must be treated and
disposed of by the Executive Government upon its own merits, and
with a full consideration of all the attendant circumstances. In this
particular instance, it was a second offence, and, as on the first occa-
sion."

The ex-Minister of Justice commenced by saying that we
should not look into the causes which had induced the
rebellion; he had conveniently left aside looking into the
causes, but he no less conveniently looked into the fact that
this was a second offence. This was the second offence. So
it was, and for the second time the Government was guilty
of that rebellion; for the second time Riel was a rebel, an t
was a rebel on account of the conduct of the present Govern-
ment. Sir, I am not of those who look upon Louis Riel as
a hero. Nature had endowed him with many brilliant
qualities, but nature denied him that supreme quality with-
out which all other qualities, however brilliant, are of no avail.
Nature denied him a well-balanced mind. At his worst he was
a subject fit for an asylum; at his best he was a religions
and political monomaniac. But he was not a bad man-I
do not believe at least that he was the bad man that he bas
con represented to e in a certain press. It is true that at
the trial a most damaging fact was brought against him; it
is true that he had offered to accept a bribe from the Govern-
ment, But justice to his memory requires that all the cir-
cumstances connected with that fact should be laid before
the flouse. If he accepted this money, it is evident that in
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his own confused mind it was not with a vicw of betraying Miohel Damas and others, or if you cannot or wiII Iot do
the cause of his fellow countrymen- that give t my counsel the papers taken at Jatoche. Was

Someon. MEMBERS. Yes, ys.her ever a more moderato or reasonable petition presente
Somobon MEBERS ~i5~ CSto a court of justice ? Whea this mani simply said: I do

Mr. LAURIER. Why, Mr. Speaker, I do not expect that fot ask those wituesses if you cannotgive thom to me, but
the members who now interrupt me would deal in the same there is eue thing you catigive te me; yon cat give me
manner, but, Sir, Igive them the credit of having better communication of my papers wlich wcre taken Jrom me
baIanced minds than Louis Riel. In his own dazed mind it isatBatoche. Whyweretthoyfotgiven? ReasonsofState.
evident that if he accepted the monev it was not with a WhY, these papershave beon moved for intIis presert Ses-
view of betraying his fellow countrymen-it was with the Sion, and the Govcrnment grantcd the motion without any
view of working for them in another way, since hoe said ho objection. There could not, thoreforo, bc any reasotiof'
would start a paper in the United States and raise up the State. Ti ue ihey bave not been brougbt dowu yet, but tho
other'nationalities. reason of Stato which wac invested at the trial is fot brougbt

Anhon. MEMBER. Aother rebellion.se, and wy? Bcause such a reaon
An hn. EMIBR. nothr rbellon.would neyer have stood ditscussion in this public Parliamont.

Mr. LAURIE R. I grant that if that reasoning had been Thatwas the reason-Icatsoenootheî'. Butwiththisim-
made by a man in his senses, such as an hon. gentleman on the 1erfect trial the jury rocommended him to the morcy of the
other side, it would be enough to stifle any sympathy we court. The Minister of Public Worksaid the otbcr day
could have for him; but we must make due allowances that it was nothing unusual for juries te bring in verdicts
for the fact that it is proved that if ho was not actually with recemmedation te mercy. No, it is tot unusual, but
insane, no man can dery that upon this subjoct of politics what i8 very unusual is that the Government should givo ne
his mind was not right or sound ; and of course in the case beed to this recommeudation. That was the unusual thing
of a mind unsound or insane we cannot apply the same tests done on this occasion. After the trial was over the convie-
that we should apply to a reasonable mind-it would betien was s0 deeply seatcd in the mmds of many friends
unfair to bim. But that he was insane seems to me beyond of the Govertment that ample and fult justice had net been
the possibility of controversy. When the reports first came donc, that tbcy at once petitioncd the Government te issue
here last spring and in the early summer of Lis doings and a commission to examine the pricener, to see wbether ho
sayingc in the North-West, when we heard that ho was wfas sanc or insane hne ord. This potitin wais made, as I
te eRtablish monarchies in the North-West, that ho was amn informed, by friendseofthe Govertnmot, tothe G aver-
te, depose the Pope and esta-blishun American Pope; hose ment, again and again. The Govermoent did net refuse,
who did net know him believed ho was an impostor, but Lut tratod it simply as the ptitions mrtho haly breeds were
those who knew him knew at once what was the matter witb trentad-put off, put off, until the very week that precedèd
him. lu the Province cf Quebec there was net an instantit'theexecution. And thon the commissieon-was it a cm-
hesitation about it. Almoat every man in that Province mission ? I do net kow what kind of a thing it was, what
kuew that hehad been Feveral times confired in asylumQ, kind f inst pactions were given we de no know. But we
aud therefore it was manifest te thA people of Quebee tbat do kuow tht upon the 8th cf November, 1885, jut a wnek
ho Lsd fallen into coe f ihoso misflortunes with which ho before the execution, twe medical gentlemen from thoe ast
was qfflicted. Wnien hic counsel wore engageci and cern-verobet Reginra and examinod the prioner. Wre thoco

eneced to prepare his trial, they saw at once that if justice gentlemen sent to egina with tbe object of advising the
to him and enly justice te him wac teho doue. their plea Govermont whther or net the sentence thruld b corn-
should be a plea cf iucanity. It has been said that the trial mutod? I say enhaticallne. w charge this against the
was afair one. J deny it. I wilt net go ever corne cfthe Govertiment î%gguîu, t ii wheu thoiy sent thie 80-cullod com-
arguments whi(h have been put forward on this sitbjewt, but mission te egi te examine t state of midcf Louis
J ask thespt-cial attention cf the flouse tethis fat : Riel, it was net with a view cf determining the question
This mat asked for a month's delay for his trial; ho whether th sentence should becarried ut or commuteod, but
obtaiued eiut days. Was tat juisticet? 'Was that British it was teothrow dust in tho eyes cf the publi eand
justice? as that givirg fair play te the w enablo the Governmnt te say afterwards, w have con-
Whcn ho swore thatjustice te his ccse dcmanded a delay cf sulted specialiets and they have roported in favor cf sanity.
one ment h could thereho any public reaicn ihat rilitated But Mo. Speaker, on have it on record that wheontis
against that demand ? Could therebo any public reason commission was sitting in Regina, when ou thn r6, the
why sncb a rcquest ais that chould netbave [en granted ? 7th, and the 8th ef November, Dr. Lavel and Dr. Vlad
and yot itLwas refused. Again, when ho aiked for wi tne8sss, waco examining Riel tem e whetber ho wasinsane or net,
was the request granted him? No, it whas again refused at that timo the Govrument had deteriind t ang Riel;
I gain recarl the attention cf the ouse te the wffidavit ind this fat stands t oth shame oe the Governmont, por-
which Riel gave, that hoewantedseveral witnses, a;togset hap more than aything else, becaurnent tat tim ethey
others Gabriel Dmont, Michel Damas and otoers., b bt timply splaying a comedy; thoy woe net acting
grant t once that te bring Gabwioh Dament and Mei with a view to justice; they w vre simply attempting te
Dumas te iscountry, bo of who were fugitives fiai b'indfold the people-t h 4eccive thepople. Why, Sir,
justice, was hardly possible; but rmember that i a md th Order in Council cntainiDg the decidion of the Govern-
as an alternative a thingwhieh was perfoctly fea-ibhe, and à nient was passed on tho l2th of Novembor, bat long beoro
was denicd him. lie asked this alternative ander oatco that tie the Goverm-mont had core te their conclusion.

"Thatounles the Government ef this cuntry oer thi honorse The hon. Minister cf Mlitia about that lime made a trp
court do pride the means wth which to securete attendaiceaof fle to "iNorth-Wst. île arrived at Winnipcg on th 7th
above-named witnesseshetore this court, it is essentai to my defence o thacflNovembor, 50 that ho nust Lave left Ottawa
that the varions papers, writings and documents taken fro me at the about ute ddor 41hocithud 1 fNovcrn Lir; and before
time s my surrender teGeneral Midleton, and taken by him and his
ecers from my bouse subsequently, should be placed in the bands of the bo.iiontIenot wa lhat ktid o thinipg, the

y counsel for their examination and consideration, previous tbing boe teint recorde, whd becencidmed pon by the

wertatReg na ndMyam ned theprione.CW re>hos

advisersm f Ris E celleny. W have theo vidence of the
Sir, yen sce the treatment of the accuscd on that cccýion ; remerhimselt as te that. ere is a tter whiceh was
he askedn e of two thingt.l'e sait either procure me set by the hon.trime Minister teithe on. Minister of
th attendance f certain witnesse, Gabriel D mont and Militia:
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" OTTAWA, 20th November, 1885.

"Mv DzAR CARoN,-Yon say Jou are charged with having left Ottawa
before the decision of the Governor in Council was arrived at with res-
pect to Louis Riel, and as if for the purpose ofavoiding being party to the
decision.

" This is not the case, the Couneil bad come to the conclusion that it
was necessary, in the interest of justice, that-the sentence should be
allowed to be carried into effect, in your presence as a Member of the
Council, betore you left for Winnipeg.''

Sir, we must give the Minister of Militia bis due; ho bas
had a full share in the hanging of Louis Riel; let him have
what really appertains to bim. Before ho leit Ottawa, the
sentence had been docided between him and bis colleagues.
Let him have his full share of the merit, if merit there be
or the shame; let him have also his full share of the comedy
which was afterwards played before the public. For, I ask
it of any man in bis senses-I ask it of any man on the
Opposition benches; I ask it of any man in this country-was
there over a more shameful thing enacted by a Government,
than-after they had decided to execute for the purpose of
blinding the public, to send a commission to enquire whether
the convict was insane or not ? What was the object of en-
quiring whether ho was insane or not, if the Government,
at that time. had made up their minds and decided that ho
should be hanged ? The object was to do what has since
been done-to say to the people of Canada: We have con.
sulted medical officers, and they have reported, and upon
their report we have acted. Sir, it was not upon this report
that they acted; this report was a false note, and they did
not act upon it, because when they got it their decision had
been arrived at; and upon this I arraign the Government of
the country, not only as being guilty of a cruel act,
but as being guilty of an attempt to deceive the
people of this country. Sir, if the Government had been
desirous of learning whether Riel was insane or sane, there
was no need of sendirg a commission to examine him. It
would have been sufficient to look at his bistory; it would
have been sufficient even to look at his record in the rebol-
lion. We have it now as a fact of history that while Riel
was inducing that rebellion, ho chose as bis chief adviser
and secretary, a man notoriously insane, William Joseph
Jackson, who signed his letters and Orders in Council. Will it
be protended by any man that if Riel had been in bis senses,
if he had had a sane and disceing mind, ho would have
accepted an insane man as bis chief advisor? Why did this
not strike hon. gentlemen opposite ? One of the things
which we in Lower Canada have felt as deeply as we have
ever felt anything, is that we have believed that the measure
of justice which was extended to Louis Riel was not the same
measure of justice which was extended to William Joseph
Jackson. Jackson was put upon his trial, and I am
bound to say this, in duty to the Crown prosecutors, that
upon that occasion they did their duty. They acknowledged
at once the insanity of the prisoner and directed an'acquittal.
The trial of Jackson took place on the 24th of July last.
Mr. Osler, oounsel for the Crown, in opening the case,
spoke as follows:

" The prisoner is charged with having participated in the recent
rebellion, with having acted in the capacity of private secretary to Louis
Riel, the leader of the rebellion. He is charged here now formally with
this crime, but it is understood that the counsel for the prisoner, Mr.
McArthur, will be able to give you satisfactory evidence of the insanity
of the prisoner, and that lie is not really responsible, and was not respon-
sible for the acts committed by him. The Crown do not propose to con-
test that contention on the part of the prisoner's counsel. The evidence,
in fact, comes from the medical men who have examined the prisoner on
the part of the Crown, and evidence that bas come to the knowledge of
counsel for the Crown, during the course of preparation for other trials,
is conclusive that, at the time he committed the acts, he was not respon-
sible for tbem."

Now, Sir, it is important to look at the evidence which was
adducod on that occasion. Dr. Jukes was examined:

" By Mr. Osler-Q. Is lie so insane that it would be unfair to say he
was not responsible for his acta ?-A. There are occasions when I would
consider he would be quite responsible ; to-day he spoke and reasoned

Mr. LAuRIEa.

with me in a manner that was very clear, but only three days ago he
was dazed. His mind seems to be dazed. I do not think that, to bring
him at a moment's notice, he would be capable of conducting his trial,
or of doing justice to himself in any manner.

" Q. To a considerable extent, your opinion is, that he could not
control his actions ?-A. I have never seen anything about him to give
me the impression that bis actions were uncontrollable. It is rather his
mental hallucinations, bis ideas. He holds peculiar ideas on religious
matters in connection with this trouble, and in connection with the new
reli ion of which lie thinks that Louis Riel is the founder, and which be
thin ks it is bis duty to sustain.

" Q. Would this be consistent with his committing crime?--1. If he
spoke rationally I would think so, but he does not.

" Q. Then you would not hold him responsible for acts done in con-
nection with thcse ideas ?-A. If he committed any acts in the condition
lie is now, I would not bold him responsible. The slightest excitement
produces a great effect upon him."

Well, Mr. Speaker, I ask any fair-minded man if this applies
to William Joseph Jackson, would not every line of it
apply equally to Louis Riel ? Is it not a fact that these two
men were deluded on the same subjects ? Jackson spoke
rationally, but he had hallucinations, just as Riel had; and
yet one of those mon is acquitted, is sent to an asylum, and
is thon allowed to escape, while Louis Rel is sent to the
gallows. le is free to-day, and Riel is in bis grave. I there-
fore cannot come to any other conclusion than that upon this
occasion the same measure of justice which was extended to
one man was not extended to the other. I do not want to
raise national prejudices, but prejudices are not always the
out-growth of ignoble passion ; sometimes they are simply
the outgrowth of a noble passion; national prejudices may
be the outgrowth of national pride, and when the people of
Lower Canada found that the one prisoner was treated in
one way and the other in a different way, there was occasion,
at least, why they should feel as they did upon this matter.
But we never know, until the Minister of Public Works
spoke the other day, what was the true reason of the execu-
tion of Riel. We have it now; ho bas spoken and we know
what was the true inwardness of it. The Government had
written a pamphlet in order to justify themselves. Tho
utiliiy of that pamphlet is gone; it never had any; not one
of the reasons it gave for the executioni of Riel was the true
reason. It never bad any usefulness at all, except, perhaps,
as affording to the Govern ment job printing to settle the
wavering consciences of some of their followers. But now
we know the true reason why Riel was executed, and bore
it is in the language of the Minister of Public Works:

" We had this before us, we had the fact that Louis Riel had, fifteen
vears before this, committed an act which was considered at the time one
that should have been punished in the most severe way. The prisoner,
Louis Riel, at that time was not condemned to a severe punishment; lie
was allowed to remain out of the country for five years, and he was not
brought before a tribunal to be tried, an i punished or absolved, for the
death of Thomas Scott."

Here is the reason-the death of Thomas Scott. Since I
bave named Thomas Scott, let me pause a moment. The
Minister of Publie Works said tho other day that those
who to day sympathised with Riel could not condemn the
Government for bis executinn, because that excused him for
the execution of Scott; and the only defence made in bis
favor was that the act was done hy a de facto government.
This was not the true reason. Whether the government of
Riel was a de facto zovernment or not, is a question upon
which there nay be considerable differonce of opinion. Tho
death of Scott has not been prosecuted for other reasonis, to
which I shall como presently, but since I have spoken of
the death of Scott, I mut say that I have always held the
view that it was one of the most painful tragedies that bas
ever occurred in the life of any country; it was one of those
acts for which thero could be no possible excuse, unless the
excuse we nc.v have, that the man's mind was unsound. I
cannot conceive that any one of sound mind could have com-
mitted so cruel an act. Whether the death of Scott was the
act of a de facto government of not, does not matter. De
facto governments are sometimes guilty of judicial murders,
as we know to-day. Whether the act of Riel was the act of
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a de facto Government or not, if that man had been respon-
sible for his acts, as gentlemen on the Treasury benches are
responsible for theirs, then the execution of Scott would be a
stain on the memory of Riel, just as the execution of the
Duke D'Enghien is a stain on the memory of Napoleon, as
the exocution of Louis XVI is a stain on the records of the
French Convention, as the execution of Admiral Byng is a
stain on the English Governmont of that day, as the execu-
tion of Mary Stuart is a stain on the memory of Queen
Elizabeth, and as the exocution of Riel will be a permanent
stain and shame on the present Government. The death of
Scott is the cause of the death of Riel to-day. Why, if the
hon. gentleman thinks that the death of Scott was a crime,
did not he punish Riel at the time? Scott was executed in
the early days of 1870, the Government remained in power
until the fall of 1873, yet they never did anything to bring
that man to justice, who had committed such a crime as
they say row he committed. 1870-71-7273, almost four full
years, passed away, and yet the Government, knowing
such a crime as it bas been reprosented here had been com-
mitted, never took any stop to have the crime punishod.
What was thoir reason? The reabon was that the Govern-
ment had promised to condone the offence ; the reason was
that the Government were not willing to let that man corne
to trial, but, on the contrary, actually supplied him with
money to induce him to leave the country, and, Sir, I ask
any man on the other side of the louse, if this otfence
wai punishable, why was it not punished thon ? and if
it was not punishable then, why should it be punishod now ?
The language of the hon. gentleman is obvious, it is plain,
it is transparent, itwas spokenwith the view of reaching the
feelings of a certain section of our countrymen ; but I rocall
to hon. gentlemen the language which was spoken by the
Minister of Militia, who showed that this offence should
have been fully pardoned at the time. Well, if the offence
was to be fully pardoned at the time, is it fair to bring it as
a charge against the offender now ? Is it now fair to base a
condemnation of death against him upon it ? Sir, I say it
is one of the greatest mistakes-not a mistake alone, but
ono of the gravest faults against the rights of mankind that
ever was perpetrated by any Government. But I must say
I was not altogether surprised at the language of the hon.
Minister of Public Works. We had hoard something of
that before. The Secretary of State visited bis county
in the month of January, and ho also spoke of this event
and the execution of Louis Riel. The Minister of Publie
Works would not meet his accusers except upon the flaor
of Parliament. The Secretary of State did not object to
meot the people, but not his accusers. Still, ho went to
Terrebonne, and here is the manner in which ho spoke of
the death of Scott :

" I have my sympathies for the half-breeds, and I have proved it; I
have proved it before to-day. In 1874, when Ambroise Lépne was
accused of murder, I travelled over 2,000 miles to defend him. I did not
go round passing my bat for subscriptions to pay me for defending the
accused. I did it manfally, without any hope of reward. (Obeers ) The
insurrection of 1870 had a color of an excuse. Men higher than I amn u
polities have gone so far as to say thit there was justification for the
rebellion of that day. It was the assertion of the rights of nationality
against the cession of territory by supreme power. I defendecd my client
and during that defence I had proof, and the best proof, too, that the
killing tf the nfortunate Scott was one of the most atrocious murders
ever committed. That atrocious murder was without the connivance
and without the approval of Lépine, but it was the result of the setish
vengeance of the then dictator of the North-West-Louis RieL"

Such was the language spoken of by the hon. gentleman
on that occasion. He was speaking something like ton
years after ho had gone to the North-Wost to defend
Ambroise Lépine, and after ho bad acquired that knowledge
which enabled him to say that the murder of Scott was
one of the most atrocious murders ever committetd. Yet,
scarcely a lew weeks after his retura from Winnipeg,
where ho had defended Lépine, the hon. gentleman moved
in the Legislature of Quebec, a resolution, in which he thus

characterises the act which he now represents as one of
the most atrocions murders ever committed :

'' The troubles in the settlement of the Red River, now th3 Province
of Manitoba, in 1869-70, untortunately produced a conflict of such a
nature as to develop into a rising of considerable magnitude. The
leaders of that movement then constituted themselves into a govern-
ment, and one act to be deplored, perpetrated under the assumed
authority of that government, was the execution of one of the subjects of
Her Majesty. • While bowing to the verdict rendered
against one of the actors in the movement above mentioned, publie
opinion in that remote Province of Manitoba, as well as in the other
Provinces of the Dominion, and even in England, has been strongly
impiessed with the idea that the deplorable act of violence is so
interwoven with the political events of that unhappy period ai torender
it impossible to assimilate it to ordinary casea of murder.6 * #*t
With the view of satisfying such sentiment of clemency, and of realising
the ideas of conciliation, peace and tranquility, which presided over the
establishment of the Confederation, and further, with the view of remov-
ing.all causes of divisions and hostile sentiments from among the various
nationalities of the country, and especially with the view of giving effect
to the recommendation to mercy which the jury coupled wit btheir
verdict, your Excellency is humbly prayed to be pleased to exercise, in
favor of Ambroise Lépine, now under sentence, the royal prerogative of
mercy, by extending to him grace and pardon."

Now, if in 18'4, the hon. gentleman,,just fresh from
Winnipeg, where ho had just defended Lépine, representod
this act as one "so interwoven with the political events
of that unhappy poriod as to render it impossible to assirni-
late it to ordinary cases of murder," in order to obtain the
life of one man, is it fair and just now to represent the
same act as an atromious murder in order to take the life
of another man ? Sir, this issue of the death of Scott huas
long been a buried issue, and it shoaLd not have boon
brought up again for political considoration. Thore was a
lime when it was a living issue, too living an issue, before
the people of' this country. When the Administration of
my non. friend the member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie)
came into power, that had been for years a living, burning
issue before the public. Scott had been executed in the early
days of Janunary, 1870. An amnesty had been promised by
the mon who now sit on the Treasury benches, but they
nover had the courage to carry it out, they never had the
courage to stand by their word and deal to the offen-
dors in that rebelion what they had promised to them.
They allowed years and years to pass, and, in the meantime,
passions were gotting more and more bitter. There are
prejudicos in Ontario and there are prejudices in Quebec,
and upon such a question the people of Ontario took one
view and the people of Quebec took the other view. The
people of Ontario demanded that the law should tako its
course; the people of Quebec demanded that the promises
of the Government should be carried out; and botween the
two Provinces the Government had not the courage to do
anything, and they allowed this bitterness of feeling to
grow until it became a public danger which they had not
the courage to face. Bat, whon the Government of my
hon. friend the member for Eiast York came into power,
thoy grappled with the difficulty and sottled it in a way
which must ever be a credit to them. They asked their
followers from Ontario and thoir followers from Quebee
each to give up a certain portion of' their pretensions for
the common weal, each to sacrifice npon the altar of their
country somothirg of their pretonsions and to unite up-n
a common course ; and upon that they united, and the result
lias been what was stated by the hon. member for Rouville
(UIr. Gigaul t), that at least peace prevailed which had been
unknown for so nany years. This issue of the death of
Thomas Scott has been long dead, and now it is raised
by whom ? It is raisecd by mombors opposite-the
last men who should ever speak of it. Sir, we are a new
nation, wo are attempting to unite the difforent conflicting
elements which we have into a nation. Shall we ever
succoed if the bond of union is to ba rovenge, if we are
to rako up the old scores and launch them at the heads of
one another? I am sorry that the Government upon this
occasion did not take a leaf from the book of our friends to
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the south of us. After the civil war was ov
men who, whcn they learnt of the outrage
sonville prison and other places, demand
amnesty was given to political offenders, ut
were guilty of those outrages shculd be bro
but not a drop of blood was shed, not a tril
it is manifest to-day that the nation is the g
am sorry aiso that the Government did no
leaf from the book of the American nation.
was a reason-a reason adequate to my mind
they should bave granted, itf not an amnest
that-at ail events a commutation of sent
13th May, the day after the battle of B
Middleton, the commander of the forces, 'w
to Louis Riel:-

" Ma. RIEL,-I am ready to receive you and your cc
tect you until your case has been decided upon by t
ernment.

'FRED.

Riel surrendored. Did ho or did he not surr
of that letter, of that invitation of General M
that point there can be no botter eviden
General Midd!eton himself :

" May l5th.-I sent out parties of mounted men, un
to scour the woods. in the afternoon two scout
Hourie-who had been sent out with Boulton, and ha
themselves, came upon Riel, who gave himself up, pr
to him, in which I summoned him to surrender and p
him until his case was considered by the Canadian G<

Sir, is there not evidence that Riel then s
virtue of the invitation given by General'
such is the case, then I submit it to any i

justice and honor if thra Canadian Governmer
afterwards in executing a man, their
their own invitation ? It may ho that
ing Riel could not bring this as a bar in
indietment against him, 'but it seems to me t
nant to any one's sense of honor and justi
whom you have invited to become your pi
to avoid the death of a soldier upon the bat
afterwards be hanged to a gibbet. The leti
Middleton was undoubtedly dictated by the
sentiments, and not only that, but it is ev
the course was politic. We see by the
General that, atter the capture of Batoci
objects was the capture of Riel. We can eaE
that. As long as Riel was in the field the re
ended, and there was a possibility that he i
guerilla bands, and more lives and treasure
be spent before the rebellion was suppressed
the General states in bis report:

" May 14th.-We marchel for Lépine's Crossing.
dinner, I received information that Riel was somewhI
so determined to make for Guardapui, or Short's Cr4
mome miles nearer, and camp for the night."

Yon see the General isobliged to alter bis cou
is in a certain direction which ho had not anti
when Riel surrendered, the least the Goveri
was not to treat him as they would have don
taken on the field of battle. We have in1
precedent of General Lee and General Gran
April, 1865, Richmond, which had so long
Union forces, surrendered, and General Liee
retreat with the object of joining his force
General Johnston. fe was followed closely b
army, and, on the 7th of April, General Gri
letter, not inviting, but simply suggesting
render. General Lee refused, and continued
two days afterwards, finding that bis situatio
ho sought a conference with General Gran
the invitation to surrender. General Grar
terms, and hre they are:

Mr. LAUIER.

ver, there were
s ut the Ander-
ed that, if an
least those who
aught to justice,
al was had, and
reater for it. I
t take another
I believe there

, at least-why
y-I do not say
tence. On the
atoche, General
vrote as follows

"APPOMATTOX COURT HoUsu, VIRGINIA, 9th April, 1865.
"GENERAL,-In accordance with the substance of my letter to you of

the 8th instant, I propose to receive the surrender of the army of North-
ern Virginia on the following terms, to wit : Rolis of all the officers and
men to be made in duplicate, one copy to be given to an officer desig-
nated by me, the other to be retained by such officer or officers as you
may designate. The officers to give their individual paroles not to take
up arms against the Government of the United States until properly
exchanged, and each company or regimental commander to sign a like
parole for the men of his command. The arms, artillery and publicpro-
perty to be packed and stacked, and turned over to the officers appomited
by me to receive them. This will not embrace the side arms of the offi-
cers, nor their private horses or baggage. This done, each officer and
man will be allowed to return to his home, not to be disturbed by the
United States authority so long as lhey observe their paroles and tho
laws in force where they may reside."

General R. C. Lee.

There yen sec that the surî'endered army wore parolcd.

ouncil, and to pro-Tbcy were not confined, but allowed to go at liberty
the so long as thcy did net take up arms again and violate the

MIDDLETON. aws of the United States; but som authorities in the United
MrDDLTo& l States held that this did not prevent the Gorernmcnt from

ender in virtue prosecuting the leaders for treason, for guilty of treason
[iddleton ? On thcy certainly we. Tho now President etfthe United
ce than that of States, Andrew Johnson, took stops te bring General

Lee) and several of the most premi nent officers, to trial. This

der Major Boulton, was steadily opposed by General Grant. The magnanimnty
s-Armstrong and ofGeneral Grant's character thcn came outand he threatencd
d moved away by to resign bis position in the army if' General Lee and

roducing my letter the other prisoners of war were triod for treason. A few
romised to protect
overnment." months afterwards a committee of Congress sat upon the

)vernent." question. General Grant was brouglit before the committee
urrendered by and gave this evidence:
Middleton ? If CcIfrequently hailte intercede for General Lee and other paroled offi-
man's sense of cers, on the ground that their parole, se long as they observed the laws
nt were justified of the United States, protected them from arrest and trial. The Presi-
prisoner upon dent, at that time, occunied exactly the reverse grounds, viz., that they

should lie tried and pun"ifhed. He wanted te Itnow when the time woufl
legally speak.Core when they would be punished. I told him fot se long as they
his trial to any obeyed the law and corplied with the stipulation.
h'at it is repug- I Eldridge.-You ]ooked on that in the nature of a parole, andheld
cethat they could only be tried when hey violated that parole.
risoner in order Grant.-Yes, that is the view I took of the question.

risonr in rder Eldridge.-I)id you consider that that applied te Jeffecrson Davis ?
Lie fiold, should "Grant-No, Sir, he did net take any parole. It applied to ne por-
ter of General son who was captured-enly te those who were paroled.IEldridgze.-Did the President insist that General Lee should be tried

most humane for treason?
ident also that IlGrant-He contended for it .. I insisted that General Lee would
report of theet have surrendered his army, or given up their arms, if he lid supposed

ho, on of *e that after surronder, ho was goiagto lie tried for treasen and han ged."
he, ene ef bis
sily understand Now, is it net marifest, as was stated by the hon. member
bellion was net for West uron the other nigbt, that if Riel had supposcd
might organise that in surrcndering ho would meet with the same
would have to fate as if ho was taken prisoner, ho would neyer
1. We see that have surrendercd, but would have donc as Gibriel

Dumont and several ethers did ? k.curring te the
American case, who can doubt that of those two mon,

Having halted for Andrew Johnson and General Grant, the truc stateEman,
ere in the vicinity,
ossing, which was the truc patriet, was the one who advocated clemency?

You sec the resuit te-day. Scarcely twenty years have passed
r~e e:nsc ielaway since that rebeliiori, the meýît terrible that ever sbeokirse d. Rieona civiliscd nation was put dewn, and because of the merci-

icipated. Theny
nment could dofui course adoptcd by the victers, the two sections et that
e if he had been country are new more closely united than ever before-more
this matter the closely even than they we when fighting for thoir inde-
t. On the 2nd pendenco. Tho Canadian Goverent should have followed
withstood the this example, and I repeat again that we cabot nake a

cemmncelbisnation eft this new country by shüdding blood, but bycommencel his l
s with those of etending morcy and charity for ail pelitical offenees. But

~y he iceriusthe Goverrament say they were desirous of giving a lesson.)Y the victorious I

ant sent him a In the Iast paragraph etteir written defence, they say
to him to sur- IlIndecidingfor the application for the commutationof sentencepassed

to fight; butupon the prisoner the Government were obliged te keep lu view thenneed of exemplary and deterrent punishinont for crime committed in a
n was hopeless,country situated in regard te settlement and population as are the North
t, and accepted West Territories; the isolation and defenceltss position of the settleri

Tt dictated bis aready there; thetorrors te which they would have been exposedin
the event of an Indian outbreak; the efect upon ntonding setlierstf
any weakness in the administration rf law, and the consequences which
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must follow such a course in a country if it came to be believed that
such crimes as Riel's could be committed without incurring the extreme
penalty of the law, by any one who was either subject to delusions, or
could lead people to believe he was so subject."

Indeed the Government have convinced all the people here
mentioned, the half-breeds, the Indians, the white settlers,
that their arm is long and strong, and that they are power-
ful to punish. Would to heaven that they had taken as
much pains to convince them all, the half breeds, Indians
and white settlers, of their tiesire and their willingness to
do them justice, to treat them fairly. HIad they taken as
much pains to do right, as they have taken to punish wrong,
they never would have had any occasion to convince those
people that the law cannot be violated with impunity,
because the law would never have been violated at ail. But
to-day, not to speak of those who have lost their lives, our
prisons are full of mon who, despairing ever to get justice by
peace, sought to obtain it by war, who, despairing of ever
being treated like freemen, took their lives in their hands,
rather than be treated as slaves. They have suffered a great
deal, they are suffering yet, their sacrifices will not b with-
out reward. Their leader is in the grave; they are in dur-
ance, but from their prisons they can see that that justice,
that liberty which they sought in vain, and for which they
fought not in vain, has at last dawned upon their country.
Their fate well illustrates the truth of Byron's invocation to
liberty, in the introduction to the Prisoner of Chillon:-

"Eternal Spirit of the chainless Mind !
Brightest in dungeons, Liberty, thou art!1
For there thy habitation is the heart-
T he heart which love of thee alone can find
And when thy sons to fetters are consigned-
To feýtters and the damp vault's dayless gloom-
Their country conquers with their martyrdom."

Yes, their country bas conquered with their martyrdom.
They are in durance to-day; but the rights for which they
were fighting have been acknowledged. We have not the
report of the commission yet, but we know that more than
two thousand claims so long denied have been at last granted.
And more-still more. We have it in the Speech from the
Throne that at last representation is to be granted to those
Territories. This side of thelHouse long fought, but fought|
in vain, to obtain that measure of justice. It could not come
then, but it came after the war; it came as the last conquest
of that insurrection. And again I say that their country
bas conquered with their martyrdom, and if we look ut that
one fact alone there was cause suflicient, independent of all
others, to extend mercy'to theone who is dead and to those
who live.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON moved the adjournment of
the debate.

Motion agreed to.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned ut 12.10 a. m.

Wednesday,

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAY, 17th March, 1886.

The SPEAKEa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

ADJOURNMENT-ST. PATRICK'S DAY.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved that when the Speaker
leaves the Chair at 6 o'clock, the House shall stand adjourned
until to-morrow at 3 o'clock p.m.

Motion agreed to,
21

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 55) to incorporate the Portage la Prair:e and
Lake of the Woods Railway and Navigation Company.-
(Mr. Watson.)

Bill (No. 56) to incorporate the Nova Scotia and Western
Railway Company.-(Mr. Dodd.)

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY EXTENSION.

Mr. POPE moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 57)
respocting the extension of the Intercolonial Railway from.
a point at or near Stellarton to the Town of Pictou.

Mr. BLAKE. Explain.
Mr. POPE. An appropriation was made for this railway

last year or the year before-last year, I think. It is from
Stellarton, about fifteen miles from Pictou. We had not
authority, of course, to expropriate the land, and this Bill
is for the purpose of giving us authority to build the road.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

HOMESTEADS WITHIN CANADIAN PACIFIC RAIL
WAY BELT.

Mr. BLAKE asked, How many homesteads have been
entered within the Canadian Pacifie Railway belt up to
31st December last, between: 1. The first and second prin-
cipal meridians; 2. The second and third; 8. The third
and fourth; 4. The fourth and fifth ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The number between the
first and principal meridian is 11,614; between the second
and third, 3,862; between the third and fourth, 40; and
between the fourth and fifth, 98 ; or a total of 15,641.

NORTIH-WEST TRIALS-LETTER OF MINISTER
OF JUSTICE.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether any report has been received
from the Government counsel in the North-West rebellion
prosecutions, on any, and if so, on which of the points re-
ferred to in the letter of the Minister of Justice to them, of
20th June, 1885; and whether any report bas been received
from them with referenee to the trials, or to the discharge
of their duties in the North-West; particularly, whether
any report has been received from them on the subject of
the seventh paragraph of the letter of the Minister of Jus-
tice, which is as follows:-" It may be, and from the
information which the Government has, it seems probable
that the rebellion bas been encouraged actively by whites,
particularly of Prince Albert. Nothing in the whole duty
entrusted to you is, I apprehend, more important than that
we should, if possible, find out some of the mon who have
with far better knowledge than the half-breeds and In-
dians, stirred them up to rebellion, and your special atten-
tion is asked to this point."

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). Reports have been
received on all those points.

GOVERNMENT PROPERTIES [N RICHELIEU.

Mr. MASSUE asked, Whether it is the intention to offer
for sale the properties owned by the Government in the
county of Richelieu, and of which the loases expire in
April next, and if so, when and in what places?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). It is the intention of the Gov-
ornment te dispose of the properties owned by the Govern-
ment in the county of Richelieu, but whether by lease or
sale bas not yet been determined. They will be offered by
competition, whichever plan may be adopted.
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INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY TO PASPEBIAC.

Mr. EDGAR asked, Whether any contract or agreement
has been entered into by the Government with Senator
Théodore Robitaille, Mr. L. J. Riopel, M.P., or any other
parties, corporation or association, for the construction of a
railway from the Intercolonial to Paspebiac ? If such
agreement has been made with individuals, what are their
names ? If with a corporation, what are the names of the
directors thereof ? and will such agreement be submitted
for the approval of Parliament ?

Mr. POPE. There has been a provisional agreement
with the Baie des Chaleurs Railway Company. The direc-
tors of the company are the Hon. Théodore Robitaille,
President; the Hon. Thomas McGreevy, Vice-President;
the Hon. Louis Robitaille, L. J. Riopel, Robert H. McGreevy,
Francis Giroux and Octave Martin. The agreement will
be laid before the House, and is subject to the approval of
Parliament.

BLUE BOOK PRINTING-QUEEN vs. LOUIS RIEL.

Mr. BERNIER asked, Where, and by whom was the
blue book entitled "The Queen vs. Louis Riel " printed ?
How many copies were printed for the Government, and
what was the amount paid for them ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. This book was printed by the Minerve
Printing Company. 4,000 copies were printed, English and
French, of which 1,200 copies were for Sessional Papers, at
the cost of $92.21.

PRINTING JOINT STOCK COMPANIES BLUE BOOK.

Mr. BERNIER asked, Where, and by wbom was the
blue book giving particulars of the Joint Stock C>mpanies
incorporated in 185, printed? How mariy copies were
ordered by the Government, and at what cost ? Was the
work done at the rates mentioned in the contract with the
present contractors for Departmental printing, or at higher
rates?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The book was printed by La Minerve
Printing Company--

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I did not ask hon. gentlemen to
applaud me. There were 2,500 copies printed in English
and in French, and 470 for Sessional Papers, at a cost of
$H15.07-at a slightly higher rate than the Government
contract rates.

PERSONAL EXPLANATI3N.

Mr. LAURIER. I beg the indulgence of the House to
correct a misstatement which I made last evening when
addressing the louse. Having quoted a passage from a
speech delivered by the Premier on the 26th of March
last, I stated that this passage was not to be found in the
bound volume of the Hansard. My attention was drawn to

CASE OF LOUIS RIEL-QUESTION OF ORDER.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Perhaps tho hon. gentle-
men opposite will have no objection to our doing as we did
yesterday-dropping the notices of motion.

Mr. BLAKE. The question differs to-day.

EXECUTION OF LOUIS -RIEL-RETURNS.

Mr. AMYOT (Translation) moved for:

Copies of all telegrams, letters, petitions or documents asking -r
recommending that the sentence of death against Louis Riel should not
be commuted, or that it should be executed.

le said: It is useless for me to say, Mr. Speaker, that
this motion is extremely important, and I am fully con-
vinced that the Government will move no amendment with
a view, not only to exclude it from the list of motions, but
even to put it at the foot of the roll. For nearly a week
we have been discussing the most important facts of the
great question which agitates the Parliament after having
agitated the country, and we have not yet before us the
documents required for this debate. I have ascertained
that several parts of the records have not been included in
the blue book, which was submitted to the House and the
country. I fail to understand this exclusion, this very
extraordinary exclusion, as this blue book, at first sight,
seems to be a complete copy of the record, which it is not.
Why it is that one part was printed and thon the other, I
will leave it to the hon. ministers to explain; as for us, we
are unable to find a satisfactory explanation. What I
demand is that part of the documents which was laid on the
Table in the Council room, when the ministers arrived at
a decision and also the petitions praying that the execution
should take place; that part is not yet before us and I do
not see why the hon. ministers should find it necessary to
oppose this motion and to withhold from us these docu.
ments to which we have a right and the contents of which
the public has an interest to know. Therefore, Mr. Speaker,
I venture to hope that my motion vill be granted and that
we will soon have the required documents. If I am not
mistaken, it bas been stated by the hon. Minit-er of Public
Works that in the Executive Council, the arguments and
the petitions for and against the execution had been duly
considered. We are now here, as a Committee of the Whole
House, to examine whether the decision taken at that timo
was really such as to be justified by the law and by the
facts, and it is our right to have all these documents.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I made a proposal just
now to the hon. gentleman opposite, in order that it might
not be necessary to move that the 17th Order bo now called
on, as I did yesterday and the day before. But as the bon.
gentleman insists, I must make that motion again. The
reason of that is, as the First Minister stated at the begin-
ning, that it is desirable that the debate on the motion of
the hon. member for Montmagny (Mr. Landry) should go
on from day to day, as the Government wished to know
whether thoir action is approved or disapproved by tho
House, and the only way to do that is to go on with
the debate from day to day until we come to a vote. There-
fore, I hope the flouso will sustain me in voting that tho
17th Order be now called.

the m.atter, and I find I was incorrect. My impression was
that the statement was made in a passage I quoted on a Mr. EDGAR. This debate has been going on for some
motion made by my hon. friend the leader of the Opposition, time, and surely the House might fairly have expccted that
and I made a search for it in the bound volume of the during all these days the Government would have brought
Bansard, but I found the passage, where it should have down for our information a great many of the papers that
been, in a speech previously delivered. by the Premier on 1 have been so long promisod us. A great many were pro-
the same date. Therefore I beg to say that my statement mised last Session, and many more have been ordered to be
was incorrect, and I offer the fullest apology to the House brought down this Session. I have no doubt there are
and to the parties affected by it. many hon. members fully prepared, from the information in

Mr. WMTE (Cardwell).
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their hands, to give an intelligent vote on the question
moved by rmy hon. friend, the member for Montmagny
(Mr. Landry); but we have heard from other hon. mem-
bers that they require the liglit of further papers and faller
information before giving a vote. At any rate, it is not
proper for the Government to hold back information that
might possibly influence the members of this House one
way or the other. Why, Sir, it is only within the last mo-
ment or two that the hon. member for Bellechasse
(Mr. Amyot) bas moved for very important telegrams
bearing on this question, and instead of that motion
being allowed to pass, an amendment is moved
to strike it off the paper, and to put this other
motion in its place. We also find, from the answer given
by the Minister of Justice, just now, to a question put by the
leader of the Opposition, that there are very important re-
ports which have lately been received by the Government
from their counsel, relating to a matter upon which great
stress has been laid, that is, the complicity of the white
settlers of the North-West in the rebellion ; and we beard
the other day from the Minister of Justice that there were
certain important telegraphic reports as to the sanity or
insanity of Louis Riel, on wbich the execution was ordered,
and these reports, instead of boing placed before the House,
were given back to the men who made them. Surely the
Government have had time to get copies of them, either
from the telegraph office, or from the men to whom they
gave them. Now, in order to test the feeling of the House,
1 beg to move the following as an addition to the original
motion of the hon. member for B3elochasse: U

And that it is the duty of the Goverument without further delay to
bring down further papers relating to North-West affairs, and throwing
light on ithe situation prior to, during, and subsequent to the late re-
bellion.

Mr. SPEAKER. I do not think it is in order to move an
amendment, The amendment now before the House is in
the nature of moving the previous question, and, according
to the rules, I do not think it is in order to move this amend-
ment.

Mr,,BLAKE. The motion which you, Sir, put the other
day, was this, and it was in order:

Mr. Farrow moved, that it is expedient to provide that members of
the House of Commons of Canada and members of the Senate of Can-
ada, who may be absent from the House by sickness in themselves or
their families, though not in Ottawa during such sickness, shall not be
deprived of their indemnity by such absence.

eir Hector Langevin moved in amendment thereto, that ail the words
after the word "that" to the end of the question, be left out, and the
following substitnted therefor: "the 35th OJrder of the Day, on the
Public Bills and Orders, be now read."

The hon. Minister of Publie Works, therefore, proposed
to strike certain words out of the main motion, and to sub-
stitute other words. It was not a substitutory motion,
such as would take place on the Order of the Day being
called, but it was a motion in amendment to a motion ; and
I do not understand why it is not competent to any other
member to propose another alteration, to propose a second
amendment.

Mr. SPEAKER. I expressly called the attention of the
Clerk to this, to know whether the amendment was cor-
rectly entered, and he said it was not, that the motion in
amendment had been put without leaving out the words
after "that." Bourinot on "IParliamentary Practice " says:

"If a question on the motion paper is under consideration, any mem-
ber may move, 'That the Orders of the Day be now read,' or 'That the
House do now proceed to the Orders of the Day.' If this question is
resolved in the affirmative, the original motion is superseded, and
the House mut proceed at once to the Orders of the Day. It has been
ruled in the Canadian, as well as in the English House, that no amend-
ment can be made to the motion to proceed to the Orders of the Day, it
being considered equivalent for a motion to the previous question."

And I understand now this is a motion to proceed to a par-
ticular Order of the Day.

Mr. BLAK E. I understand you to say that the motion
made the other day was either not put in the words in which
I find it put in our proceedings, or, if it was put in those
words, it was incorrectly put.

Mr. SPEAKER. I called the attention of the Clerk to
it specially, and he told me the way the motion was put in
the Votes and Proceedings is incorrect, and that it is cor-
rectly put in the Journals.

Mr. BLAKE. Under these circumstances, I hope that
the error will be noted in our daily record, so that we
may know what motions are put to the House and what the
regular course of business is. When the hon. gentleman
proposed that we should adopt the course he urged yester-
day, I ventured to say that the situation was not the same.
The situation yesterday was this: An hon. member had a
Bill in the Orders relating to another matter before the
House, and the result of pressing the motion that we should
proceed to the Orders of the Day, as against the Bill, would
injariously interfere with the progress of a Bill which had
noLhing to do with this question; but the question we are
called on to consider to-day is which of two propositions we
will adopt, both of which have relation to the matter in
hand. The first is that we should have the evidence material
to the formation of a judgment before proceeding to a
judgment, and the second is that we shall proceed to
judgment before getting the evidence. The hon. mem-
ber for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot) proposes that cer-
tain papers of high consequence in considering th e
question, and in considering the conduct of the Govern-
ment -papers upon which the Government proceeded in
coming to a conclusion-shall be laid upon the Table, so that
we may know what that was which the Government had
before it when they came to their conclusion. In amendment
or in supersession, at any rate, with a view of defeating
that proposai and obliterating it from the Order paper,
the hon. gentleman proposes that we should proceed
to judgment in the case. Of*course, we ail understand that
there is a well-known rule of law which is based on the
common sense of mankind and which will answer the pur-
pose of a judgment in this particular, though not so
satisfactorily as the production of documents. That
rule is :-Omnia praesumuntur coWtra spoliatorem. Every-
thing is presumed against the man who suppresses, con-
ceals, or gives away the documents in the case. If the
Government, in preference to submitting to the Order to
produce the papers, insists upon the trial of the case with-
out the documents, that presumption will be drawn here
amongst lawyers and laymen and by the world
at large. I am prepared to draw it, and I
think other people will draw it as well. But that
is not satisfactory to me, because I beliove the proper
course is that the papers should bo produced, and that,
not upon such presumptions, however well founded they
may be in law and common sense, but on the documents
themselves should we proceed to judgment. I call your
attention, Sir, to this question of the production of papers,
and to the view this Goverument seems to take as to its
duties and responsibilities, and as to the rights and respon-
sibilities of Parliament in that connection; because it seems
te me that it is extremely material to the disposition of this
motion that we should understand, once for ail, what is the
duty and responsibility of Government, and what are the
rights and responsibilities of Parliament. Now, remem-
ber that the first papers which are material to the
particular question in hand, so far as that question at all
bears upon the conduct of the Government before the
rebellion, were moved for by myself as long ago as pretty
early in the Session of 1883. These papers were connected
with the complaints and representations of the settlers near
Prince Albert, and the flouse unanimously ordered, on that
occasion, the production of those papers. The Session of 1883
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went on, and it ended, and the papers were not produced.
The Session of 1884 commencedit ran its course, and it ended,
and the papers were not produeed. The Session of 1885
commenced, and ran a long way in its course, and the papers
were not produced. The rebellion broke out; the Govern-
ment was pressed, time and again, to bring down the papers
so long delayed. It was pressed to comply with this Order,
so contemptuously ignored for these several periods, and at
length, long after these repeated demands were made, in
the Session of 1885 these particular papers, or some of them,
were brought down, in obedience to the Order of 1883. I
say that if the Order of the House had been complied with,
it is in the highest degree improbable that the rebellion
would have occurred. If this Parliament had obtained
those documents and papers which were called for in time
for it to consider them, with the light and knowledge those
documents would have given us, with the knowledge of
what were the grievances of the people and what the Govern-
ment had done and was doing, we might have been saved the
shame and pain and disgrace of the events which have since
occurred. But the Government ignored, as it always has
done, its duties and obligations towards this House, not indeed
by contesting our right to the papers, except very rarely, but
by passing the motions without a word, and thon contemptu-
ously ignoring the Orders of the House, with the results to
which I have referred. Then the rebellion broke out just
about this day a year ago, or a little earlier. The call was
made again for papers, a call which has been repeated con.
tinuously since that time. I point to your attention that upon
the occasion of a former outbreak, the outbreak of 1869-70,
the Government had recognised their duty in that regard.
The moment Parliament met, the outbreak having taken
place during the recess, although it was still going on, al-
though there was an alleged provisional Government, or a de
facto Government, in that country, the Government felt that
it was their duty to the Parliament, that it was their
obligation to the public of that day, to lay before Parlia-
ment the papers which contained the information with
reference to the causes of the outbreak, and with reforence
to the course and the conduct of the Government in con-
nection with the outbreak, the papers which would enable
ne to measure what had been the discharge of their duties
by the Government in that regard. They felt it to be
their duty to lay those papers before Parliament, volun-
tarily and spontaneousy. They were promised in the
Speech from the Throne, and they were laid before us a
very few days afterwards. It was said, indeed, that there
might be some phrases or a name or two which it might be
inexpedient to publish at that time, and the First Minister
pointed out, and pointed out with propriety, the import-
ance of not doing any damage to private interests in that
region ; and the Government therefore proposed a secret
committee to look over the papers and decide which could
be published without damage to public or private in-
terests. The First Minister did not thon arrogate to
himself the right to be the judge of what should be the ma-
terials to be brought down to Parliament to enable us to
decide upon the cause which might be pending between the
people and the Administration of the day. le felt that bis
own position demanded that mon on both sides of the
House should see all the papers, and that to mon from both
sides of the House should be committed the task of doter-
mining whether public or private interests required the
publication or the suppression of certain papers; and, from
this side of the House, my hon. friend from East York (Mr.
Mackenzie), the late member for Chateauguay (Mr. Hol.
ton), and myself, and I think another, but I am not quite
sure, were appointed. We met, we looked through all the
papers, they were all brought down, and I think we
omitted one sentence and two or three names, and it was
agreed between us unanimously that these should be
omitted; but, as to all the rest, we agreed that they were

Mr. BLAKE.

fit to be made public, that they were fit to b made known
to Parliament and to the people; and so they came on the
Table of the House, so they were made publi, to the world,
and so the whole information as to the events which had
precoded the rebellion, the ovents which had brought about
the rebellion, the course, conduct and policy of the Govern-
ment, which could be discovered at that time
in the public offices, were brought forward. I say not
that everything was brought forward ; I say that much
was not brought forward which ought to have been ; I say
not that much was not then concealed. All of us who have
since watched public events, all of us who have since read
the proceedings of the Select Committee on the North-West
troubles, know that much was kept back ; but still osten-
sibly all was brought down; the duty was acknowledged if
it was not performed, to bring down everything affecting
the matter; and hon. gentlemen on bath sides decided
what should be published. Here, a rebellion takes place,
an outbreak takes place, many lives are lost, millions of
treasury are expended, I call for papers, and the hon. gentle-
man says : I will decide for myself what papers should be
brought down and what should not b brought down. No
longer does ho say he will bring down all the papers, and
strike a committee to see what should be made public and
what should not; but ho says that ho will himself see what
papers should be brought down, with a view to the effect
which such and such papers will have on the fortunes of the
Government of the day. Do you mean to tell me that the
Government of the day, whose political futures, whose
political as well as personal reputations depend upon the evi-
dence to he brought down, are the fit judges of what papers
are to be kept back and what papers are to be laid b3fore
Parliament ? Do you mean to tell me that it is to b left
to them to say what pieces of evidence are innocent
enough, or harmless enough, or are sufficiently well known
to hon. gentlemen opposite to render it usoless to retaiu
them, what papers can be safely brought down or what
papers can b safely kept back? It is not human nature, to
is not common sense that such a doctrine should be laid
down, that those who are chargedand who admit, as the First
Minister admitted last Session, in answer to myself, that
an outbreak has occurred of such serious consequence as to
render them responsible to the House and to the country,
should have it left to themselves to say what shall come
down, and that too at a moment when they are pressing
on a decision upon one of the important questions
involved in this matter. With one breath they call upon
us to sit from day to day, and from hour to hour to
discuss this question, to the suppression of all other
business; and with the other, they hold back, they
refuse to produce the documents which are important to
arrive at a right conclusion on that very matter. A few
papers were brought down, under dint of constant pros-
sure-pressure administered from day to day-were brought
down alter as much reluctarce and difficulty as if the
operation had been one of the extraction of teeth referred to
by me last Session. At one time we beard that tbe clerks'
time prevented these paprs coming down, that there
were not enough clerks ii ite iDepartment to copy
them ; and, after that wis told to us, they were brought
down, and I had them copiei by one or two men in
twenty-four hours, While nifIons of dol'ars were being
expended in the suppresion of a rebellion, we were told
we could not hire enough mon at a dollar and a halif a day
to copy the documents which would tell the people who
were responsible for that rebellion. At another time, we
were told that the public interest required the suppression
of certain papers during the revolt. We are yet to have
it shown or pointed out to us that there is a single paper,
the production of which would have hurt the public in-
terest at that time. The fact is, that the hon, gentlemen
have for a long time confounded the publie interest with
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their own, that they bave confounded the publie interest proved to be unfit, or they have reported. If they have not
with the interest of the Tory party, and that they are dis- reported, how are they in office? if they have reported,
posed to say that whatever hurts the Tory party hurts the why have we not their report ? It is utterly impossible, Sir,
public interest, and, therefore, they will not. bring down to escape from the view, the men being retained in office,
these papers. Well, some evidence was omitted ; some that those reports have been mado. It was their first duty,
papers were refused for another reason. I was told that, their first charge, to have made them, if their duty was
in a beartless manner, regardless of the interests of the mis- fully performed. Then, Sir, there is another report to which
sionaries in the North-West who were there with their I have already reforred, which bas been suppressed, the
lives in their hands ; regardless of the temporal interests of report of Colonel Houghton, of the 28th July previons,
Bishop Grandin and of other missionaries, Protestant and when he reported the condition of affairs in that country
Roman Catholic; regardless of the interests of the officers of at that time, when he went to gel the arms, and which
the Government, I was calling ruthlessly, while yet there report the Minister of Militia declines to give us, but which
was war between the half-breeds and the rest of Canada, gave most important information as to the condition of that
and, after that was over, wbile yet there was danger of an country, information which indicated what the duty of
Indian war, for the production of documents which would Government was, in a very plain way. Now, Sir, the Gov-
endanger the lives of these men-documents, Sir, which ernment bas not ventured, much as it ventures upon the
wonld have proved that these mon had done their duty by fidelity, not to say the subserviency, of this Legislaturo-the
the people of that country, documents such as those which Government has not ventured oponly te aver that it would
my hon. friend from Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot), the other day not bring down the papers. Towards the close of last
produced, though the Government declined, out of tender Session 1 made further demands. As to some, the First
consideration and care for the interests of Bishop Grandin Minister, and as to some, the present Minister of Finance,
and those under him, to bring them down last Session ; then acting as Minister of the Interior, answered me that
documents which proved that that prelate had, in the there were such and such papers, and that they would bo
month of June, just after or just before Riel had arrived, brought down. And this Session, having appealed four
communicated to the Government the condition of affairs, times, or five, to the First Minister upon this subject, he bas
communicated to the Government the condition of dis- at length stated that the Government was about to bring
content, communicated to the Government the condition down spontaneously the papers of the North-West. Why ?
of excitement, pointed out what the nature of the demands Because he acknowledges it his duty to do so, because
was, pointed out that some were reasonable and some were e acknowledges that it is bis obligatioq towards this
unreasonable, called upon the Minister of Public Works to do House to bring down these papers. And why not now ?
his duty by bis compatriots and bis country, called upon Bocanse they are now in course of preparation ! Sir, the
him Io give bis early and earnest attention to this rebellion commenced a year ago, Parliament has been pro-
Subject, and called upon the First Minister as welI, rogued for six or seven months, we have met now for threc
that these documents, which pointed out that there had weeks, and if an obligation is admitted to bring down papers
been great neglect on the part of the Government in the to Parliament, does it not imply, and necessarily involve,
past, that Bishop Grandin himself had appealed to them the obligation to have these papers roady for Parliament,
time and again, that he had been received, as he said ho to bring them down in time to Parliament ? Does it not,
was, as we know that everybody is, by the First Minister at any rate, involve the proposition that so long as you tell
with most courteous words, with the kindest promises, but us that your neglect of your duties has prevented you from
with no measure of performance; documents which prove preparing the papers aud from implementing your obliga-
the urgency of the case, documents which speak of another tion, se long as you ought not to press on with the
interesting event, aliso up to that time concealed from decision of the cause, that you will not, with one band,
us, which speak of a visit of the Lieutenant-Governor to force a motion into the Speaker's hands, insisting upon a
those quarters, which occurred prier to the month of June, dceision on it, and put the other band behind your back and
and of the reception which that dignitary met with from say : In our own good time; after you have a decision of
the inhabitants of that country, an unsatisfactory reception the question, wo will bring down as many papers as we
wbich the Bishop regretted, but which lie explained by the think it safe to bring down, or as we think we cannot
existence of discontent. Well, Sir, we were told that Bishop escape from bringing down, and leave you te prove how
Graidin would be injured; his authority, already shaken, many more you know of, or to move a committee of enquiry,
would be destroyed, if the Government brought down the or some other futile stop, because we do not know what are
papers which proved that Bishop Grandin had dore his the papers which remain. Sir, the First Minister, when 1
duty by bis people. He had made representations of their first called upon him this Session, declared that ho would
interests and ot their condition, and had exhorted the look at the demands which I made last Session, and give
Government repeatedly, though witbout success, Io give me an answer. Two or three times I appealed to him, and
attention to the matter. We were told by the First Minister ho said that ho bad net been able yet to go through it all,
that the production of the papers at that time would hurt and in the end ho said to me: Roally, the documents were
Bishop Grandin. I answered him, -that the production of so numerous, would cover such a large amount of ground,
such papers was necessary to preserve the honor, te maintain that ho must ask me to do it myself, must now ask
the authority and in the truc interest of those dignitaries, me once again to say wbat it is I want. Whereupon 1
whether they be officers of the Government of Canada, or asked whether any papers were to be brought down
cfficers of the church of that country ; and I say so now. I spontaneously, to which the bon. gentleman replied,
say once again, that you cannot believe, in the face of the fact yes I suppose that n,;body here was so very innocent
that the officers of the Government in that countiy still hold as not to understand tli meaning.of the First Minis-
their (fice-you cannot believe but that they have repertd ter's observations. HIe was extremely anxious to put it
from time to time, and fally, to the Government, what the upon me, who have not access te his department and
position of that country was, and what was going on. Have bis pigeon-holes, who do not know all the papors that
they or bave they not ? if they bave not, how does it come are there, who cannot tell what he bas got, to specify all
that Government dares to meet Parliament with thoso that I may have heard of, and thus te limit the scope
men still in coffice. If they have, is it not of the last conse- of bis obligation and his duty. Sir, ho acknowledged
quence that we should sec what their reports say, and un- that ho had a duty, that duty ho las noglected, and still
derstand what the situation of affairs was ? one way or the persistently neglects. I say that we ought net to proceed
other-these men are unfit for tbeir duty wholly, and with the enquiry at this time. I believe, Sir, that the
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proposal which is now being made is one to put the cart
before the horse. My opinion is, and always has been,
that it was nccessary that the debate of which the hon.
gentleman proposed the resumption, should be proceeded
with, that it should be fully discussed in Parliament,
that it should be debated and .decided bore; but my
opinion also is, that an essential element in a final judg-
ment and satisfactory conclusion of that question is a
thorough threshing out of the events which preceded the
rebellion, and of the conduct of the Governnient with refer-
ence of all those ovents, and an ascortainment of the rela-
tive measure .of the responsibility of the Government
and of the half-breeds in that regard. I do not think
these questions can conveniently, owing to the great
magnitude of each of them, he conjoined; and am of
opinion that it is putting the cart before the horse to
dispose of this question first and the others after-
wards. But the Govornment, by the use of its ma-
jority, and for various obvious purposes, has chosen to
put the cart before the horse and to propose that this
tuestion should b docided first, before the other ques-

on which is, in order of time, in order of convenience, in
c)rder of reason and common sense, the first to be discussed
and threshed out, Well, we are obliged to submit to the
decision of the majority as to the time and mode in which
the trial of the Government will take place. They have
selected, apparently, an accuser, they have framod an in-
dictmont, they have got hold of a jury, they are now de-
ciding what the evidence shall be against themselves. I
say that the form of procedure being selected by them-
selves, the least that should happen t us is that, at any
rate, we should get the evidence before we are called
on to decide the cause. I do not believe, Sir, that
in any other Parliament in the worIl w)uld a moition,
such as the hon. gentleman has just now made, prevail.
I do not believe any flouse in which the forms of consti-
tutional government and parliamentary government still
represent its substance are still animated by its spirit,
would allow a motion to bring down material evidence to be
superseded at the instance of the accused by a proposal to
proceed to judgment. I shall not believe it in spite of
what I see before me, in spite of what I fear. Until I see
it, I shall not believe that this Parliament will deliberately
determino to proceed to judgment in preference to obtain-
ing the evidence material to form the judgment. It may
be so, but if so, i shall deeply regret it, and I shall know,
of course, what inferences to draw as well as regards those
who propose as those who support such a course.

Mr. WRITE (Cardwell). The bon. gentleman, Mr
Speaker, may rely upon this, that the public of Canada will
know what inference to draw from the position which ho
bas taken upon this question since the House opened. We
have had to day a speech from him, one of a series of
speeches which he has delivered since the louse opened,
in which ho bas endeavored, if possible, to shield himself
from the embarrassment in which ho and his party find
themselves, under the pretence that they have not the
information which will enable them teonme to a judgment
upon this question. What bas been the history of this
agitation ? Do hon. members from the Province of Quebec
who commenced this ogitation the day after, or, rather, the
very day of the hanging of the unfortunate man, Louis
Riel, pretend to say there is no information before Parlia-
ment and the country which will enable thern to judge of
the wisdom or otherwise of the act of the Government in
permitting the execution to take place ? Are they prepared
to say that those meetings which were held in Quebec, that
that great inaugural meeting which was hold on the Champ
de Mars at Montreal, that that effigy burning, which I am
bound to say was a disgrace to the party politics of Canada,
in whieh too many of them indulge, and sustained by their

Mr. BLAKE.

presence-do they pretend now to say that all those things
took place under circumstances which rendered it impos-
sible for thom to find a fair judgment as to whether the
Goverr.ment wore right or wrong in the course which they
pursued ? The hon. gentleman has, since the opening of
this House, on more than one occasion called for papers ;
but ho has been most careful not to specify the particular
papers which ho asks from the Government. He has not ven-
tured to put bis finger upon a particular paper which ho
desires and which ho says should be furnished. He bas not
ventured to take the responsibility of stating the docu-
ments ho asks, and which ho says are absolutely necessary
to enable him to form a judgment upon this question.
We had, last Session, from that hon. gentleman a speech of
six hours-seven hours,if I mistake not-an admirable speech
from lis point of view, a speech in which he indicated most
clearly his own conception.of bis public duty-that of hold-
ing a brief for -his party-in which ho came before this
House with that brief in bis hand, endeavoring to arraign
the Government for their conduct in the management of
the North-West Territory; and after that speech, based
upon information which the Government had furnished
him, after that speech in which ho cited document after
document, which ho held justified the condemnation of the
Government, ho now comes forward and tells the House
and the country, forsootb, that the Government bave con-
cealed the papers which would Jead to their condemnation
and have refused to bring those papers down, furnishing
only such as they please. Sir, what are the papers that
have been brought down? ias there been a single petition
from the people of the North-West snppressed ?

Mr. BLAKE. Yes.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Has there been a single letter,
so far as the hon. gentleman can name it, from anyone in
the North-West supprossed ?

Mr. BLAKE. Yes.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Have we not the letters from

Bishop Grandin, of Father André and of Father Vegreville ;
have we not the petitions of the half-breeds of the North-
West, complaining that delays were taking place in the
administration of affairs connected with their lands and in
the settlement of the question of the Indian title? Have
we not all those potitions brought down ?

Mr. BLAKE, No.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). No? Lot the hon. gentleman

look at the blue book.
Mr.
Mr.

at the

BLAKE. I have.
WHITE (Cardwell). Lot the hon. gentleman look
Sessional Papers of last Session.

Mr. BLAKE. I have.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Where, thon, did the hon. gen-

tleman get those petitionswhich ho cited bore last Session?
Where did ho get the letters ? Where did ho get those docu-
ments upon which ho arraigned the Government for neglect
of duty in not bringing down papers and information to
Parliament? I have no hesitation in saying that as one I
recognise to the fullest extent the duty of the Gaverriment
to furnish this House with all the information necessary to
be laid before Parliament. I recognise at the same time
the equal responsibity of the Government of the day to
withhold, if they think proper, such papers as in their
judgment in the public interest should be withheld.

Some lon. MEMBERS. lear, hear.
Mr. WHITiE (Cardwell). I tell the hon. gentleman this,

and I leave it to the future to docide whether I am right
or not, that as to the papers to which ho refers as having
b3en suppressed, the private communications which the
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First Minister, last Session, declared ho could not at that
time bring down, if they are brought down the bon.
gentleman will find that the Government, instead of sup-
pressing papers which would militate against themselves,
suppressed papers which bore testimoniy to the truth of the
position they took and in relation to which. they certainly,
on party grounds and on personal grounds, had no reason
whatever to fear publication. What is the particular motion
which is now brought up by the hon. member for Belle-
chasse (Mr. Amyot), and in relation to which this motion
has been made as an amendment ? It is a motion for
petitions sent to the Government praying for the commu-

Riel, bis conduct in connection with that rebellion,
must stand by itself, and it doos stand by itseif
with information far more sufficient to cuable a judgnion L
to be formed upon it than was the information which the
hon. gentleman had fifteon yeari ago, when he paraded
Ontario from one end to the other against " the red-handed
murderer," as he described Louis Riel, and whon1 by the
purchase-I cannot say by him, but cortainly under cir-
cumstances which were at least suspicious in relation to
the matter-by the purchase of a inan who botrayed his
colleagues, and by appeals to the very classes in the Pro-
vince of Ontario whom his fricnds are now Po violently

tation of the sentence or for the execution of the sentence1denouncing, liemanaged to obtain office. 1 say liedid tbis
passed on the unfortunate man, Louis Riel. Are we to beMr. Speaker, on evidence fur ]oss than that which ho has
told in Parliament that the judgment of the Executive is te to-day, and which, unfortunatoly-so littie cap.ble is li,
be formed by public petitions from people praying for com- according to his own judgment, of forming an opinion on a
mutation or for the execution of the death sentence ? Are subjeet of this kind-he considers insutilient to enabie hiin
we to be told that the solemn responsibility that rests on the to say whether Louis Riel was justly executed, whetber ho
Executive is to be affected by popular clamor of one kind justly expiated lis crimes on the gallows, or whether, on
or another ? Is that the hon. gentleman's conception of his the other hand, he should have been reprievd-slould have
duty, if he were Minister of Justice to.day as he was inis. been set at liberty in order that i a few years more ho
ter of Justice in the past? Is this question which is before might, if possible, inaugurate another rebellion. Mr.
us to-day going to be affected in any way whatever by the Speaker, the hon, gentleman las counted without bis host,
production of any petitions either for or against the cr om if liethinksomie en divert public attention frm this qus.
mutation of the sentence on Louis Riel? tien by talking f the absence of papers. I tell hirntlat li

Mr. BLAKE. Why did you give a list of them in your will find-and 1 have predicted with regard te binbefere
own~~~~i bubok iiParliament, and my predictions have turned eut te beown correct-ho will find that wlienluecernes te face is con-

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). We have given a list cf them stituents,and is followors at bis back fre the Province of
and there, Mr. Speaker, is the statement of the hon. gentie- Ontario when they core te face theirconstituents, will flnd
men. Did we conceal anything ? Would he have known that the people thora are net going te bc told thut ail that
any more if the words of the printed headings-for that is las occurred during the last eighteen months is a blank te
what most of them were-had been put there-if they had thon, and they cannot make up their minds whether this
been brought down with a list of the names attacbed to man cornitted a crime sufficient to justify bis exocution,
them ? Was that going to alter the judgment of the House or whether ho did net. The wlole thing is an attempt to
in the matter,? Why, Sir, the fact that the list of petitions draw a rcd herring across the trail, which thc hon. gentie-
was put in, the fact that the Government frankly stated in man will fiîd te have bon a fatal mistake. 1 prodiet it
the report which they brought down to Parliament, that row, and ho will realise bofore ho is very mucli eder that
there wore petitions, and gave the numbor ofthose petition-s ry prediction las been a truc one.
in the Blue Book they submitted to this House-the very Mr. BLAKE. I desiro te say that tho bn. gentleman
fact that they did that, is a proof that they did not want tobas misundorsto-A i n nrt cf y speech. I did net say that
shield themselves against the suggestion that, in spite of the absence of tiîc. pors would disable me freinformin
petitions, they have permitted the execution to take effect.
Sir, the hon. gentleman pretends that lie bas not gotifor- judgment. On the cotrary, have sad that In the
mation enough upon which he can decide this question. absence f thse papers I knew what inferences I slould
For one, Sir, I think it would be a most unfortunate tbing draw, and I am prepared te draw them. I arnprcpared te
if we had to deal with the whole question of the adinis- give my vote and my sons for my vote, and wi do s
tration of affairs in the NorthVest and the exocution of befere this debate is over; but I did say that it would be
Louis Riel, as one question. They are not one question. infiniteîy
Admit every single thing which the hon, member for East Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, ordor.
Quebec (Mr. Laurier) so eloquently said last night, in a Mr. BLAKE. 1 an nttf order; I ara pcrfectly in
speech of which,-although I differ from hin altogether, order,
and I trust I shall be able before this debate is closed toisunderstood mo-that it would be rucb moto satis-
show that his appreciation of the facts was not at al]
accurate-in a speech of which I, as a Canadian, am justlyfactory teibis luse that the material for a julgrent
proud, because I think it is a matter of common pride to u shouk be placed before it is calied on te decide.
that any publ:c man in Canada can make, on the floor of Mr. CAME RON (Huron). This, Mr. Speaker, is another
Parliament, such a speech as we listened to last night; but cf tho many attempts made by the Governmrt-hon.
I say, admit for the sake of argument, everything he said; gontiomen on thether sida are prepared te decide this
admit that there was delay in settling the Indian title ofquestion and render their verdict, evidenco or ne evîdence
the half-breeds; admit that there was delay in settling the it is of ne kind cf conbequence te thon As soon as Ili
land question; admit, for the sake of argument, that theitr Ministur cfPublic Works cracks tho ministeil whip tbey
retitions were unanswered- will the hon. member for West wilt vote according te lis dictation; I say, Mr. Speaker,
Durham (Mr. Blake), the leader of the Opposition, take tbe that this is anther cf the many atterpts made by this
responsibility of saying that that justified the rebellion in Geverninont te cripple tbis discuisien and te stifle tite
the North-West ? Does it justify the bereavement of the nquiry that we are ondcavoring te nako witb respect te
families who have been brought to grief throughout this the conduitoethts Administration. Tac hon. momber for
country, the Metis in the North-West, the English people Cardwell ventures upon a predictien. He says that the
of Manitoba and Ontario, who to-day find their hearths publiccf this country will be able te draw their inferenees
desolate by the absence of loved ones-will he protend te trom the conduet cf my hon. friend from WestDurham.
say that these delays justified a rebellion which brought There is another inference whih the people cf this
about that condition cf things ? The execution of Louis country will be able to draw, and whi h tey wilnt draw
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from the conduct of this Administration in destroying, in have fot been submitted to the Government? and if they
mutilating and in refusing to submit to Parliament the have been, 1 say Parliament ought te be put in possession
evidences of their own misconduct, that inference is that the of them. Thoelhon, gentleman tells us we have ail the
Government have something to conceal. The hon. gentle- documents we reguire. Have we the reasens why the
man says that we have all the papers before us that are ne- Crown did not proceed with the prosecution against
cessary to form an opinion on this subject, and lie refors toJackson? We know, as a matter of fact, that the counsel for
the discussions which took place last year, and the papers the Crown in that case declined to proc00d; webelieve
which were then before Parliament. Why, doos not the hon. that the Government so directed him; and if that is 80,
gentleman know that what we are now discussing is a we ougbt to bave the instructions which were given te
entirely different question from that which we were dis- the C-own counsel on that subject. We also know
cussing last year ? We were then discussing the question of that the First Minister charged that the rebellion
the grievances of the half-breeds, and then, as now, in every was causel by the conduct of the white settiers. If Fo,
movement we made we were crippled by the action of the why wereth. white settiers net prosecuted? Iartoldthe
Administration. They refused then to produce the papers, report as to that is not down yet. And hon, gentlemen see
and my hon. friend from West Durham (Mr. Blake), day after fit to force on this discussion in the absence of ail theSe
day, week after week, and month after month, made motion documents. We know that Father McWi[liams wrote a
upon motion, and besought the Administration to bring letter to a higliofficiai in this country; we believe the
down papers upon which to form an opinion ; but the Government are in possession of that letter. Why is it not
Government delayed until the closing hour of the Session, producel? Now, Sir, I amnnt very much surprised utthe
and the documents upon which to form an opinion had not conduet of this Administration, ai a general rale; but I ara
been printed by Parliament. So it is now. Documents are a littie surprised at the courde of the Minister of Justice.
required to judge of the conduct of the Administration, to 1e was a judge; Le las oniy lately descended from the
form a clear opinion upon their conduct, have many Bencl and laid aside the ermine, to enter the political arena.
of them been suppressed. Fortunately, in the papers Whon lie was a judge, I know from report that li leld the
kubmitted to Parliament last Session, in those brought scales of justice in an honest hand. But evil communica-
down this Session, and from other sources, we have tions corrupt good manners, and the moment li gets beside
sufficient to justify any reasonable man in coming to the his coilengues lie lays aside the impartiality that ho exer-
conclusion that the conduct of this Administration, from cîscdasajudge. Iaskhimifwhenliwasajudgeacriminal
the beginning to the end-from the outbreak to the closing were brouglit before him, and the Crown counsel had sup-
of the rebellion, to the closing scene at Regina, was such as presscd and concealed or mutilated eue-half of the evidence,
to deserve the condemnation of this country. The what would ho, holding the scale of justice, have said, of
hon. gentleman asks, are we prepared to justify a rebel- such conduet on the part of the Crown prosecutor? Ho
lion ? We do not pretend to justify the rebollion ; but we would probably have recommended the Law Society te
say that the responsibility for the rebellion, with all its strike bis Dame off the roll. On the other hand, suppose li
consequences-the loss of life, the shedding of human blood, was trying % prisoner, and one-haif of the evidence that
the ruin and desolation of the homes of the half-breeds,- would exculpate him and relievo him from the punishment
rests on the shoulders of hon. gentlemen opposite; and they that lie wouid receive if convicted, were suppressed by the
know it. Why, Sir, one of their own officials says-and Crown prosecutor, would the Minister of Justice have forced
they will find it in the last report of the Department-that on the trial? Net at ah; ho woubd net have allowed the
the Indians of the North-West were forced te join the rebels 1 case te go on until the matter was fairiy and honestiy
because they were starved; and yet we are told that the plaoed Lcfore the court. But wlen li becomes aeplitician
conduct of the Government prior to the rebellion has been lieacts ln a diferent sense. -Re is quite willing now that
fair and honest conduct. The Minister of Public Works a verdic shouid be given by this liuse with one-haîf of the
when he undertook to defond the Government, two or threeei beforo it. Wby? Because liscolleagues are the
days ago, stated, candidly enough 1suppose, that ho desired offonders, and are now on their trial before the people ef
that this should be a fair, an open, a full discussion-that this country. The lon, gentleman tolssns we have ah the
the Governinent had nothing to conceal, that they desired papc!s. Where are the papers movedfor by the lon. mem-
to disclose everything, and that he was delighted to have ber for llechasse (Mr. Amyot)? Ha bad four or five
the opportunity of meeting bis accusers face to face; but motions où the Notice paper. Those motions were passed
the hon. gentleman has taken good care not to subait to by ths liuse and assented te by the Government; and yet
Parliament the very documents on which hon. members scarcely a single document that lie asked for have the Gov-
may be enabled to form an opinion on this case. In arnmet sen lit te bring down. I myseif have submitted
pamphlet that bas been scattered broadcast throughout the1metions fbr documents of the first consequence te enablo us
Dominion, printed at a printing office owned by a member te dccile this case, but they have net been breugut dewn.
of Parliament, they have set forth some of the petitions What las become of the diary of Louis Riel, whieh 1
against the execution of Louis Riel. If they publish the believe wûuld tlrow a flood of liglt on the conduet cf the
petitions against the execution of Louis Riel, is there any Administration, and very likely on the question of the
reason why they should not publish those in favor of that sanity or insanity of Riel? The Government lave these
execution ? we know that there were petitions, letters, papers in their hands, and yet the Minister cf the Interior
telegrams, insisting on the Government carrying out the tells us with bis usual pompoiity that we have ail the
law, and yet not a single One of those documents is sub- papers we roquire te enable us te form a judgmont on this
mitted to Parliament. The Minister of Public Works, the case. What has bocome cf the minute beok centaining the
Minister of Militia, and the Minister of Inland Revenue Order in Council of the insurgents' council? la that net
knew perfectly well the influences that were brought to bear of essential censequence te the forming cf a lair and rea-
on the Administration, to induce them to let the law take senable epinien on this case? Sa far as I amncerned, I
its course with respect to Louis Riel; and yet not a single said, when I acdressed myseif te this question, that 1 feit
one of the documents showing that influence has been sub- embar-asscclbecanse these documents ware net silbmitted te
mitted to Parliament. Is it, pretended that any of thoso the buse. It is true, we have the judge's charge; but who
resolutions and other documents I read te the House, askinghas seen it? The trutl of the matter is, the Gevernment
the Government to let the law take its course, threatening are af'aid te preduce these documents-afraid ef the couse-
them with the loss of support if they did not do so, and quences of their production-afraid that this country wilb
directing that copies should be sent to Sir John Macdonald, condomuthem on their production: and they refuse te pro-

Mdr. Cowmcrviu(uwuron.)
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duce them. And yet the Minister of the Interior tells us that
these documents, if produced, would relieve the Govern-
ment of ail responsibility, and exculpate them. If the Gov-
ernment had any documents that would relieve them of
their responsibility and of the consequenoes-of their actions,
neither the people of Canada nor the members of this
House are so green as not to know that they would be sub
mitted to Parliament, What are the Government afraid of ?
We have moved for these documents and we are anxious
to see them. If they will exculpate the Government,
bring them down. But we know that that is not the case.
The fact of the matter is, this Government is treating this
House as they treated Louis Riel. They decided to hang
him before they had a report of the medical commission, and
now they want to get at the hands of Parliament a snap
verdict of acquittai without producing the evidence, because
the evidence will incriminate thomselves. The people of
the country, when called on to pronounce on the question
-and I do not care how soon, in the light of the prevari-
cation of the Government, in the light of their concealment
of documents, in the light of the fact that they have
mutilated documents and eliminated from the report
material portions of the report itself, in the light of the
fact that by their own organe and some of their leading
men they have been accused of being the authors of, and
having provoked, the rebellion-how soon the Government
wili appeal to the country ; and I venture this opinion, that
among those who will not come back will be the hon.
member for Montreal by way of Cardwell.

Mr. DESJARDINS. Before being called on to record
my vote on the amendment proposed by the hon. Minister
of Public Works, I must explain why I shall oppose it. I
am ready to pronounce judgment on the main question.
I have eiough information to form a sound judgment upon
it,. but political friends in our Province, who are bore,
refused, when called on to give their opinion by their
electors, to give it, for the reason that they wanted to givo
fair play to the Government, and to give the Government
every occasion of giving to the House all the documents
and information they had in reforence to this question.
They said: We do not want to condemn the Government
hastily. Moreover, at the beginning of the sessien the'
Government organs asked us not to press any motion bear-
ing on this question, but to give fair play to the Goveru-
ment and to afford hon. members who had not formed any
opinion-because they pretended they had not sufficient
information-an opportunity to obtain information. Also
upon the very legitimate demand of the leader of the
Opposition, asking us not to press any motion in amend-
ment to the Address, because ho wanted tho documents
which the Government had promised to bring down, before
being called upon to judge the question. I thought it was
only fair that we should allow those hon. gentlemen an
opportunity of forming their opinions, and it was in accord-
ance with the desire expressed by them that we took the
stand we take. The hon. Minister of the Interior
(Mr. White) said, speaking against the motion brought by
the hon. member for Bellechasse (àir. Amyot): Why bring
those petitions asked for by this motion; they have no bearing
in any way; they hav% had no influence on the question ?
Well, this is the first time that I hear it stated that peti-
tions sent by the people to the Government or to the
Bouse of Commons are to be treated in this way. My im-
pression was that potitions were one of the forms of consti-
tutional means to bring to the Government and the House
of Commons a knowledge of public opinion, and I thought
they should be botter received than the Minister of the in.
lerior seems disposed to receive them I do not wonder
now that the petitions sent to the Government from the
North-Weet for so many years received so little attention.
The Minister of the Interior, pointing to the Frençh-speak-

ing members, referred to the meetings that took place in the
different parts of Quebec, and spoke of the burning of
effigies as disgraceful to the cities where those burnings took
place. Weil, he who resides in Montreal ought to be botter
versed as to the burning of effigies on the Champ de Mars.
I condemned myself the burning of effigies which took
place after the 16th November; but these were not the
first burning of effigies that took place in Montreal. The
hon. gentleman ought to have remembered that in
1849 effigies were burned in Montreal, and something more
than effigies; and if those burnings took place, I can say that
they were not the work of French Canadians, but of the
Tories of that timne.

Mr. WHITB (Cardwell). Whom you have supported
ever since.

Mr. DESJARDINS. No, Sir.
Mr. BOWELL. And they are now the Grits.
Mr. DESJARDINS. The population of Montreal had

that example in view probably when the burning of effigtes
took place. As for us, we are satisfied with constitutional
meetings -regular, quiet and loyal meetings -to give ex-
pression to our opinions, and we thou ht it our duty to do
so. I think it but fair that when suc motions as my bon,
friend from Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot), and other motions
of that kind are made, they should receive at the hands of
the Government the credit and attention they are entitled
te.

Mr. AMYOT. When we had the pleasure and honor of
hearing the Minister of Public Works speech, ho told us,
after having stated that tho place for discussion was not the
hustinga, thereby exhibiting the scandalous spectacle of a
Ministry divided among themselves-he said the proper
place for the discussion was in Parliament, and thon ho
added:

" But to-day, here before the representatives of the people, before our
peers andjudges, that are to give their verdict either for or against u, we
can be heard, and we intend to b'e heard, and we intend to explain the
position of the Government, what we have done, why we did it, and

1o the reasons why we should be snstained by this Ho use."

Since many days we have hoard of petitions sent in to the
Executive against the commutation of Riel's sentence and
in favor of his execution. We want to know if there were
any such petitions The blue bo k does not give even a list
of those petitions or the names of the petitioners, and it is
certainly a mistake on the part of the hon. momber to say
that the blue book contains thom. Tho blue book does
not say there were any petitions calling for blood, and my
motion asks for the production of those petitions. What is
the reason that is given for withholding this information ?
The Government says it is against the public interest.
Does the Government believe that in order to understand
exactly what is in the public interest, we must hold a port-
folio? Does the hon. gentleman think that, when we are
members, selected by counties to represent them in Parlia-
ment, we are not judges of that also? And whon the
Government have said they would give all the infor-
mation to the House, does the hon. gentleman think that
he can withdraw that statement to-day ? In the name of
my friends from the Province of Quebec, I beg of the
Minister of Public Works to use his groat influence and his
position as leader of the House, in the absence of the Pro.
mier, to obtain that information. I ask it on behalf of the
members from the Province of Quebec, who form part of the
majority of peacefal men in this Dominion; I ask him to give
us the information as to those who love peace and harmony
in this Confederation, and those who will only be satisfied
when their thirst for blood is satisfied. We want to know
who are in sympathy with the finding of the jury, and who
are those who will have blood in any case, notwithstanding
the finding of the jury. We want now, for later it will be

1886. 198



COMMONS DEBATEF. MARcH 17,
too late, to know the whole cause of this rebeliion. The
hon. Minister who spoke eays we have enough information
to explain the rebellion. ie made the first admission we
have had that there were some causes bringing about that
rebellion. To-day we had a long and excited speech
in reply to the most admirable speech of the hon. member
for Quebec East (Mr. Laurier) who proved last night,
that the Government not only ignored the law, but ignored
the petitions presented to them on behalf of the half-breeds,'and to-day the Ministers admit that there are causes sufficient
to justify the rebellion. We have not sufficient evidence
to show us all those causes, but, no doubt, we have enough
to enable us to decide rightly as public men on this motion.
The Minister of Justice will admit, I am sure, that, in order
to decide as judges, we should bave the whole record before
us. It was only yesterday that I eould investigate the
record, which is now upstairs, and I was struck by finding
that a great part of it is not in the blue book. The
charges of the judges and divers incidents of the trial
are not printed there in a blue book which purports
to be the whole record, but which is not so. Why it is
not I will leave the Ministers to say; but it is most
extraordinary that anyone should have the audacity
to put before Parliament a record in an incomplete shape.
They say that the part which is withdrawn is in favor of
the Government. My answer to that is that the fact of the
Government withdrawing that part of the record from the
publie would be in itself sufficient to withdraw fi om them
the confidence of the public. The conduct of the Govern.
ment in this case has been very extraordinary from the be.
ginning. First, there is a motion made. I will net accuse
the mover, and I will not accuse bis intentions, but it is
known-and, if it is not, I will make it known-that his mo-
tion was made without consulting the other members of
this flouse who are in favor of that motion. It was pro.
posed at a time when the Government had not put the
papers before the House ; and the second step was to come
in with a motion for the previous question, so that the de-
bate would go on from day to day and from hour to hour
until a decision was arrived at, without the production of
the necessary documents. What is the necessary conse-
quence? Some of the members from Ontario, not being
cognizant, perhaps, as others may be, of the facts of the
case, will have to support the Government, and the game
will be won. If we have any consideration for the
public and for our individual honor, we must insist upon
having the whole case brought before the fouse, upon
having the whole of the documents before us, and then
there will be no excuse for any member when he comes be.
fore bis constituents, and has to answer for the verdict
which the Minister of Public Works said the Government
were expecting from this House. The hon. Minister of
the Interior said the agitation in the Province of Quebec
was a disgrace. Well, over 200 municipal councils, over
800 public meetings, over 300,000 people have made that
agitation, and they were led by the organ of the hon.
Minister of Public Works all the time; and, if there has
been any disgrace, it is due to the one who has reached the
position of being the leader in his Province, and it is upon
his own colleagues that the hon. gentleman is laying the
blame, though the Minister of Public Works has been snub-
bing those who had the courage to face the disgrace which
he referred to before the public. Ail these affirmations
show the Government cannot boldly come before the House
and say : Here is the whole record, here are the whole of
the facts, here are the whole of the documents ; read them
carefully, and we are not afraid of the appeal to the people
when the decision of the flouse comes before the country.
But there is something to hide at the bottom of ail that.
Beginning with the telegrams of the Medical Commissioners,
the decision arrived at before the commission was sent out,'
continuing with the telegrams that must have been sent

Mr. Aror,

from Winnipeg to Ottawa by the Minister of Militia to the
Prime Minister, and with those petitions and letters and
telegrams pressing for the hanging and asking for blood,
there is something to hide everywhere. We cannot reach
the bottom, and everything will remain hidden for some
time, perhaps ; but, sooner or later, the country will get at
the truth, and the country will know the causes of the re-
bellion and the justice of our pretensions.

House divided on motion of Sir Hector Langevin:

YNAS:

Messieurs

Abbott, Ferguson(Leeds&Gren)O'Brien,
Allison, Ferguson (Welland), Orton,
Bain (Soulanges), Fortin, Ouimet,
Baker (Missiàquol), Foster, Paint,
Baker (Victoria), Gagné, Pinsonneault,
Barker, Gault, Pope,
Barnard, Gordon, Pruya,
Beaty, Grandbois, Reid,
Bell, Guillet, Riopel,
Benoit, Hackett, Robertson (Hastings),
Bergin, Haggart, Rose,
Blondeau, Hall, Rykert,
Bossé, Ray, Scott,
Bourbeau, Heson, Shakespeare,
Bowell, Hickey, Shanly,
Bryson, Homer, BSmai,
Burnham, Hurteau, Smyth,
Burns, Ives, Sproule,
Cameron (Inverness), Jamieson, 8tairs,
Campbell (Victoria), Kaulbach, Taschereau,
Carling, Kilvert, Tassé,
Caron (Sir Adolphe), Kinney, Taylor,
Chapleau, Kranz, Thompson (Antigonish)
Cimon, Landry (Kent), Townshend, g
Cochrane, Langevin, Tupper,
Colby, Lesage, Tyrwhitt,
Costigan, Macdonald (King's), Valin,
Cou ghlin, Mackintosh, Vanasse,
Cut bert, Macmaster, Wallace (Albert),
Daly, Macmillan (Middlesex),Wallace (York),
Daonst, McCalium, Ward,
Dawson,' McDougald (Pictou), White (Cardwell),
Desaulniers(St.Maurice)McDougail (U. Breton), White (Bastings),
Vikinson, Mcreevy, White (Renfrew),
Dodd, McLelan, Wigle,
Dugas, McNeill, Wood (Brockville),
Dundas, Massue, Wood (Westm'd),
F ro Moffat, Wright.-116.
Farrow, MontplaiBir,

Messieurs

Allen, Dupont,
Amyot, Edgar,
Armstrong, Fairbank,
Auger, Fisher,
Bain (Wentworth) Forbes,
Béchard, Gaudet,
Bergeron, Geoffrion,
Bernier, Gigault,
Blake, Gillmor,
Bourassa, Girouard.
Btirpee, Gien,
Oameron (Huron), Guay,
Cameron (Middlesex), Guilbault,
tiampbell (aeufrew), Gunu,
Oarwright(SirRichard)Harley,
Oasey, Holton,
Caegrain, Innes,
Charlton, Irvîne,
Coekburn, Jackson,
Oook, King,
coursol, Kirk,i
.Davies, Lne«nDe St. Georges, Landry (Notmagny),
Desaulniers (àaskin'ê), Langeler,
DeBjardins, Laurier,

Livingeton,
Mackenzie,
McMillan (Vaudreuil),
McCraney,
McIntyre,

Mills,
Mitchell,
Mulock,
Paterson (Brant),
Platt,
Ray,
Rinfret,
Roberton (Shelburne),
somyer,
Somerville (Brant),.-
Somerville (Bruce),
Springer,
butherland (Oxford),
Trow,
Vail,
Watson,
Weldon,
Wilson,
Yeo.-75.

Motion agreed to.

EXECUTION OF LOUIS RIEL.

The House resumed the adjourned debate on the pro-
posed motion of Mir. Landry: "That this House feels it ite
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duty to express its deep regret that the sentence of death me coming from the same Province, is one certainly which
passed upon Louis Riel, convicted of high treason, was a[- muet have appealed to his Teelings, as ho showed it did
lowed to be carried into execution ;" and the motion of Sir during the delivery of that speech,-I say, he bas conducted
Hector Langevin: "That this question be now put." the discussion in sucb a way as I hope will bave a bene-

ficial effect on the whole debate. I have said that I con-
Sir ADOLPIIB CARON. Mr. Speaker: Last night, at an sidered it was my bounden duty to my country, to my Prov-

hour far advanced, I moved the adjournment of this debate. ince, to act as Ibave acted as an adviser of the Crown. Mr.
For several days the time of this House bas been occupied in Speaker, as Ministers of the Crown, occupying, as we do,
the discussion of this most important subject, and I must the Treasury benches, we are here representing, not one
say that I bail with pleasure the opportunity which is individual Province but the whole Dominion of Canada. I
furnisbed me to-day of submitting to Parliament and to the deemed it was an obligation for us, occupyingthose positions,
country the view which I have taken from the beginning to main tain the peace and order in the Dominion. I considered
of the now historical Riel question, and the reasons which it our duty to maintain the credit of this country at home and
actuated me in the conduct which I considered it my duty abroad. I considered that was our duty as Ministers of the
to take in reference to it. Of all the charges that can be Crown, responsible for the peace of the citizens inhabiting
levelled against a public man, of all the grave accusations this country. I say more. We know, from the public
which can be brought ggainst a public man in the discharge documents of this Parliament, how much treasure Canada
of his official duties, I think the mo,.t infamous is that of bas been investing for the purpose of bringing to our vast
being a traitor to his country, a traitor to his people. For and fertile prairies of the west, the population of the over-
weeks, nay, for months, my bon. colleagues and myself crowded centres of Europe. It is neocessary, if we are to
hive been traduced before public opinion in our Province. hold out inducements to immigrants to come to Canada and
We have been accused of being traitors to our blood and to settle in happy homes in our country, to show that
traitors to our Province. Sir, I wish to ask to day how Canada can protect those who entrust thoir future to ber
came it that we could have laid ourselves open to such a care. It is necessary for us to show that, whether in the
grave charge. I want to know how it is possible that men, extreme North-West or in the older Provinces, the Govern-
who for years and years have enjoyed the confidence of their ment of Canada is sufficiently strong to protect her people
countrymen, of the friends who support us in Parliament, and to maintain law and order. It was important from
should have rendered themselves guilty of the charge that standpoint that there should b no uncertain sound
which bas been brought against us. Sir, under circum- about the action of the Government. It was important
stances of extreme difficulty, knowing as we did know, and that it sbould be known abroad, in the old country and all
as it was our duty to know, what public opinion was in the over Canada that the Dominion was strong enough, vast as
Province of Quebec in regard to this question, we have are her territories, to maintain, as I have stated, law and
been charged with being traitors to our people and our order in every portion of her domains. We bave, moi eover,-
Province, because we allowed the law to take its course. and this is a most important feature, as I understand it, in
We did so because we considered it our duty not to inter- the present debate-thousands of an Indian population in
fore with the carrying out of the sentence against Louis the North-West. I believe every man who desires to see
Riel. Mr. Speaker, I consider it my duty ; I consider, Canada advancing and prosperous must feel that, having
moreover, that I would not be displaying that courage acquired those territories which formerly were the uncon.
which every public man should possess in the performance tested homes of the Indians, we sbould be true and loyal to
of the duties entrusted to him, if I were not to state, from those whom we have taken under our protection. We
my, place, to Parliament and the country, that if have a large number of Indians in that territory who
similar circumstances should arise again to those which have a right to expect that they shall be loyally and
took place last year, I should do exactly as I did kindly treated, that the treaties into which tbey have
on that occasion. I do not wish, Sir, to be misundor- entered with the Govorument shail be scrupulously ca rried
stood. I felt, and I feel to-day, more than I cau express, out ; but it is of the greatest importance that they should
how painful was the duty which we were called upon to also learn that pouce and order must be maintained in
perform. I felt that it was not a light thing to sever those territories, It is of the greatestiimportance that they
those ties, political and social, which bad bound me shuld understand that whatever grounds there may be
to those friends and countrymen who bad entrusted me for agitation, there is a constitutional way of agitating. A
with their confidence and who withdrew it on that occasion. constitutional agitation will always achieve results much
But I felt that it was my imperative duty to my own more satisfactory than those secured by violence; and I say,
Province of Quebec, which I love so much, to take the course therefore, that, whatever the complaint may be, the people
I did; and I say again, notwithstanding what bon. gentle- of Canada should understand that they can only agitate in a
men opposite may say, that if the same circumstances constitutional way without appealing to force, violence and
should arise again, I would do exactly as I did before. Sir, arms. Under those circumstances we felt that it was of the
I am glad to be able to say that since this debate com- utmost necessity that we should allow the law of the
menced it bas, with few exceptions, been conducted in a land to take its course in the case of Louis Riel, and not to
manner befitting the gravity of the question under discus- interfere witb the carrying out of the sentence which had
$ion, and in a manner of which we have no reason to be been passed. It would e useless for me, after the speeches
ashamed. In doing my little share in this discussion, and which have already been delivered, to enter into the ques-
in the presentation of my views, I hope I shall be able to tion of the origin of the Riel risings in the North-West.
follow that which bas already been set by several We all know the circumstances which led ta the first rising.
hon. gentlemen, and that I shali do se without injuring the We know that Louis Riel, in 1870, organised a rebellion in
feelings of those who differ with me. Sir, I think I am the North West ; and it must be remembered that when
expressing the opinion of all my friends, which opinion has: the case which is now under review by this Parliament,
already been expressed by my hon. colleague the Minister is dealt with, that the second revolt and trouble which took
ef Interior, in saying that we all feel proud in having as a place was also the work of the man who had originated
member of this louse, the hon. member for Quebec East and perpetrated the first. By organising those two revolts
(Mr. Laurier),in view of the speech which ho made last night, among the half-breeds, whom ho so shamefully deceived,
It was a speech of whieh I believe I am safe in saying any and which, for a moment, threatened to call into play
Parliament could be proud, and in discussing the question all the Indian population of the North-West, it cannot be
which to him, ooming from the Province of Quebec, as to denied that Riel rendered himseolf guilty of one of the
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most heinous crimes of which a man in any country can be
guilty. I consider that he deceived bis people, that ho
tried to sell them and to carry out blackmail by con-
senting that if money were given to him by the
Government, he would give up their cause, would retire
and allow them to fall back upon their own resources. In
doing this, I think he is not deserving of the sympathy of
men who wish to go into this question ealmly and dispassion-
ately, who consider it from the standpoint of the interests of
the rountry, from the standpoint merely of a duty which had
to be performed by those who occupied responsible posi-
tions as advisers of the Crown. When we consider,
reading as we have read, the history of these
Indian wars, what might have been their result if
these Indien tribes, who fortunately kept quiet to a very
great extent, and who, if they did keep quiet, did not do so

cause Riel had not endeavored in every possible way to
get them to help him in fighting the Government of his
country-who, atter considering what might have been
the consequences of an Indian war, can for a moment have
any sympathy with the movement which had been inaugur.
ated by Riel? We know perfectly well that at the very
beginning of the outbreak, when ho had succeeded by bis
machinations in getting the Metis to withdraw their
allegiance and their confidence from their clergy, from the
missionaries who during so many years had been laboring
so disinterestedly in the interests of the Metis nation-
when we come to consider that at tho beginning of the
outbreak the first victims of Louis Riel and of his agitation
were the two missionaries, Father Marchand and Father
Fafard, I ask myself how it is possible to afford to Louis
Riel the sympatby which in some quarters it has been
attempted to make bclieve existcd. When all the circum-
stances of this outbreiak are fully gone into, when we come
to consider the manner in which it was prepared and
organised, when we come to considor the number of lives
which it bas cost the Dominion, the treasure that
bas been expended during the revolt, I say it was time
for us to consider whether the most energetic possible
means should not be taken to prevent the recurrence
in the future of any such troubles as we lad in the
North-West. But, Sir, I hope that within the precincts
of this Parliament we shall not find any hon. gentleman
who will say that, in allowing the law to take its
course, in not interfering with the execution of the
sentence legally passed on Louis Riel the Government
has sacrificed a martyr and a hero. I do not see how
this is possible, altbough I have been reading, for
the last several months, articles in newspapers which
would really indicate that some of those who edited
or wrote them must have considered that this man
was a great hero and great martyr. I ask myself, reading
the evidence which las been taken in his case, knowing the
circumstances which atteded the rising, knowing every-
thing he did for the purpose of getting up the troubles in
the North-West; I ask myself how it is possible that any
person having at heart the interests of hie country, should
consider that the example of Louis Riel ie one which should
be held out to the admiration of the people of any country, or
that he should be considered a .hero and a martyr. Is he not
the man who etirred up an Indian war with all ils horrors ? Io
he not the man who wrote to Major Crozier that ho wanted
to commence without delay a war of extermination ; and,
Sir, upon that one point, 1 should like to read a very short
extract fiom the evidence which has been taken during
the trial and published in a pamphlet by the Government.
At page 168 there is this letter which he addressed to Major
Crozier:

"ST. ANTONY, March 21st, 1885.
"> T au vraz

conditions of surrender: you will be required to give up completely the
situation which the Canadian Government have placed you in, at a-
ton and Battleford, together with all Government properties.

"In case of acceptance, you and your men will be set free on your
parole of honor to keep the peace i and those who will choose to leave
the country will be furnished with teams and provisions to reach
Qu'Appelle.

" In case of non-acceptance, we intend to attack you when to-morrow
(the Lord's Day) is over, and to commence without delay a war of
extermination upon all those who have shown themselves hostile to our
rights

" Messrs. Charles aud Maxime Lépine are the gentlemen with whom
you will have to treat.

" Mjor, we respect you. Let the cause of humanity be a consolation
to you for the reverses which the Governmentalmisconduct has brought
upon you.

"RÉNf PARENTIAU, Ch4irman.
"CHtRLES NOLIN.
"GABRIEL DUNONT.
"MoïsE OUELLETTE.
"ALBERT MONKM IN.
"BAPTISTE BOYER.
"DoNALD ROSs.
"AMAULS JOBIN.

Louis DAVIDR IEL,
Ex ovede.

JEAN BAPTISTE PARENTEAU.
PIERRE HENRY.
ALBERT DELORME.
DAM. OARRIÈiE.
MAxImE LfPINrc.
BAPTISTE BOUCHER.
DAviD TouRONO.

PH. GARNOT, Secretary."
Here, Mr. Speaker, is this man who is held up as a hero,
writing this letter whorein ho states that his object is to get
up a war of extermination. Can the signification of this
letter be misunderstood ? Can it be contended that that
man, being carried away by bis devotion to bis people,
warted merely to agitate for the purpose of having rendered
to them the justice which ho had tried to get for them,
when we see among the papers which have been produced,
forming part of the evidence which has been taken in that
case, that his object was to get up in the North-West a war
of extermination ? It was bis purpose to get up a war the
most horrible of all wars, au Indian war; and more espe-
cially so, among a population like that of the North.West
which is so widely scattered over that country, not living
together compactly like the population of the older.Pro.
vinces of the Dominion, but where the settlers are living at
coEnsiderable distances from each other, and where it is
almost impossible for them to give help or succor to each
other. It was under these circumstances that he iniended,
as is established by lis own letter, by evidence whioh
cannot be controverted, that ho intended, as ho states hore,
to get up a war of extermination. He took all the means
that were at his disposal to get up such a war; ho tried
everything in his power to make his nefarious project a
successful one; he used every means ho could to get up a
war which, so far as it went, had the most disastrous
results for Canada, and which, if it had been complicated by
an outbreak of the Indian population, would have been
more ter rible and more disastrous still.

I beg to move the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreed to.

It being six o'clock, the House adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TUEsDAY, 18th March, 1886.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

P&TERas.

CASE OF LOUIS RIEL-PETITIONS FROM ORANGE
LODGES.

Mr. TAYLOR asked, let, Were any, and how many,
-170 Majormadao tPieodpetitions sent by Orange lodges to the Government prayingIl Oommandant ofthe Police Forteat îllo ndBtlfrd htte senteince of deatl pasd upon Louis Riel for higli"MAJoi,-The Councillors of the Provisional Government of the

Bakatchewan have the honor to communicate to you the following treason be not commuted; and if any, from what lodges, and
Oir ADoLuz CARox.
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where situate ? 2nd. Were anày, and how many, copies of «IThe murdor, the aimout entire destruction of eur settlements, the

resoutins ent o te Gvernentpaeed b eihertheabsolutely complute destruction of many others, the poverty, the un-resolutions sent to the Governmnt passed by either the ness, the angu of md, the fear, the discouragement among the
Grand Orange Lodge, district, county or private lodges,vanquished, the hatred and despair amonz many -this, above aia
to the same effect; and if any, by what lodges, and where what frlghtens me and cau3es me aimoit te forget my personal disaters.
were they located ? No doubt every one sufers more or less from this uneasiness and these

sad forebodingu; but it seems to me that I suifer therefrom more than
Mr. CHAPLEAU. There have been no petitions sent

by Orange lodges to the Government; there have been
no copies of resolutions sent to the Goernment passed by
either the Grand Orange Lodge or by district or county
logdes to the same effect. The only things that have come to
the Department over which [preside are: A letter from a
member of Parliament transmitting certain representations
from an Orange lodge, two petitions from the North-West,
transmitted by Nicholas Flood Davin, and a private letter
from a person of the name of Charles O'Hara, of Cran-
bourne, Quebec, which I lay before the House.

EXECUTION OF LOUIS RIEL.

The House resumed the adjourned debate on the proposed
motion.of Mr. Landry (Montm*gny): " That this House
feels it its duty to express itsdee p regret that the sentence of
death passed upon Louis Riel, convicted of high treason, was
allowed to be carried into execution ; " and the motion of
Sir Hector Langevin: "That this question be now put."

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yesterday, Mr. Speaker, when
the House adjourned, I was expressing the hope that within
the precinets of this Chamber no hon. member would be
found who, upon his responsibility, would say, as I read in
some newspapers, that Riel was a hero, and that the Gov-
ernment had allowed him to be sacrificed and to be made a
martyr. In the course of my remarks Iread a letter which
was addressed by Riel to Major Crozier, to show what kind
of a hero Riel was-a letter in which he was expressing his
determination to cariry on a war of extermination. I shall
to-day, Sir, supplement the information which that letter
conveyed to us by reading another which Riel addreseed to
Poundmaker, and which proceeds to say:

" since we wrote to you, important things have occurred. The police
attacked us. We met them. God bas given us a victory. Thirty half-
breeds and five Crees stood the fight against one hundred and twenty
mon. Atter fighting during thirty-eight or forty minutes the enemy took
flignt.

Bless God with us for the success that he bas had the charlty to give
us. Rise up. Face the police. If possible, if it is not done yet, take
Fort Bataille. Destroy it. Save aIl the provisions and goods, and come
and join us. You are in sufficient numbers toe send us a detachment
forty or fifty strong.

" All that you do, do it for the sake of God Almighty, under the keep-
ing of Jesus Christ, the doly Virgin, Et. Joseph and St. Jean Baptiste.

1-" (signed) LOUIS DAVID RIEL, Ezovede."

This letter shows what kind of a hero Louis David Riel
was. Now, Sir, with your permission I shall read a letter
which was addressed to me some time ago by His Grace
Archbishop Grandin, and which I now read to the House
with his permission. The letter is dated the 12th of July,
1885. To avoid reading the original and translating it
before the House, I have translated it myself, and I shall
read to the flouse the translation I made. The original,
however, is here, and eau be given to Hansard ; but so as
not to inflict upon the House the reading of the letter in
French and English, I thought it might be more convenient
and more acceptable to the members if I read from the trans-
lation :

" HoNonians AND DEma Sim,-Asuredly the troubles in the North-
West did not faii to worry you a great deal and its seems to me that
Your Honor must breathe more freely now that they are subdued. I
fullv share your satisfaction. However, I must add that, as te me, it is
far from being -omplete. The rebellion bas particularly wouaded my
heart; I have sufered when 1 saw our good half-breeds-deceived and
terr rised by a miserable maniac-despise our advise, mistust our
devotion, declare against the Government, againat the Church and
against God. Above ail, I have been painfally affected when, at the
voice of that sort of po-sessed man, I saw the Indians rise and go to the
extent of murdering persons who had never done them any wrong, who
had never done them aught but kindness -persons *ho, like «r dear
missioaries, had sacrifaced for them their very existen.

any one."

Here is another extract from that letter, which I beg also
to read:

"4I forward to the Minister of Justice a petition in favor of the half-
breeds compromised in this lamentable rebmllion, not that I approved
ot it, far from this, but I positively know that these poor rebels have
been shametuilly deceived ; their simplicity was prevailed upon, they
w. re made to take up arms almost without being aware of it. A
wratched man bad curried their confidence by holding himelf up as
one Divine. They were convincoed that he enjoyed a power almost
Godly, they feared bis anger an.d bis threats; had his ha id held the
thunderbolt, they would not have dreaded ni n more. He did not
reach this of a sidden. He has turned everything to his advantage,
his former pooularity, his reputation, the affe tion and thiî oonfid ,nce
his countrymen had for him, their truly eligious and sonietimes super-
stitiouq spirit, and, above ail, their grievannes against the Oovernment.
Well aware that in order to -naster them he abso utely needed the help
of religion, he at first tried to secure the help of the clergy. whilst ho
was attempting to ince se the half-breeds against the Government.
It was but too easy for him to sucoeed upon the latter point, but he
failed with the priesti. To obviate this loss, he labored a long time to
earn from bis countrymen the reputation of being a maint and a grat
maint. He spent in prayers both days and nights. He would fast often
and told everyone that his was a truly Divine mission. He wound up
by giving himself as a ma-i of God, and from that moment there was
nothing to hinier him. Enjoyi'iga )ivine authrity, ho was superior
to the clergy and to all religions; these words were always in bis
mouth, 'the will of God must be done.' Many of his countrymen were
frightened at bis excesses ; as the priests had done, they wish ed to re-
sist him; in the debates, ho would conquer them with abuse, lies and
threatsi; he caused them to be imprisoned, and even condemned them to
death. Understanding that it was impossible to resist him, many took
refuge either in Prince Albert or in thi bush. Wheni tuey returned
they found themselves ruined as well as the others. So it is, honorable
and dear Sir, that the greater part of the prisoners at Reina are victims
specially of terrorism. They are more stupid than guilty, an 1, there-
fore, I claim indulgence towards them. When t asked this favor, I can
say that Iwould be borne up by all reasonable persons in the country,
of aIl nationalities and of all religious denominations."

The Bishop goos on to speak of the councillors who also
were prisoners at Regina:

" As regards the councillors of this new Mahdi, how can they he justi-
ded. AlasI dear Sir, these poor people have positively been chosen on
iaccount of their ignorance and of their timorousuess; in the meetings
they darednot open theirmouths, resolutions were pressed in their names
when they did not even know what was the matter. To-day terror
reigns amongst ail the half-breeds of the district, nay, throngh all the
nations, although they praise the noble conduct of General Middleton,
who-said to me poor mothers and the missionaries-acted more like a
father than as a conquorer."

These letters go to show what kind of a man Riel was. It
is almost impossible, the more one goes into the history of
this rebellion, the more one reads the documents and papers
relating to it, to understand how even an attempt could be
made to convert Riel into a hero. Not only have we got
these letters which I have read, but we have got letters
which I will not read, because they have been already sub-
mitted to the louse, from Fathers André, Moulin, Vegre.
ville, Lecocq, and Frère Piquet, who states positively that
the rebellion was entirely the work of Louis Riel, and that
h. was perfectly sane. We have got, if it were necessary
to complete the testimony adduced, evidence to show the
disastrous plans entertained by Riel, and to show that ho
was perfectly capable, from the state of his mind, of carry.
ing out bis nefarious schemes. lis own writing which
he published, hie last will and testament, his letters to
hie mother and to hie wife, his farewell letters, his
retractation of hie religious errors-all these go to show
that he was really in a sane state of mind and per-
fectly accountable tor the acte of which he was found
guilty. We have also evidence to show what hie intentions
were, for he tried to induce the Indians to join in hie rebel-
lion, and we have an interview, which was published in the
newspapera, establishing beyond the possibility of doubt
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that he bad tried to induee Crowfoot, one of the leaders of
Indians, to rise in rebellion. We have undoubted proof that he
tried to kindle an Indian war in l879-80; we have also the
evidence of Father André, which establishes beyond the
possibility of discussion, that the motives of Riel in the
agitation were interested, personal motives, and that be
stated he was perfectly prepared to give up the Metis
cause provided his claims against the Goverument were
satisfied. We bave, further, the very important piece of
evidence, to my mind, that on the 2nd February, two
months before the ontbreak, Sir John sent a despatch to
Nolin, which was communicated to Father André and to
Riel, about the settlement of Metis matters. In this des
patch there was no mention of indemnity to Riel, who, in
consequence of this, decided to take up arms. We have
aill this evidence, which cannot be controverted, to show
how far this man was deserving of the pedestal on which ho
is placed to-day as a bero before the people of Canada,
Who forgets what an enormous amount of influence the
sermon delivered by F.iher Dowd had upon the population
of this country? lHere is a gentleman who, being outside
of all party questions, outside oi any political consideration,
having merely at heart the interest of his own people,
states positively that he has had an interview with lishop
Gi andin, and says :

" He had enjoyed the privilege of a personal inerview with His
Lordhip Mgr. Grandin, Bishop of the North-West Territory, the scene
of the late rebellion. Prom His Lordship's own lips he had heard the
recital of all the atrocities that had been committed by the pagan
Indians and easily deceived half-breeds, urged on by a bad and un-
scrupulous man ; how poor missionaries had been butchered almost
under His Lordship's eyes; how the half-breeds had b3en led to revolt
not only against the Government of the country, but under their wicked
leader had been induced to abandon their faith and turn their backs on
tbe devoted clergy to follow that leader who wished to set aside Pope
and Church, and all authority, ecclebistical and civil."

But, Sir, there is more. In all that has been done by this
unfortunate man, I think nothing was more deserving of
the fate that followed his acts than the manner in which ho
tried to get the Indians to join in the troubles. I hold in
my hand a letter addressed by Poundmaker and other
Indians, dated, Cut Knife Hill, April 29th, 1885.
"To Mr. Louis Riel:

''I want to hear news of the progress of God's work. If any event
has occurred since your nessengers came away let me know of it. Tell
me the date when the Americans will reach the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way. Tell me all the news that you have heard from ail places where
your work is in progres-. Big Bear bas finished bis work; he bas taken
Fort Pitt. 'If you want me to come to you let me know at once,' he
said, and I sent for him at once. I willbe four days on the road. Those
who have gone to see him will sleep twice on the road. They took
twenty prisoners, including the master of Fort Pitt. They killed eleven
men, including the agent, two priests and six white men. We are
camped on the creek just below Cut Knife Hill, waiting for Big Bear.
The Blackfeet have killed sixty police at the Elbow. A half-breed who
interpreted for the police. having survived the fight, thongh wounded,
brought this news. Here we have killed six white men. We have not
taken the barracks yet, but that is the only entire building in Battle-
ford. All the cattle and horses in the vicinity we have taken. We have
lot one man, a Nes Percé, killed, he being alone, and one wounded.
8ome soldiers have come from Swift Current, but I don't know their
number. We have here guns and rifles of all sorts, but ammunition for
them is short. If it be possible, send us ammunition of varions kinds.
We are weak only for the want of that. You sent word that you would
come to Battleford when you had finished your work at Duck Lake. We
wait still for you, as we are unable to take the fort without help. If you
send us news, send only one messenger. We are impatient to reach you.
It would encourage us much to see you, and make us work more heart.
ily. Up to the present everything has gone well with us, but we are
constantly expecting the so'diers to visit us here. We trust that God
will be as kind to us in the future as He has in the past. We, the under-
signed, send greeting to you aIl.

(Signed), "POUNDMAKER,
"tOoPrNow-wAY-wuN,
" MussîJÂs,
" ME-TAY-WAY-I
" PD-ÂY-Orrmw.'

This letter is, to my mind, of very great importance, because
it shows what really were the dangers which we were
exposed to at the hands of that man. Now, I will addreus
myself to another part of this case. I want to ask any hbon.

Sir A.oD aAP CARoN.

member who has followed this matter up, whether the Gov.
ernment have gone out of their way, whether they have
gone out of any ordin ary course of law to punish Riel ? Have
we not followed the laws which have been passed by this
very Parliament? Have we not during the whole of the
trial, as far as it was possible for the Goverinment to do, met
in every way the requeste whieh were made to us by the
counsel for the defence ? The hon. member for Bellechasse
(Mr. Amyot), the other day, in addressing this House, stated
that the trial bd been an unfair one. I do not know how
the bon. gentleman can say that this was an unfair trial, in
any case ho and his friends certainly do not agree on
that subject. I read in a speech delivered by the hon.
leader of the Opposition in London bis appreciation of the
manner in which the trial was conducted, and I se. that he
states there:

' 1I think it right to say that, in my opinion, Goverument acted in a
proper spirit in providing for the attendance of the prisoner's witnesses;
and that, from what I know of their leading counsel, I should think it
impossible that in their management of the case there was anything
unfair to the prisoner or derogatory to the high character they deserv
edly enjoy, or the responsible duties they undertook to perform I am
not implying, then, any present doubt as to the justice of the trial. For
all my enquiries, it may have been rerfectly just. Besides justice, in
fact, the creation of a feeling of public confidence, of a general impres-
sion that all was fair and that every security was taken for fairness is
important, and, in that view of the duties of the authorities, I think
these questions should be examined."
But there is more than this, however high an authority this
may be. There is also the testimony of one of the counsel
for the defence-the testimony of Mr. Fitzpatrick, who in
Montreal was interviewed, I believe, by a reporter of the
Star. In the course of that interview he stated that the
trial had been a fair trial, that it bad been conducted as
fairly as it was possible to be under the circumstances. As
I stated yesterday, the responsibility which we had to take
was a very considerable one, and I think that every hon.
member iere and every man outside of this House who
really takes to heart the interest of Canada will consider
that, in a matter of that importance, it became the bounden
duty of the Government to consider what would be in the
future the result of the course which we were following.
Looking to the future of Canada and in the interests of that
future, it seems to me that the head, the one who had got
up two rebellions within such a comparatively short period,
two rebellions which had cost so much treasure to Canada
and so many valuable lives, should suffer the penalty of the
crime which he had committed. It was important to
teach, with a view to the future, those who had some
supposed grievance, or who, believing that they had a griev-
ance, imaginary or real, could simply follow the example
given them by Riel in trying to do justice to themselves by
taking up arms against the Government and the constitution.
Such an example as has been given by this unfortunate man,
who has paid the penalty of his high crime, certainly will
teach others in the future that if tbey follow such an ex-
ample they will become liable to the same fate, and that at
any cost the constitution and the institutions of this country
must be maintained and protected at all hazards. Nobody
will doubt, I am sure, how deeply we felt the nature of
the frightful penalty of death which it was our duty to
sanction ; but, Sir, the example of not only this country,
but almost every other country, teaches us that that fright-
ful penalty is, after all, the only means which society bas of
protecting itself against those who would attack it, and who
refuse to respect the law and the constitutions which are
established for the protection ofsociety. Twice, Mr. Speaker,
had Riel raised the standard of revolt- in 1870 and 1885.
Now, I ask any reasonable man, inside or outside of the
House, whether we would not have been recreant to our
duty if we had allowed him to go on unpunished after a re-
petition of the rebellion which he had organised in 1869-70 ?
Would we not almost have been inviting him to organise
a third rebellion ? Would we not have set an example
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likely to prove disastrous to this country in future ? " If I had been on the banks of the Saakatchewan when the rebellion
And if we had int erfered with the sentence which was pa"sed broke out I would have taken up arms againât the Governmeit."
by the proper tribanal, would we not in effect have said Well, Mr. Speaker, I happened, shortly after reading this
to the world that the Government of Canada statement, to read over the oath of office which the hon.
winked at such crimes as that rebellion, with ail its fright. gentleman had taken on the 8th October, 1877, when he
ful murders and other sad consequences? I think we became a member of the Privy Council of Canada, and I
would have failed in our duty, we would have lacked that read in that oath :
courage which, as public mon and as responsible Ministers ' Wilfred Laurier, do solemnly and sincerely swear that I will
of the Crown, we ought to possess, if we had not, having faithralIly bear true allegiance to Her Majesty, Queen:Viotoria, au
regard soleiy to our duty, allowed the law to take its course Sovereign of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland and this

Dominion of Canada, depentient on and belonging to the same King-and the sentence to be executed. Sir, I stated in another dom, and that I will defend her to the utmost of my power againât ail
place and at another time, that I hated rebellion, and that I traitorous conspiracies, and all attempta whatever which may be made
had no sy mpathy for rebels, and I have been fiercely at- againet ber person, Urown and dignity; and that I will use my utmost

endeavors to disclose and make known to Her Majesty, her heirs ortacked for that statement. Well, Sir, I beg to-day to repeat successors, ail treason or traitorous conspiracies, and attempta which
that statemen t ; 1 beg to repeat it from my place in Parlia- I shall know to be against her or any of them; and aIl this I do swear
ment, and to express the hope that all those who are dear without any qualification, mental reservation or uecret reservation."
to me, and all those who will beur my name, will always be I believe the hon. gentleman who represents Megantic (Mr.
true to the sentiment I expressed on that occasion. I go Langelier) stated that that outbreak was not against the
further, and I say I believe that the Province of Quebec, that Crown but against the Government. That hon. gentleman
Province of which I am so proud, and which is my native. is alawyer, and I have no manner of doubt that ho knows per.
Province-I believe that that Province hates rebellion and fectly vell that the British North America Act, section 9,
bas no sympathy for rebels. True it is, that in a moment declares;-
of surprise public opinion, but a portion only of publie "The Executive Government and authority of and over Canada la
opinion, may have been carried away by agitators who, for hereby declared to continue and be vested in the Queen."
some object or other, desired to turu that public opinion Taking it whichever way the hon. gentleman pleases,
against the Government of the day. True it is that for the he will see that the statement-which, of course, 1
moment a portion of that public opinion seemed to disap- suppose is properly reported (I know not whether such is
prove of the action of the Government in this now the case, and I was not present at that great meeting when
historical Riel matter. But, Sir, that surprise lasted only the hon. member for Quebec East delivered himself of that
for a moment, and the reaction has already set in; the reac- opinion)-isan extraordinarystatement. Iam verygladtosay
tion is growing stronger and stronger every day, and I fear that within the ranks of the Conservative party at least we
not, when the time comes, to appeal again to that public do not possess any gentleman who would, I believe, make
opinion upon the course which has been followed by the such a statement. I stated that we simply did our duty
Goverument upon that matter, and I know my Province towards Canada and towards the Province of Quebec. W
sufficiently well to be perfectly sure that the verdict will be claim for our people, for those who are the descendants of
that the Goverumeat did its duty under most painful and the very mon who opened up to Christianity and civilisation
distressing circumstances-did its duty to the country, and this vast North .Americaun continent, equal rights with the
that is what we were put here to do. Sir, I was pained to people of other nationalities who inhabit the country.
see in some of the papers published in this country, an accu- Upon that point we will never give in; I know, for one,
sation of disloyaity levelled against the Province of Quebec. I would not consent to give in upon any question of
Mr. Speaker, those who have read the history of our coun- equality of rights with any other Province in the Dominion.
try, those who know the history of the Province of Quebec, In any case it is our interet to have a criminal law in this
know very well, that in 1812, alter that Province, or French c.ountry which applies equally to French and English, to
Canada as it was called, had changed its allegiance and had Scotch and Irish. There must be no law different for one man
passed from one flag to another-that Province, French from that which is applicable to another; there must be no
Canada, stood by the Crown and resisted all the tempting criminal law which applies to one nationality and does not
offers which were made to them by the Amorican Republic, apply to another nationality. We wish to be one Canadian
to join in the fight against England, in which they were told people, united, happy and law abiding, and it is only on that
they would have an opportuùity of revenge. Sir, 1 claim for condition we can carry out, or attempt to carry out, what I
that Province-and 1 believe 1 express the opinion of ail believe is reserved for us to do upon this continent. 1, for
those who are in a position to speak for their fellow- one at least, can never agree to pressing upon the people of
countrymen-that in all this vast Dominion of Canada, the Province of Quebec a feeling of jingoism which would be
among all the races which people it, among all the na. fatal to us. This feeling, if carried out, would mean isolation
tionalities which make up our population and form the and the separation of the Province of Quebec from the other
Canadian people, there is not one nationality, there is not one Provinces, and it would arouse against the Province of
people more loyal and more true to the Crown of England Quebec a hostile feeling from the other component parts of
than the people of the Province of Quebee. Sir, we want the Dominion. In reading up this Riel case I aiso observed
nothing but what is due to us. We care little if we are that some people t.upposed that the people of the Province of
traduced in the columns of certain papers ; we want Quebec were not in sympathy with the aspirations of the
nothing more than our rights, we want no privileges which people of the other Provinces. I eau assure this louse
are not accorded to others, but we want to he treated on an that they are completely mistaken, if they suppose for one
equal footing with everybody else. In any case, I eau say moment that sound public opinion in our Province is not in
that in the ranks of the Conservative party, at least, there sympathy with sound public opinion in other Provinces;
are no disloyal men. Whether it be on the shores of the and they are also mistaken if they suppose for one moment
St. Lawrence, or whether it be on the banks of the Saskat- that the people of the Province of Quebec are in sympathy
chewan, wheu we shoulder our rifles it is for the purpose of with this Riel movement. The other night the hon. mem-
maintaining the authority of the law and defending the ber for Quebec Est (Mr. Laurier) denied, as I understood
Government of the country, not to aid and abet rebellion and him, that it had been attempted to organise a French Na-
rebels. I must say, Sir, that I was surprised when I read, if tional Party upon tbe Riel question. Allow me to quole
properly reported, a statement made by the hon. member from the speech whioh the hon. gentleman deivered at the
for Quebec East (Mr. Laurier). I read in the papers pub. meeting on the Champ de Mars, and from that speech and

Ushed in Montreal the following statement ;.. the speech of Mr. Mercier and other evidence I pousses, I
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want to know whether it is possible for the hon. member
for Quebec East to ignore the fact that an attempt was made
to organise a French National rty in the Province of
Quebec, that al] party lines should disappear and a French
National party be organised. Here is an extract of the
speech which the hon. member for Quebec East delivered
at the meeting on the Champ de Mars, as reported in La
Patrie of 26th November, 1885 (translation):

"IHenceforth ihere will be neither Liberals nor Conservatives; only
the great national party compoeed of the old liberals and the old con-
servatives. If he was called upon to make an historical sketch of the
grievances of the half-breed, he might say that they had been the
victims of all kinds of extortions, and ha believes that in such a case
none of his hearerr would have hesitated in thouldering a inasket tofiglit againot shamelesa epeculators.'1

Mr. Mercier, who was also present on the same occasion,stated (translation) :
"In the face of these crimes, of these failings, what is our duty ? Webelieve we have three things to do in order to punish the offenders: Tobreak the alliance which our memnbera have made wîththe Orangemen,and tu seek, in a mure congenial and les dangeroue alliance, the pro-

tection ot our national interests. To unite 1 How glad I feel when Ipronounce thi aword For twenty years pat I have sought to unite thevital forces of the nation."P

1 believe, moroover, that shortly after that great meeting
and several other meetings which were held, the object of
which was to organize this National party, communications
were made to my hon. colleague and friend the Secretary
of State, wherein he was offered the leadership of that new
French National party; that the Liberals and the Conser-
vatives which would compose this new Liberal party, he was
assured, wouldX accept him as their leader. I notice that
in makirg that assertion the hon. gentleman quoted
some speeches, but, 8ir, the only one which he diÈý quote
was a speech of the hon. member for Hochelaga (Mr. Des-
jardins), a Conservative at that time, and in making bis
statement about the organisation of the French National
party ho certainly did not quote any of Mr. Mercier's
speeches, or the speeches delivered by any Liberals on that
occasion. I cannot but a k myself the question, how it can
be possible that our people in the Province of Quebec should
have any admiration for Riel. As is well known, our peo-
ple are sincere Catholics; they are led to a very great ex-
tent by their clergy, owing to the great attachment exist-
ing between the people and the clergy, and how could it be
possible that the people of the Province of Quebec would
have such an admiration for that man. For his own pur-
poses ho gave up bis religion ; for bis own purposes ho was
ready to give up his own people; and I ask again, how is it
possible that this man could bea hero? The letter which I read
of Monseigneur Grandin shows what frightful destruction,
what misery ho bad caused to the people in that district.
Anyone reading the letters which my hon friend, the mem
ber from Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran), quoted the other
day, from the papers published in the Propagation of the
Faith-1 say, for one who has read'such papers, and knows
anything of the position of i hose parishes on the Saskat-
chewan previous to the rebellion, how is it possible to re-
cognise in the man who has laid waste almost every ham-
let on the Saskatchewan; bow is it possible to have any
admiration for such a mai), but rather a feeling ci hatred
than any1hing else. I never did consider, and I cannot con-
sider now, that his cause bas over been our cause. I cannot
for one consent to recognise in him the represontativo cf
our race. He is not the representative of our race, and bas
never been so. I was told a short time ago by an hon. gen-
tleman who knows whereof ho was speaking on that sub
ject, that the brother of Louis iRiel stated that ho would
sooner vote for almost any man than a French Canadian,
I want to know why we, the people of the Province of Que-
bec, witbcut harving been consulted by him when be first'
undertook the agitation which resuited in the robellion-I
want to know wbother we should look upon lis cause as
ours, and whether we should look upon him as the repre-
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sentative of our people ? He is not the representative of
our race, and I for one will not consent to recognise
him as such. Now, Sir, I am quite certain
that if we had interfered with the law, if we had inter-
fered with the sentence which was passed, i believe there
would have been a universal clamor all over the Province
of Quebec if we had not done what we did, and if, after the
sentence had been carried ont, we had given up our seats as
representatives of the Dominion Cabinet. Now, I must ask
tho indulgence of the liouse whilo I refer to a matter which
has been very much made use of against me personally, and
which has been intentionally misinterpreted by my oppo-
nents for the purpose of injunring me in my own Province.
I refer to that often spoken of bauquet which I attended in
the city of Winnipeg. I was accused o having accepted a
banquet on the day upon which Riel was to pay the penalty
for his crime. The hon. member for Bellechasse (Mr.
Amyot) who to-day thinks very difforently of myself from
what ho used to, bas deemed it his duty, in delivering hie
speech the other night, to refer to thut banquet, and to say
that I had gone up for the purpose of drinking champagne
under the gallows of Riel. Well, Sir, the matter as I un-
derstand it is very simple and easily explained. I was
going up to Winnipeg, as is well kuown, for the purpose of
settiing the claims arising out of the rebellion. People had
travelled hundreds and hundreds of miles to come to Winnipeg
so as to be able to procure evidence which it was necessary
to procure and to have their claims adjusted. It was at
the very beginning of winter, and some of those people
were absolutely dependont on the money which they
were entitled to get, whatever that might be, from the
Government, to be able to stand the rigor of a north-western
winter. On my way up I received a telegram communi-
cating to me the information that my friend, the Minister
of the Interior, who had been travelling in the North-West
on matters connected with his Departmont, and who had
created, as he generally does wherever ho goes, a most
favorable impression, had Leen tendered a banquet by his
friends in Winnipeg. I was invited to join that banquet.
Now, Sir, t left Ottawa on the 31st of October. I knew
whon I left, as a member of the Government, that Riel was
not to be executed on the l0th. I knew that the medical
mon were going up-in fact, they left on the very same
day. I shai read a letter which has been addressed to me
by the Right Hon. Sir John Macdonald, which the hon.
member for Quebec Bast rcad, but did not read in full.
This letter is addressed to me, and is dated 20th November,
1885:

"OTTwA, 20th November, 1885.
" MV Dm.a c anoy,-You say you are charged with having left Ottawa

before the decision of tt e Governor in Council was arrived at with res-
pect to Louis Riel and as if for the purpose of avoiding being party to
the docision.

th1 his ia not the case. The Council had come to the conclusion that it
was necessary, in the interest of justice, that the sentence should be
allowed to be carried into effect, in your presence as a member of the
Uouncil, before you left for Winnipeg

"a But in csequence of Mr. Lemieuxs affidavit that Riel's state ofmind
had alLered fur the werse after cenvictien, it was settled in your presence
that an enquiry should be made as to whether since hie trial he had
ceased to know right from wrong. And in that case only would the
carrying out of the sentence be interfered with. Your presence at Wn-
nipeg was absolutely necessary to settle the accounts for the military
expedition caused by the outbreak.

"Yours faithflly"J. A. MACDONALD."

That shows, Sir, that when I left it was decided in Council
that unless the medical reports were such as to establish
that the mental state of Louis Riel had changed for the
worse since his conviction and sentence, the sentence should
be allowed to be carried out. The Order in Council of the
12th is not at al! in contradiction'*to this letter. The
letter shows that it was decided to send out medical
men, and it was understood in Counoil that in consequence
of that the execution oould not take place on the 10th.
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The report of the medical mon is dated Regina, the 8th
and it was imposible for it to reach here and the orde
fbr the execution to be fsnt up on the 10th. That was
physfcally impossible. Riel was respited by the magistrate
until the 16th, and the Order in Council of the 12th
was that the law should take its course. There
fore I cannot see where there is any contradiction
as some han. gentlemen have tried to show, between the
letter of Sir John Macdonald to me and the Order in Coun
cil I refer to. I was also very severely handled for having
uttered the words I did at that banquet. Well, Sir, I must
repeat what I have already said, that the few remarks]I
made there have been publiuhed, and I am perfectly ready
to be judged by my utterances on that occasion; and I ask,
Sir, le it not quite e-7ident that it was for the purpose of
injuring me that this great cry was raised about this ban-
quet at Winnipeg? If it were within my knowledge that
the execution was not to take place on the 10th, what reason
had I to refuse an invitation that was conveyed to me by
the Liberal-Conservative Association at Winnipag, the
organisation of our own political party, composed of gentle-
men in the confidence of the leaders of that party, and who
were tendering a banquet to the Hon. Mr. White, and were
kind enough to invite me? It really made no difference when
I knew that the execution was not thon to take place; and
the statement I made there was simply what every loyal
man in this country would make, that I had no sympathy
with rebels and that Ihated rebellion. Is it an utterance that
I,as a French-Canadian, coming from the Province of Quebec,
should not have made ? Ie it an utterance that my people
would refuse to allow me to make in the city of Winnipeg,
or in any other place in this Dominion, or outside of thi'
Dominion? But, Sir, I was attacked. Men attempted to
make my case different from the case of my colleagues,
who, I must say, and I am-proud to say, have been so loyal
to me during the whole trouble. The mon who attacked
me said that we had given up the rights of our Province,
that we had been traitors to our own people, and had sacri-
ficed them to the interests of Orangeism and Protestantism.
Well, Sir, the return my hon. friend placed on the Table of
this House to-day shows how much we were infiuenced by
any consideration of that kind and, Sir, many other state-
mente equally rash will disappear when it is possible to lay
on the Table the papers which will show how unjustly we
have been treated during the whole of the agitation. The
hon. member for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot), in speaking of
myself, stated that I had sacrificed my Province and my
pple to Orangeism. Well, Sir, that hon. gentleman when

e came to us-and I admire him for doing so-and offered
his services and the services of the battalion he com.
manded, to go and help to quell that rebellion, was ho
doing any more than is duty? Was he not doing
just as I have done during the whole of this trouble? Ho,
a soldier, was fighting the battles of his country at the front;
and I, invested with authority as Minister of Militia, was
trying my very best to make those who went up as com-
fortable as it was possible to make them ; and, Sir, I do not
want to be judged by any other standard than the standard
by which that hon. gentleman himself judged me. I shall
refer to some of his letters and telograms in which
he expressed his great admiration for the services I
had rendered. In fact, Sir, in his great kindness during
that period, ho exaggerated my merit as he to-day exagger-
ates what he supposes to be my misdeeds. But before I paes
away from the subject of the banquet, I would like to place
before the Housoe some statutory declarations which wore
sent to me, and to explain the object of those declarations.
I am not known as a rule to run after dinners or to put my-
self to any great trouble to get dinners. Having a number
of frienda, I can generally manage to get a dinner and to
enjoy a dinner without having to beg 'for one. But it was
stated in the papers, and an hon. gentleman used the staté.
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,ment, that that banquet would have fallen through if I had
r not given a pledge to those who organised it that Louis
s Riel was going to be hanged. Well, Sir, I ask whether it is
a not as unjust towards the gentlemen who organised that
à banquet as it is to myself to say that those men, who sent
- an invitation by telegram to two Ministers of the Orown,
, and who are gentlemen, would have consented to break

their engagement with us unless we gave them a pledge ?
- If any hon. gentleman had come to me and asked me to

make any pledge, however insigniflcant, in order to get a
dinner from him or others, I would have said, Keep your
dinner, I can pay for one, and do not wish to sit down at
the dinner table of any gentleman who would force from
me a pledge to do however small a thing in exchange for his

f hospitality. I have here communications which were sent
to me by the organisera of this banquet. I shall read one

b of them, as I do not want to take up the time of the House
by reading them all, but, if allowed to do so, shall hand
them to Iansard, so that they may appear in the report of
the debate, as it is of some importance to me that they
should appear. The paper I am about to read is a declara-
tion from Mr. Searth, who is well known here and better
known stili in Toronto, and whose honor is above any sus-
picion. His declaration runs as follows:-

I" 1, William Bain Searth, of the city of Winnipeg, in the county of
Silkirk and Province of Manitoba, Esq., do solemnly declare-

"1. That it has come to my kuowledge that a report bu been ciron-
lated that the banquet which was given ta Sir A. P. Caron and his
colleague on the loth day of November, under the auspices of the
Conservative Association, would not have taken place had it not
been for an assurance from the said Sir A. P. Caron that Riel would
bang."

Mr. MILLS. Hear, hear.
Sir ADOLPHE CARON:
"l2. That such report is untrue."

The hon. gentleman might say "hear, hear " now. AI-
though an opponent of mine, ho must be glad to hear that
the character of one of his colleagues in the House of Com-
mons has been vindicated in a matter of this kind-

"3. That I am the President of the Winnipeg Association, and was
Chairman of the Banquetting Oommittee, and presided at the said ban-
quet, and have a knowledge of the facto connected with the same. 4.
That on the 30th day of Sptember lut, I mentioned to the Hon. Thomas
White, who was then in innipeg,, that the Conservative Aassociation
woufld like to entertain him at a banquet on hie return from hie trip
to Manitoba and the North-West Territories, and asked him to lot me
know when ho was likely to return so that the Associatiom might be
properly advised. 5. That on or about the 29th of October lait past, the
said Hon. Thomas White telegraphed me that ho would be in innipeg
on Tuesday, the 3rd day of November last past. 6. That on the receipt
of said telegraph, I called the Association together, and it was then
decided ta tender a banquetot the Hon. Mr. White on the 10th day of
November, and as it was reported that Sir A. P. Caron wau coming to
Winnipeg, it was decided at sncb meeting to make it a banquet ta the
two Ministers, Sir A. P. Caron and the Hon. Thomas White, to take
place on the aforesaid date. 7. That the following telegrams were
geut

"WiNxrrut, November 3rd, 1885.
" on. THouns W aTE, Mlanitou, Man.

" Conservative Association tender you and Sir A. P. Caron banquet
Tuesday evening, 10th inst. Pleae wire acceptance.

(Signed) "lW. B. SOARTH."

" Wnmmes, November 3, 1885.
"Sir A. P. Caîon, Ottawa, Ontario.

" Conservative Association of Winnipeg tender you and Mr. White
banquet Tuesday evening 10th inst. Wire whether you will be hers.

(Signed) "W. B.80QARTH."

To which replies were received as follows :-

" To CON5URVATIU AssoCIATIoN, OuicAGo, ILL., November 5, 1883.
"Sa C b. Vi inIpeg IAIOWin ieg
"8hall be inSWinnipeg aturday. ny thanks ta the conservative

Association of Winnipeg for the kindueus in tendering banquet to my-
soit and colleagne. (Signed) "A. P. CARON."

"IMoansa, November 3, 1885.
" To W. B. SGARTE

"l Pieu. covey teonoservatve Assosiation my gratefal aemptance
ie propose) T banquet on loAhWIuTt.

(Sigueti) "THOMAS WHITE."
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"8. That preparations were at once commenced on the strength of
said replies, and without any other assurance or communications to said
Ministers, and without any interruption continued up to the time of the
said banquet, notwithstanding the fact that it was known before said
banquet that Riel was respited. 9. That I did not, nor, so far as I know,
did any member of the banquet committee or any person having any
control of the arrangements of the banquet, speak to ir A. P. Caron
before said banquet about whether Riel would be hanged or not, or seek
to obtain any assurance from Sir A. P. Caron that Riel would be hanged.
10. That I did not, nor, I believe, did any of the banquet committee or
other person in charge of said banquet, hear or have any assurance
from Sir A. P. Caron, before said banquet took place, that Riel would
be hanged. 11. That the question of the Government dealing with
Riel was mentioned by some members of the said committee at a meet.
ing held on the evening or the afternoon of the day previous to the
banquet, and the only statement I then made was that we might rely
on the law being properly administered, and could safely leave the
matter in the hands of the leader of the Government who had for
so long a time properly and well administered the affaire of State.
12. No deputation, delegation or body was ever appointed on behalf
of the Conservative Association to discuse the question of Riel with Sir
A. P. Caron, and,of course,no such discussion took place. And I make
this declaration conscientiously believing the same to be true, and by
virtue of an Act passed in the 37th year cf Her Majesty's reign,entituled
"An Act for the suppression of Voluntary and extra-Judicial Oaths."

(Signed) "W. B. SART H.
"Declared before me at the city of Winnipeg,

in the county of Selkirk, the 30th day cf
November, 1885. i

(Signed) "A. D. icOOLEMGAN,
"ICommissioner for taking Affidavits."

The following is Mr. Gilmour's declaration:-
"I, Thomas Heny Gilmour, of the county of Selkirk, in the Province

Of Manitoba, barrister-in-law, do solemnly declare as follows:-
" I now am and since betore the let November instant I have been the

secretary of the Winnipeg Liberal-Conservative Association. 2. I acted
as secretary of the committee appointed by the said association to tender
a banquet to Sir A. P. Caron and the Hon. Thomas White at Winnipeg,
on the loth day of November, inst., and as one of said committee I was
ex oficio secretary of aIl the sub-committees appoiated in connection
with said banquet. 3. In the said capacity of secretary I was at all the
meetings of the banquet committee, and while arrangements were being
made for said banquet, and for about twelve days prior to said banquet,
I came in daily contact with the various members of the banquet com-
mittee in connection.with the arrangements for the banquet. 4. I met
and conversed with Sir A. P. Caron prior to the banquet, and at notime
did I ever hear any one speak to him that the banquet would not be held
if Riel was not executed, and I never heard Sir A. P. Caron state or
intimate, to myself or to anyone else, that Riel would be executed, and
I never heard him give any assurance to that effect. On Monday
afternoon, the 9th November-the day prior to the banquet-a meeting
of the banquet committee was held to make final arrangements for the
banquet, and I was present at this meeting and acted as secretary to the
committee, and at this time I did not know, and to the best of my know-
ledge none of the members of the committee knew, what action would
be taken regarding the execution of Riel; and an enquiry having been
made by one of the members of the committee as to whether it was
known whether Riel would be executed or not, Mr. W. B Scarth, the
President of the said Association, who occupied the chair, then stated
that ail Conservatives should be satisfied that the Government would
adopt a right course, whatever might be done, and that he thought this
question should not in any way affect our action concerning the banquet,
and up to the hour of the banquet, and until after it was over, I had no
intimation from any source whatever regarding Riel, further than that
ho was respited until the l6th November, and I do not believe any mem-
ber of the banquet committee or of the association received any intima-
tion whatever at an y time from Sir &. P. Caron as to the course that
the Government would adopt in regard to Riel.

" That the statement or report which I understand are in circulation
in some quarters to the effect that the banquet would not have taken
place had not the assurance been given that Riel would be executed is
without foundation and is wholly untrue, to the best of my knowledge,
the sole motive on the part of the Conservatives being the desire to
honor two of their trusted leaders; and I make this declaration con-
scientiously believing the same to be true, and by virtue of an A et
passed in the 37th year of Her Majesty's reign, intituled: "An Act for
the suppression of Voluntary and extra-Judicial Oaths."

(Signed) "T. H. GILMOUR.
"Declared before me at the city of Winnipeg,

in the county of Selkirk, this 30th day of
November, 1885.

"J. W. E. DARBY, Commissioner for taking Affidavits."

These declarations, which are also corroborated by letters I
have received from my valued friend the hon. member for
Provencher (Mr. Royal) at the time, and several other
letters from gentlemen who saw me while I was in Winni-
peg, and who distinctly state that the report, which was
circulated with the intention of injuring me, was altogether
untrue. The letter to which I referred from Mr. Royal is
in French, and reads as follows:-

Sir ADOLPHE CARoN.

[Translation.] "ST. BoNiFrCE, MANIToBA,
"INovember 30th, 1885.

"MY DEAR SIR ADOLPE,-I received your letter of the 24th and I
hasten to state that it is untrue that thb'e onservative banquet given at
Winnipeg, only took place after an interview which you and the Minis-
ter ot Interior had with a denutetion, and during which interview you
promised that Riel would be hung. If my memory serves me right, yon
received your invitation to attend that banquet organised in honor of
Mr. White, at St. Paul, on your way to Winnipeg.

(Signed) "J. ROYAL."

It was also stated at some meeting that my own com-
patriot, the French Canadians in Manitoba, had refused to
entertain me or to have any communication with me after
the banquet had taken place. Here is another letter which
I received from Mr. Royal on this point:
[Translation.] "ST. BoNIFAcE, 27th Decembar, 1885.

" DEAR SIR,-When you paid a visit to Mgr. Taché, in November last,
I am nappy to state that not only His Lordship received you, but made
you visit the institutions of St. Boniface in his own carriage. His Lord-
ship accompanied you, and after you had left St. Boniface, he took
yon te Winnipeg to visit the convet of the Rev. Sisters of Jesus-Marie.

'I saw you on that occasion ; the Superintendent of Education, Mr.
Bernier, and Mr. Larivière, a member of the Provincial Ministry also

mpaied you. (Signed) "J. ROYAL."

Now, these gentlemen who so kindly tendered me the hog-
pitality of Winnipeg, and who were so good as to accom-
pany me to the various institutions which make that city
very interesting, showed me all these attentions after the
celebrated banquet had taken place; and I would like to
know whetber theee men who take as great an interest in
North-Western matters as any of the agitators who unsuc-
cessfully tried to get up a cry in Quebec against the Gov-
ernment-I ask, is it possible to suppose, if my conduct had
been so reprehensible as represented, that all these gentle-
men in Winnipeg would have shown 'me the kindness they
did ? But the hon. gentleman, a few evenings ago, stated
also that some telegrams had been sent by me to the rigbt
hon. the leader of the Government. I take a telegram, I
do not know whether the hon. gentleman referred to this
or not, but it is the telegram which appeared in his organ,
and which was communicated through that journal to the
press of the country,-I take these telegrams as republiahed
in the Mail. The hon. gentleman stated that, on November
8th, Sir A. P. Caron despatched the following telegram to
Sir John Macdonald:-

" People very much excited. I fear if the law is not allowed to take
ite course there will be more trouble than anticipated. I can produce
no evidence of this, but know it to be a fact."

I can tell the hon. gentleman that I never sent such a tcle.
gram. That telogram was never sent by me to Sir John
Macdonald or to anybody else. The hon. gentleman, see-
ing a contradiction of this having been sent by me, turned
around and said: No, it is not Sir A. P. Caron who sent
it to Sir John A. Macdonald, but it is Sir John A. Mac-
donald who sent it to Sir A. P. Caron. In any case I did not
attach more importance to this statement than it deserved,
but 1 hope the denial which I give je emphatic enough to
serve the purpose of preventing the circulation of such a
rumor in tbe country. Now I come to reading the in.
teresting letters which I stated I would read, from the
member for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot). I think ho should
not have stated, even being a bitter opponent of mine,
what he did publish, that I had attacked the 9th Battalion
of Quebee. I will leave it to every hon. member of this
House if during the troubles, the unfortunate troubles in
the North-West, I did no't take every possible opportunity
of expressing my honest conviction that the two French
battalions which went to the front were equal to any
battalions that were sent to the North-West. I ask the
hon. gentleman whether I did not on every occasion-little
time as I had from the pressing occupátions which required
my continual attention at the Department-whether I did
not, when any telegram or anything came to me which
could be of any use to our volunteers, whom I admired so
much during those trying times, take the firet opportunity
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of mentioning it to the House and praising those volunteers
as they deserved to be praised? How is it possible that
I could have injured that battalion which the hon. gentle-
man is so anxious to defend, when it is not attacked? How
is it possible, in view of the letters which I hold from him,
in which he says:

"Thanks, many thanks, for what you have said of the 9th Battalion."
Does that look like a letter addressed to a man who was
hostile to that battalion ? Does it look-jealous as the mem-
ber from Bellechasse is of his battalion, and properly so-
l ike a letter which ho would have addressed to me il I had
been unjust to the 9th Battalion ; but to-day to return
him thanks for having done so. These letters were very
interesting at the time, and they turn out very useful now.
Here is one, dated the 15th April, 1885:

"Everywhere was discovered the friendly hand of the Minister and
of the Department, who seemed to me to have doue wanders in the
fulfilment of their duty.".
fie goes on again :

" Thank you for what you have said in the House about the 9th
Battalion. Ihave a fine battalion. They are manly soldiers and I
appeal to their heart.

(Signed) " G. AÂMYOT."
Mr. BERGERON. They are men of heait.
Sir ADOLPIHE CARON. They are brave men, and all

brave men are full of heart. lIn another letter of the 9th
May, the hon. member says:
[7Trangauion.]

"I muet tell you, and you may repeat it on my be'.alf, that the
Militia Department bas always done the utmost for the army.

(Sigued> "G. AMYOT."
Mr. AMYOT. I change nothing of that. -

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Further:
[Translation.J

" On the northern shore of Lake Superior, there again, at each step
may be seen the efforts of the Department to allay the misery, &c.
Besides, when we consented to make this journey we knew we were
not going to a wedding. The spirit, the health and the moral of the
troops are excellent. If I go back to the country, I will endeavor to
see that justice shall be dealt to those who, like yourself, do their
utmost to ensure the comfort of the volunteers."
The hon. gentleman also differed from what he used to say
in his newspaper, and out of it, in attacking General
Middleton who was in command of the troops. Well, in
the same letter which the hon. gentleman addressel to me
he says:
Translation.]1
"Middleton, who hias never been out west, cannot know anything

about it. He does his best where he is and is worthy of the highest
raise. He is a galant General, and I have fuil confidence in him, but
e cannot do all by himself in such a vast country as this."

fie goes on farther to state:
" Ouimet and Strange also ask for reinforcements. I understand how

much ail this will cost, but we must vanquish by all means, and
vanquish once for all."
Now, I fail to see how it is possible that the hon. gentle.
man, who went up in command of bis battalion wishing to
conquer, to-day should be so anxious to defend those very
people who put us to all this trouble and expense, and
endangered the lives of our troops. But, Sir, long after the
troubles were ail over, it pleased Her Gracious Majesty to
confer upon me a title, and, long after the troops had returned
here, the hon. gentleman was one of the very first to send
me a telegram of congraulation-for which I was very much
obliged to him-in which ho says: "Most hearty congratu-
lations upon so well deserved a knightship."r

Mr. AMYOT. Would the hon. gentleman kindly give
the date of that telegram ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. August 19th, 1885. I said itt
was long after the troubles were over.•

Mr. AMYOT. They are not over yet.1
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The most serions troubles are 1

over, but the trouble which the hon. gentleman is trying tot
get up, and which is not very sorious, is "not over, I know.1

Mr. AMYOT. Why does it trouble you s0 much, then?
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The hon. gentleman reminds

me, by asking for the date of this telegram, that he knew
very well that Riel was thon under sentence of death, and
yet ho sont this complimentary tolegram, for which I felt
very much obliged to him.

Mr. AMYOT. Because the Monde was saying that Riel
would not be hanged.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The hon. gentleman knows
that the first duty of a soldier under fire is to be calmr and
not to get excited. WelI, Mr. Speaker, my friends in
Quebec, the leading men there, joined in presenting me
with an address of congratulation when this title was
conferred on me, and one of the very first to sign this
address was the hon. gentleman again, and, of course, ho
must have read it, becanse I know hirn too well to believe
that ho would sign an address of that kind without taking
the trouble to read it. lu that address occurred this para-
graph :-
[Translation.]

" What an amount of gratitude the country owes you for the activity
and zeal with which you have fulfilled your important duties during
these days of trouble. Our soldiers, whose heroic courage during the
recent campaign is now known far and wide, know how to appreciate,
to their just value, the promptness with which you have acted, your
vigilance and your anxiety for their welfare."

That was signed by the hon. gentleman. Sir, the hon.gentle-
man also said that I had attacked the troops. Now, I feel
that mofe, if possible, than anything which the hon. gentle-
man may have said, and I felt it at the time, because I can
not, even to-day, express to you the great anxiety which,
night and day, lay upon me when I folt the responsibility
entrusted to me of the welfare of the battalions in the field ;
and I can say, in justice to myself, that I believe that I did,
whether successfully or not, the best I could, and if there
was any fault, it was in my ability and fnot in my intentions.
I did everything I could, as the hon. gentleman had to
admit, to make our troops as comfortable as possible, and to
spare them every possible troffble that was in my power.
But the hon. gentleman went up to the front, and hoexpressed
hie opinion about the troops that were thereî He has placed
upon the paper a notice of motion to produce hie telegrams
and his letters, and really, [am very glad indeed to be able
to do so. But in order to give him an avant goût of some of
hie telegrams, I wish to read one or two of them. Hlere is
ane dated Swift Carrent, 25th April, 1885:

"O oN,-Arrived here all right Found Gen. Laurie perfect soldier.
Advance of Middleton's troops too hurried ; consequence being immense
useless expense. Volunteers should be used for garrison and protection
of place and ammunition. American scouts and Indians and haif-breed.
doing the same kind of fighting as rebels, should do the fightin and
attacking. Part of Middleton's force exposed to be slaughtered. Troops
hearty. Rely upen Sth."

So I did. Now here is another telegram dated at Calgary,
14th May, 1885 :

" 1 add, and I persist in saying, that this war should be made by men
fighting in the same way as rebels. Volunteers are specially acaapted
for protection of forts and provisions."

It had not come to my knowledge that the provisions were
in danger, and, so far as I can judge, they were well looked
aft er by the volunteers. But it goes on to say :

" Our volunteers are being slaughtered. 500 scouts are worth 2,000
volunteers for actual £ghting of that kind. Men cheerful.

(Signed ." 'AMYOT."

The hon. gentleman when ho deemed it hie duty to attack
me, as ho has a perfect right to do if ho pleased, should not
have forgotten that ho hirmself had expressed an opinion as
to what I had done for the troops, and ho should not have
taunted me with having attacked the 9th Battalion when
within his own telegramas appears a judgment about our
force that I canigot understand. The hon. member also at-
tacked the Major-General who commanded the forces. I
will read to the House a letter (with the General's permis-
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sion) which the hon. member addressed to the Major-Gen.
eral on the occasion of his being knighted. It reads:
[Translation.]

"Sir FREDERIce D. MIDDLITON, K.C.M.G.,
Ottawa.

QUEBEC, August 26th, 1885.1

" DEÂR Sm,-I should have written yen sooner to join in the unani-
mous concert of congratulations which you receive from all parts, but a
prolonged absence from the city prevented me. Your elevation to the
Knighthood ie only the just recognition of the services which you have
rendered to the Dominion of Canada, and the honore which arebestowed
upon yon is reflected on all those whom you have encouraged by your
personal bravery surely guided by your experience, and who have all
largely benefited from the science which you have acquired during an
honorable military career.

"I deeply regret the attacks eof a mean and malicions press again st
'our general,' but your reputation stands so high that these foolish
slanders cannot reach it.

" Allow me to present, through you, my respects to lady Middleton
and believe me,

Your very devoted,
G. AMYOT."

Mr. RYKERT. By whom js that letter signed ?
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. By the hon. member for Belle-

chasse (Mr. Amyot). So far as the General is concerned
it is no use my expressing an opinion which everyone who
knows anything about military matters has already ex-
pressed, in regard to the services lie rendered. In England
and Canada bis services have been justly appreciated, and
in any case it comes with very bad grace from the hon.
member to have attacked the Major-General after having
expressed in writing the opinion I have read respecting his
services. Before concluding I desire to clear up one point
wbich has been referred to by severalihon. members who
have spoken during this debate. It las been stated here
that in consequence of Riel having surrendered, the Govern-
ment should have pardoned him. I state, and I am prepar-
ed to show, that Riel never surrendered at all. I read first
a declaration made by the Major-General himself. It is an
important point for history, and it has an important bear.
ing on the question in debate, and it will be interesting to
hon. members to see the iterpretation which the Major-
General places upon a certain letter. The Major-General
says:

"I only Iwrote one letter to Riel, on the last day of Batoche fighting,
telin g him (in answer te a letter from him brought by Mr. Astley) that
'if ho would place his women and children in safety, and let me know
where the place was, I would take care no shots were fiîed in that
direction.' When Astley brought me that letter ho told me Riel was
in a "funk " and ho thought ho would surrender, and he asked me
what terms ho could carry back to him. My answer was, 'uncondi.
tional surrender.' The second note from Riel, thanking me for my let.
ter, was handed to me just as we were forcing, under a heavy fire, our
way on to the clear ground about Batoche. Astley again told me thît
ho ihought Riel would surrender, but I answered, 'too late now; we
are almost there, and I muet puah on to save the prisoners.' I did not
send the letter to Riel offering te protect him and bis council until the
13th May (the day after the lat day at Batoche), and I did so because
a priest and a half-breed told me they knew, or thought they
knew, where Riel was, and that ho would give himself up,
but that he was afraid of being killed in my camp by some of
my men. I thon wrote the letter and gave it to the priest to take. He,
however, could not find Riel, but the half-breed did, and gave it to
hum. Bariy on the meruing eft5he 155h, st Guardupuis Onossing, I
received information that Riel and Dumont mine net many miles off,
near the Birch Hills, and 1 sent off Major Boulton with his mounted
infantry, with orders to scour the country towards Batoche, which he
did, and Riel, finding troops between himself and Batoche, ove himself
up to the three (3) scouts, Hourie, Armstrong and Dieh, who had
searted with Boulton, but left hie detachment, and, spreading out, had
come across Riel, with my letter in his pocket. Dumont, who was well
mounted and knew th country, escaped.

"FRED. MIDDLETON, Majar-General."
Copy of letter sent te Riel alluded ta above:

IlBATocs, May 13, 1885.
"MR. RiEL,-I am ready te receive you and your council, and to pro-

tect you until your case has been decided upon by the Dominion Gov-
ernment.

"FRED. MIDDLETON, Major-General,
" Oommanding North-West Field Force."

I have also the declaration of the two scoults who captured
Riel. It is 88follows:-

Sir ADOLPHE CARON.

"Icanada,
North-West Territories,

To Wit: 1
"We,.William Diehl and Robert Armstrong, of Prince Albert, in the

North-West Territories, do each of us solemnly decare :
"1. That during the rebellion of half-breed sud Indians which teck

place on the Saskatchewan in the spring of 1885, we were duly enrolled
in the Prince Albert volunteers sud served as scouts for sud in conne-
tion with said volunteer force fer about two months.

"I 2. We have seen it asserted in certain portions of the press in east-
ern Canada that Louis Riel, the rebel leader, did, after the battle ot
Batoche, voluntarily surrender and give himself up to the authorities,
and that said Louis Riel might have easily escaped fr.m the country had
he no desired.

"3. We, together with one Thomas Hourie, were three of the Prince
Albert volunteers who took part in the search for Louis Riel and other
rebels who took flight after their defeat at the battle of Batoche.

" 4. We further distinctly state that we, together with the aforemaid
Thomas Eourie, were the three scouts who captured muid Louis Riel and
handed him over to General Middleton. At the time we made the eap-
ture we believed and we now affirm that maid Louis Riel had no inten-
tion of surrendering himself, but was preparing for a hasty flight. He
was then looking for a horse and had mi hie possession a addsle and
bridle, sud was well armed. The two half-breeds in whose company
we found him (Riel) were also well armed. The statements before re-
ferred to that Louis Riel voluntarily gave himself up to us are entirely
intrus."1

"'<4And we severally make thi solemn declaration con' cientiously be-
lieving the sane to be true, sud by virtue ot the Act passed in the 37th
year of Her Maj -sty's reign intituled "An Act for the suppression of Volun-
tary and extra-Judicial Oaths." WM. DIEL.

"ROBT. ARMSTRONG.
"Severally declared before me at the town of

Prince Abert, in tha North-Wet Territory,
thie 28th day of December, A.D. 1885. W.R" W. R. Gce,

"1A Notary Public for the North-West Territories."

The other scout who was also present when he was arrested,
was bway from Prince Albert and his declaration could not
be obtained, but ho stated to several gentlemen whom I
have seen since that he viewed it in exactly the same light
as those did who made the declaration. I shall also read a
portion of a very interesting letter which appeared in the
paers from Major Boulton, than whom there is no better
authority so far as the history of the campaign is con-
cerned :

"In diucussing the question with Astley about the surrender, Riel said
There are three thir go that will mave me. One is polities, another is
that I have assumed the office of priests and another in that the papers
which are all bre will implicate the council more than me.

" On this occasion he wished to surrender and was mont anxious to get
safely into the General's hands. However, it was too late, and in con-
sequence he had to make his escape as best he could. Astley, however,
kept track of him atter the day was won, and got a letter signed by the
Genenal guaranteeing his protection until handed over to the civil
authorities. Upon receiving this he was mont anxious to get safely into
the General's hands and surrendered to Hourie."

Now, Sir, I think that upon that question the evidence is
so far satisfaczory that I do not see how it is possible to
consider, under this evidence, that Riel surrendered and was
in consequence entitled to any consideration from the Gov-
ernment. It was my pleasure, in beginning the few re-
marks which I considered it my duty to address to the
House, to congratulate the hon. member for Quebec East
upon the speech which he delivered, and I expressed upon
that point my honest opinion with reference to that gentle-
man. But, Sir, I must regret that his eloquence, which I
recognise, should have been used in the defence of a rebel-
lion against Canada. The hon. gentleman charged the Gov-
ernment with having, by its negligence, caused the rebel-
lion. Well, Sir, this charge I deny completely and teeto.
tally, and I think any impartial man who takes the trouble
to read the record will come to the conclusion that the
Government are not liable to that charge. In Père André's
evidence there occurs the following:-

" Q. Will you state if, since the arrival of the prisoner in the country
up to the time of the rebellion, the Government have made any favorable
answer to the demands and claims of the half-breeds ?-A. Yes, I know
they have acceded to certain demande in regard to those who did not
have any scrip in Manitoba. telegrama mw sent on the 4th of March
lUt, granting the scrip.
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" Q. Before that time 7-A. Yes, regarding the alteration of survey

of lots along the river, there was an answer from the Government say-
ing they would grant it, and that was an important question.

Q. What question then remained to be settled ?-A. The question
of patente ; that has also been settled in a certain way, because Mr.
Duck was sent and I went with him as interpreter.

"Q. What other question remained ?-A. Only the question of wood,
timber."

This shows that a telegram was communicated to him as it
was also communicated to Riel and to others, stating that
these questions had been settled. Besides the evidence
which i have just read from Father André, the following
occurs in Charles Nolin's examination:-

"Q. Were those conditions accepted by the prisoner ?-A. Yes. The
neit day I received au answer to a telegram from Macdonald ; the tele-
gram said that the Government was going to grant the rights of the
half-breeds, but there was nothing said about Rkel's claim.

" Q. Did you show the answer to Riel ?-à. I showed the reply I re-
ceived next Sunday.

"Q. That was in the month of-?-A. February.
"Q. In the beginning of the month ?-A. Yes.
"Q. What did the prisoner say ?-A. Re answered that It was 400

years that the EngliEh had been robbing and that it was time to put a
stop to it, that it had been going on long enough."

Immediately on ascertaining that the Metis grievances were
all settled, but that he was not receiving the money that ho
wanted to get from Governrnent, on the 5th March ho de-
termined to take up arms. Let us seo again what Charles
Nolin says on this point:

"A. The prisoner came with Gabriel Dumont to see me. He pro-
posed a plan to me that he had written upon a piece of paper. He said
that he had decided to take up arms and to induce the people to take
up arma, and the first thing was to fight for the glory of God, for the
honor of religion and the salvation of our souls. The prisoner said that
he had already nine names upon the paper, and he asked for my name.
I told him that his plan was not perfect but since he wanted to fight
for the love of God, I would propose a more perfect plan. My pian
was to have public prayers in the Catholic chapel during nine day.,
and to go to confession and communion and then to do as our con-
sciences told us."
This is the man who is held up as a hero and patriot. All
he wanted, as is quite apparent, was to get money from
the Government. If ho could succeed in getting that
money, we see what he intended to do with it. On page
94 we find:

'' ge said also if he got the money he would go to the United States
and start a paper and raise the other nationalities in the States."
He had already organsed two rebellions, and after sacri-
ficing the Metis ho wanted to get money, which, hesaid, ho
was going to use in the United States to raise up all the
nationalities and get up another revolution. Is it necessary
to give a stronger proof of the wisdom of the Government
in not interfering with the sentence of the law upon him ?

" e said: Before the grass is that high in the country you will see
foreign armies in this country. He said: I will commence by destroy-
ing Manitoba, and then I will come and destroy the North-Westand take
possession of the North-West."

And, forsooth,we are told that we should have shown mercy
to this man. I ask any hon. gentleman who has read this
evidence whether ho showed much mercy to the prisoners
and the people who happened to be under him? On page
44 we find:

" He came to the door of the cellar, and the first words I heard him
may was: 'Astley 1 Astley 1 Come here and go tell Middleton if they-
I think massacre was the word used-if they massacre our children and
women and children, we will massacre you prisoners.'"

lere was this man, who had arrested these few prisoners
on account of their loyalty to their country; on account of
their refusing to join in his rebellion, saying that if any
harm happened to any of his people (which harm could
never have happened if it had not been for his doings) he
would massacre all the prisoners in the cellar. Did he
show mach mercy when he said to McKay what is reported
on pages 18 and 19, "Report of Evidence in Riel's Trial ?"

" He became very excited and got up and said : 'You don't know
what we are after-it is blood 1 blood 1 We want blood i It is a war of
extermination! Everybody that is against us is to be driven out of the

country. There were two curses in the country, the Government and
the Hudson Bay Company.'"

"Q. Yes ?-A. He turned to me and sald I was a traitor to his Gov-
erument. That I was a siieculator and a scoundrel and robber and
thief, and I don't know what all.

"Q. He used very violent language to you?-A. Yeu. e ofinally
said it was blood, and the first blood they wanted was mine. There
were some little dishes on the table, and ho got hold of a spoon and
said: 'You have no blood, you are a traitor to your people; your
blood is frozen, and all the little blood yon have will be there in five
minutes,' putting the spoon up to my face and pointing to it."
Did he show much morcy when he condemned to death
Nolin and Boyer -when they refused to take up arms? On
page 60 we read:

"Q. What was the chief event of that day as far as yo can remem-
ber ?-A. He was giving orders to go and take William Boyer and
Charles Nolin prisoners.

" Q. Did you hear him say why they were to be taken prisoner 7-A.
Because they would not take up arms.

"Q. Did he say anything about because they had been movers up to
that time ?-A. Because they had been moyers, and had left it at the
time of taking up arms.

" Q. Wa Nolin tried ?-A. About his trial I cannot say exactly, I
heard Riel saying he ought to be shot or that they should shoot him.

"Q. You underâtood Nolin and Boyer were to be shot 7-A. Yea, both
of them.

"Q. And because they would not join the movî ment in taking up
arms ?-A. In not taking up arma."
I was very much pleased the other evening, and think the
country is to þe congratulated upon the fact, that the hon.
leader of the Opposition in the Province of Quebec ex-
pressed himself so very loyally as he did on that occasion.
That hon. gentleman said that Tory loyalty was very much
interested indeed, and stated that when Lord Elgin sanc-
tioned the Indemnity Bill, the Tories became disloyal and
signcd an appeal for annexation te the United States. The
hon. gentleman, no doubt, forgot to mention the fact that
that very manifesto-which was signed by some Conser-
vatives, Il admit-was also signed by such men as the Hon.
A. A. Dorion, the late Mr. Doutre, Mr. Papineau, Mr. La-
flamme, Mr. Holton, and other leaders of the Liberal party
in the Province of Quebec. No doubt, those who did not
know the facts of the case would have been led to believe
from the hon. gentleman's statement that this manifesto
was signed only by Conservatives, and that not a single
Liberal leader would have consented to put his name to it.
But the hon. gentleman knows that that manifesto was not
signed by Sir GAeorge Cartier, the leader of the Liberal-
Conservative party in the Province ot Quebec. In speak-
ing of Sir George Cartier, the hon. gentleman was most
eloquent, and expressed great admiration for the late
lamented Sir George Etienne Cartier; but, Sir, when,
unfortunately for the -country, Sir George Cartier
was removed from our midst, and from that career
of useluiness which we Conservatives can never
forget, and which we every day still recall with pleasure,
the hon. gentleman must have forgotten that even then the
Liberal press attacked the hon.gentleman fiercely, although
now they claim him almost as one of their leaders. BE
must have forgotten the manner in which Liberals in this
flouse and outside of this House outraged him during his
life, although they now attempt to eulogise him, as the hon.
gentleman did the other evening. If Sir George Cartier
were still among us, I mean to say, and I believe it, that he
would have acted exactly as we have acted in reference to
the Riel matter. During his lifetime was he not treated
exactly as we are treated to day ? Did they not say that
ho was sold to the Orangemen ? Did they not say that he
sold the Province of Quebec to John A. and the Protestants
of Ontario ? Did they not say that ho bad sold his Pro-
vince to English infuence ? Weli, Sir, ho loved his
country sufficiently well to attach no more import.
ance than he should have attached to such insuits,
which were levelled against him as they are levelled
against us to day. Sir George Cartier did his duty,
and ho left behind him a memory which, even after
his death, has not been respected by the Liberals.
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In the history of the late Mr. Letellier, written by a mem.
ber of the Opposition, the hon. member for L'Islet (Mr.
Casgrain), the memory of Sir George Cartier is outraged ;
and when the hon. member from Quebec East (Mr. Laurier)
was speaking of Sir George Cartier in such eloquent terms,
I could not help thinking of the sad page which I read in
the book I have referred to. As far as I personally am con-
cerned, and I believe I eau say the same for my colleagues,
we did, under the greatest difficulties and most painful cir-
eumstances, what we considered to be our duty, and I be-
lieve that what we did, Sir George Cartier, whose motto was
what the motto of the Conservative party is, "Franc et
sans dol," would have done under the same circumstances.
I must apologise to you, Sir, and the House for having been
so lerfgthy and imperfect in my remarks; but the matters
which I treated I deemed it advisable to bring under the
notice of the House, and I tried to do so in as concise a man-
ner as possible.

Mr. DESJARDINS. In rising at this stage of the dis-
cussion, I do not expect to throw much new light, or to
attract much interest on the question which bas been be-
fore the House since a few days. But in the position in
which 1 am, I think it is my duty to explain why I intend to
vote in favor of the motion brought by my hon. friend from
Montmagny (Mir. Landry). At the opening of the de-
bate, the hon. Minister of Public Works said ho was
glad the time had come to vindicate bis position on the
floor of the louse, that hore was the proper place for him
to declare what had been the motives that decided him to
consent to the deed against which we have protested. It is
true that it was easier for him to come hore on the floor
of Parliament 'han to go to his own Province. Some of
the other Ministers tried that experiment, and I can only
congratulate them on the great courage they displayed in
meeting their electors, but of course the positions in the
two cases are not the same. They are in the Cabinet, but
they are not leaders, and it is very likely that the Minister
of Public Works, on account of bis superior position as
leader of the great party, thought ho should not expose him-
self to the eventualities that the other Ministers had to
face; and in hearing him say that it was not becoming on
bis part to go and meet his electors, I could not help re-
membering those lines from Boileau on the passage Du
Rhin, speaking of Louis XIV :

" Louis les animant du feu de son courage,
Se plaint de sa grandeur qui Fattache au rivage."

But tho other Ministers tried the experiment. They went
to their electors, and I was rather surprised to hear the
Minister of Militia tell us a moment ago that the great in-
dignation which had burst forth on the day of the 16th No-
vember had quite fallen through, and that ho was already
quite sure public opinion in his Province was turning in
bis favor. Well, I would ask the Ministers of Justice and
Inland Revenue what they think of that kind of popularity
which the Minister of Militia and the Secretary of State
met when they came before their electors. They muet have
thought, after reading the reports in the papers of what
took place on these occasions, that in the Province of
Quebec Ministers had a curious kind of popularity. The
Minister of Militia bas complained very bitterly about what
was said as to bis having attended a banquet at Winnipeg
on 10th November. If ho bas any complaint to make
against anyone, ho must look to his own friends and see
how they formed public òpinion in the Province as to the
decency on his part of attending such a banquet, when ho
ought to have known the anxiety and sorrow then existing
in his own Province. He ought to have known that very
near the spot where he was banquetted, the echo of bis own
words was reaching a poor family who were sharing in the
agony in which au unfortunate man had been allowed to linger
for six days or more. To see what opinion was expressed

Sir ADOLPHCARON.

then by some ministerial papers, which to-day find fault
with us because we cannot share their nowly acquired
opinions as to the tragedy of the 16th November, I shall
quote from L'Evènement, a paper which enjoys great au-
thority now among the friends of the Government and the
Ministers themselves. In L'Evèniement of 14th November
last, there is a small article headed:
(Translation.] "XEXPLAIN.

"All shadea of opinion agree to brand the infamous banquet of
Winnipeg, where two members of the Government-Sir 4ý. P. Caron and
Mr. White, went to inform the Orangemen,-under Riel's scaff 11, so to
speak-that the man for whose head they are clamoring. will die on the
gallows on Monday next. The Etendard is terribly severe but still it is-
only echoing public opinion. La Minerve, La Presse, the Rerald, &c.,
mercilessly denounce this disgraceful feasting.

" In the name of the Province we will fearlessly declare that the man
from among us who has been guilty of the enormous fault of attending
to it, only represented himself and no one else.

" With L'Eendard we will say to Sir A. P. Caron: Defend yourself,
explain ; act in such a manner that the name of a French Canadian may
not remain coupled, without protest, with this bloody love-feast where
insult was thrown at the supreme anguish of a doomed man."

That is the first article announcing to the Province of Que-
bec the presence al that Winnipeg banquet of one of our
French Ministers. Here is another editorial:

T Tranalation.] ''lSIR A. P. CARON.
" We have not insisted, except in the shape of a protest, on the pe-

sence of Sir A. P. Caron at the Winnipeg banquet. If that painful fact
could have been concealed from the country, we would have done
our share towards ensuring silence on the subject. . But the multiple
voice of, the telegraph had spoken, proclaiming to Canada that on
the very day which had been previously determined upon for
the execution of Riel, a French Minister had attended a banquet given by
fanatics who, before entering the dining room, had exacted the promise
that the death of their victim would be announced. The fault of Sir A.
P. Caron ought to devolve on himself alone ; it was impossible that we
should for one moment let the foreign races believe that Lower Canada
would accept the responsibility of the incredible conduct of one of its
sons.',

And ho goes on in the same strain. Well, I know that
L'Evènement had based its editorials on papers which had
come from Winnipeg, papers friendly to the Government,
which had said, on having heard of the last respite, that,
unless the Ministers were ready to declare at the banquet
that the hanging would take place, that banquet would cer-
tainly be a failure. So, ho has not to complain of his foes
if ho bas been so hardly dealt with, but of his own friends.

It beirg Six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
Mr. DESJARDINS. Whon you loft the Chair I had

referred to the boast of the Minister of Militia that the Pro-
vince of Quebec had already returned to the Government,
that what was called the fire of straw had subsided, and
that the gas explosion, as others called it, was already a
thing of the past. I instanced, as an illustration of the
accuracy of that statement, the experiment that the hon.
Minister of Militia himself and the Secretary of State had
made as to the great popularity of the Government and them-
selves in our Province since the 16th November. Now, I
have to come to the main motion. There bas been much
said about that motion. Some say that it was a motion
which the Government itself had chosen. I do not believe
it. And they say that the hon. member for Montmagny
(Mr. Landry) was not in good faith. Well, I know my
hon. friend enough to believe that, when ho put that motion
on the Orders of the Day he was in earnest. For my own
part, as I said on a previous occasion, I was ready to give
those who wanted further information all the necessary
time to get it; but I was satisfied with that motion ; I was
from tho beginning ready to -vote upon it. The Govern-
ment accept it as a vote of censure. That meets precisely
what I want, that the motion may be understood. It covers
fully the ground I took in accord with my political friends
on the 13th November, 1885, when I signed, along with
them, that telegram:
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" Under the circumstances, the execntion of Louis Riel would be ar

set of cruelty, the responsibility of which we refuse to accept or tc
share."

That telegram as has been mentioned, was signed by seven
teen members, according to Le Monde, in which it was pub
lished on the 14th November, whose names are as follows
C. J. Coursol, Alphonse Desjardins, D. Girouard, F. Vanasse
L H. Massue, F. Dupont, A. L. Desaulniers, J. B. Daoust
J. G. H. Bergeron, J. W. Bain, P. B. Benoit, E. Guilbault,
G. A. Gigault, S. Labrosse, L. L. L. Desaulniers, F. Dugas
H. Hurteau. The same paper further mentioned the fact
that, in addition to these names and to that telegram, other
telegrams had been signed and forwarded to the leader of
the Government. Those telegrams had been signed by Mr.
Ouimet, deputy for Laval; Mr. Fortin, deputy for Gaspé; Mr.
Macmillan, of Vaudreuil; Mr. Jas. Taschereau, of Beauce; Mr.
Landry, of Montmagny; and Mr. Lesage, of Dorchester. This
Le Monde accepted, and said it was the true interpretation
of the views, not only of those who had signed those tele-
grams, but of the whole public opinion in our Province.
Those who happened to bo present on that day, the 13th
November, in Montreal and since that, knew perfectly
well what the meaning of that telegram was.
It was explained, after the execution took place, that the
meaning of the telegram was that the political ties which
had bound us to the Ministers would be broken, and that
we would have no more confidence in them. That telegram
was explained in meetings where some of the Ministers
were present, and there was no concealment as to the
intention of those who had signed it. So, Sir, they must
admit that they were not taken by surprise, and, in point
of fact, that accusation could be made more justly by our-
selves. Public opinion soon finds ways to manifest itself in
the press and public meetings. IHere it is time for me to
-register my protest against the misinterpretation and calum-
nious signification which have been given to our action in
this matter. I refer to the Mail newspaper, a paper which
ought to have known better what were the feelings of
the Province of Quebec. Gratitude, at least, ought to have
taught it that it was no time to reproach a population when
it had just suffered a great humiliation, a population which
had so long been faithful in its allegiance to the Conserva.
tive party, and yet it chose that occasion to launch against
us insults and calumny. 0f course we knew the objects of
the editorials in that paper. They were afraid that the
Government would lose influence on account of the execu-
tion of the 16th November, and, in order to compensate for
that loss in the Province of Quebec, they endeavored to raise
prejudices in the Province of Ontario against the Province
of Quebec, and especially against the French population.
They went so far as to say that the French wished to set
themselves above the other people in the Dominion ; that
they insisted, when one of their race was guilty of rebellion
or murder, that the laws must be set aside in his favor and
that he must escape punishment; that they wished to
establish race supremacy and French domination.
French domination, Sir! They have been a long time
without fearing that domination; they had been very glad,
in their hour of trial and weakness in the other Provinces,
to find a large majority in the Province of Quebec-not to
follow them, as the hon. Minister of Interior said, but to
carry them. It was the first proof of gratitude that we
received from the organ of that party. Well, Sir, that inter.
pretation of the movement and of the feeling of the French
population, was followed by a series of amenities, which I
am about to read from the Mail. On the 23rd November,
the Mail said:

" But let us solemnly assure them again that, rather than submit to
such a yoke, Ontario would smash Confederation into its original frag-
meats, preferring that the dream of a united Oanada should be shattered
forever than that unity should be purchased at the expense of equality."

'And on the 23th:
0 "lThen as Britons we beieve that the conqueut will'have to be fought
over again, and Lower Canada may depend upon it there wili be no
treat( of 1763.' But the French Oanadian
peop e would lose everything. The wreck of their fertuaeand happinea
would be swift, complete aud irremediable."1
Thon again on the 28th:

"We say that the resuit of the cnnflict which the Proe'i are invek-ing le bound to be dissaîrous to themn in êvery aspect of life, for it
c ould flot l'ail to create a slumbering war between the races, which,
detrimental te the whole Dominion, would redound te their lasting and

Lpartieular injury'"

rAnd thon, sooing that aIl those threats would not avait
famong8t the English population, it altered its tone sorne-
what as follows :

"lIf the French Canadians ever return to their oenses, thvy wiIl b.
thé firet to see their folly. When that day comes, our old friende, the
Bleus, will throw themeelves once more into the arma of the Conserva-
tive party ; but at that tîme they may be sure thtît ne fat calf will Le
killed."

Thon again, on the llth December, it says:
IlIf they choose te returu to their allegiance, well and gzond; but

thay shall receive ne honeYed words from us, nor neyer agttin be tristed
by tbis journal as men of honor or stable reiolve."

The hon. member for Lincoln (Mir. iRykert) the other d&y
spoke of toieration, and of the kind feeling of the Orange
section of the community. 1 have here an extract of the
Orange Sentinel, which 1 suppose is the organ of that Fect.
What does that paper say:

IlMust it be said that the rights and iberties of the Enghish psople ini
thig Rnglishcoelony depend upon a Ioreign race'? But Et glish Cana-
dian s will net long submit te these ignoble ties, and the day is near
wben an appeal te arms will be heard ln alt parts of Cana la. Then
certainiy our seldiers, beneflting by the lessens of the past, will have
te complete in this country the work they began in the North-West "
Sucli, Sir, were the feelings -with which we were met when
we came to the Government and asked-what ? Did
we ask a justification of the rebellion; did we ask even a
complote amnesty ? No. The people of the Province of
Quebec tbought that, equally with other portions of the
community, tbey had donc their duty in those Bad events
that biad taken place in the North-West, thought they had
as much right to petition for clemency as others had to
petition for blood, or for the stern exoeution of a verdict
obtainod undor sucb circurustances as tho_ýe which sar-
rounded the verdict at iRegina. Bat it seems we wvere mnis-
taken. Truc, Sir, our men ini the Province of Quebec, like
those in the other Provinces, had as readily and as devotedly
ans wered to the eal. Thcy had been obliged to pass through
ail the hardships of the campaigu. Not one voice in our
population had opposed that movement; not one voice in
this Parliament coming from the Province of Quebec hiad
objected to give tho Goverument ample power te aet in
sncb a manner as to snbdue the insurrection and obtain
respect for our laws and our institutions in the North-West
Terri tories. They had come back; and, on returning, what
did they ask as a roward for the services they had rendered ?
They had not forced, 1 must Ray, the Government to go
aud implore from the Imperial Govern ment modals that have
been reluctantly granted. They tbought that, inmtead of'
obtaining something Wo coinmemorate events that could not
redound to the credit of the country, everything ongbt Vo be
done Wo cast oblivion on those events. But thoy jc)ined with
the whole population W dcaim from the Govern ment the
exorcise of the royal prerogative of rnercy. They were flot
moved by mere sentimental idoas. They bad good grounds
for asking tho Goverument tô show clemency and benevo-
lence te those who wore the victime; of the insurrection, and
this is a proper and fitting occasion te an8wer the taants ofthe Conservative papers, or rather the papers that have kept
friendly Wo the Govern ment, when they say: "lBut how eau
you speak of the grievances of the Metis af ter yonr vote on
Mr. Blake's motion last Session V' I must say this: That
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our opinion thon was that as full prestige and authority as
possible ought to be given to the Government, that nothing
that might appear to give a semblance of encouragement to
the Metis in their unfortunate outbreak should come from
this Parliament, that so long as the insurrection was not
entirely quelled it was wiser on our part to wait and let t he
Administration do its utmost to bring back peace in those
parts of our country. But in the meantime, while we were
ready to wait we were decided that after the insurrection
had been quelled we would cast on the shouldera
where it should lie the responsibility of that
insurrection. I might justify that course by some
q uotations which would show that Parliament thon acted
on declarations made by some of the Ministers who were not
at that time ready to give a sound opinion on the question.
On 26th March, some days after the insurrection had broken
out, the leader of the Government, .in the openig sentences
of a speech delivered on the North-West troubles, declared :

" Before Riel came in those settlers had never sent in a bill of rights
to us, neyer sent any complainte to the Goverument.''1
The Secretary of State, in a letter addressed to some French
Canadians at Fall River, who had sent him a petition on
bebalf of Louis Riel, repeated that assertion. Ie said:

" If the half-breeds had serions complainte against the Government
the ordinary method of petition was open to them as to every free
citizen. They did not avail themselves of it.",

The Secretary of State very likely does not entertain the
same opinion as to the value of petitions as the Minister of
the Interior appears to hold. But ho did not know of the
existence of any of those petitions, as ho said the half breeds
had not availed themselves of that privilege:

" If their petitions were not listened to by the Government, they had
a right to enter upon a constitutional agitation and induce their friends
in Parliament to make known their grievances."
And further on:

" Nothing on their part has been presented to the Cabin ýt, which
would have required special action from their friends."
I must say this: We can more easily explain the ignorance
of the Secretary of State respecting matters regarding
the Department of the Interior, than we can explain the
ignorance of the Prime Minister on those matters. We
know very well that the previous year the Secretary of
State was absent; that last year ho had been charged with
a very important duty, that of enqniring into the morals and
habits of the Chinese, and that great question must have
taken so much of his time and attention that ho had not
an opportunity to study the whole question of the North.
West and the half breeds. I bave bore an answer
to those allegations, a list of seventy six docu-
ments, petitions, complaints, nctes of interviews
with the Government, letters published in the
newspapers, all going to show that the grievances of
which the Metis were complaining were not redressed.
Outside of this, I might refer to a petition which, I think,
on account of those who have signed it, will show the whole
story from the beginning of the insurrection. It was quoted
lat year by the hon. leader of the Opposition, but I think
it my duty to repeat it to-night as being the best answer to
those who would shield their responsibility behind the
unfortunate man whom they had decided to hang on the 16th
of November. That petition was addressed to the Right
Hon. Sir John A. Macdonald, and was dated on the 4th Sep-
tomber, 1882. I will read the last part of the petition only:

"In our anxiety, we appeal to your spirit of justice, as Minister of the
Interior and leader of the Government, and we implore you to at once
reassure us by giving ordere so that we shall not be troubled on our
lands, and that the Government will Irrant us the privilege of considering
us as occupants of even sections, since we occupy those lande in good
faith; and having occupied this country since such a long time as masters
and having so often defended it against the Indians at the price of our
blood, we think that it is not asking too much that the Government give
us the right of occupying pesacefully our lands, and that it should make
mome exceptions to tU regulations, by granting gratuitouely lande to the
North-Wet half-breeds. We further deuire that Government should
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ive orders to have the lands surveyed along the river ten chains wide
y two miles long; it is the old custom of the country.to distribute

land in this manner, and thus it wonld enable us to recognise the limits
of our respective lands.

" Monsieur the Minister, we hope that you will favorably recelve this
petition which we send you, and that we shall know your decision as soon
as possible. This le our auxious wish, while prayiug the Almighty te
protect you ad tokeep yen at the head of this great country .f Canada,
which you govern with so much wisdom."

And herefollow the names of those who signed that peti-
tion, and it is a very sad list :

" Gabriel Dumont(wounded and in exile); Baptiste Rochlot (prisone r);
Patrice Touron (prisoner); Galixte Touron (killed); François Touron
.prisoner); Joseph Vandale (killed); Joseph Delorme (killed); Baptiste
V andale (risoner); Adolphe NpIin (prisoner); Ignace Poitras (prisonery
Maxime, oitras (prisoner); Emmanuel Champagne (prisoner), and
others."
Af ter all, Sir, Mr. Lawrence Clark, when ho said to the
Metis: "You asked the Government for your rights and you
will have them in the shape of bullets and lead and chains
for your leader," was not very far wrong. The bon. Minis-
ter said he had received nothing to inform him what was
going on on the Saskatchewan. M y hon. friend from Belle-
chasse (Kr. Amyot) quoted the other day one or two letters
from Bishop Grandin, and what do those letters say ? I
will quote only one which was addressed to the hon. the
leader of the Government:

"PiPINCE ALBERT, 13th June, 1884.
"SIR,--Your honor muet have heard of the discontent felt by the half-

breeds of the district of Lorne, of the message sent by them to Mr. L.
Riel, and of the inhospitable reception made by them to Honorable B.
Dewdney, Lieutenant-Uovernor cf the North-West. I arrived in the
districtafter all these events had taken place, and could not help regret-
ting them."l

" I have seen the principal half-breeds of the place, those who may be
called the leaders, and I[have become quite convinced of their state of
discontent with everything. They st-e altogether embittered, and this
may lead them to any extremities. I was deeply grieved to find that it
is not they who are the guiltiest. They are excited and urged
on, not ouly by the English half-breeds, but aleo by residents
of Prince Albert-people of consideration, it is said-who are opposed
to the Government and who doubtless hope to profit by the regrettable
steps taken by the poor half-breeds. They muet have been much worked
upon for them to have acted thus, unknown to their priests, who have
been represented to them as sold to the Canadian Government. Surely
it would be easy for your Government to bring to naught this species of
revolt, which may, however, have certain painful resulte, for the half-
breede can do what they like with the Indians These things are already
te be regrettd,and erheua the consequeucencf them be but one gun fired
at the humbleet cf Uer Majety's subjects, you can but ackuewledge
that even that would be too munh.

" I blame the half-freedsuand have not spared them reproaches, but I
must be allowed respectfully to info:m your Honor that the Canadian
Government is not blameless either, and had I the same influence over
its membere as I have over the half-breeds, I would tell them so perhaps
more respectfully, but certainly as frankly. How many petitions and
complainte have not these half-breeds addressed to the Government
without having been vouchsafed a reply. How many times, both by
word and writing have I myself addressed your Rouor, without
obtaining anything but kind words in reply. I beeeech yon not to take
amies what I am so frankly saying. I have only the good of the country
and of our citizens in view. From their dictation I have written down
the grievances of the malcontents and the steps they had taken. I
enclose them to you. I entreat your Honor not to remain indifferent,
and to take such action as will prevent the evil from becoming
aggravated. "I remain, very respectfully, &o., &c."

And this will be an answer to those who want to throw all
the responsibility for the disasters which have occurred
during that rebeilion on the shoulders of Louis Riel. He
says, further:

" They must have been much worked upon for them to have acted

thu, uknewn te heir priest, who have been represeuLed to them asu
sold te the (Janadian Goverument."

Riel was not in the country then, but the Bishop says that
since the agitation ho had been sent for, and asked to take
the lead of that movement. Some of those who approve
of the cond act of the Government, with regard to this
question, say: '"You should not go against the Government
and vote censure on them, since the Grits, when they were
in power, had done worse." Sir, this is not a question as
between the Conservatives and the Grits, but it is a ques-
tion of ascertaining how far the grievances suffered by the
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Metis were suffloient to justify the commutation of the
sentence. Indeed, I am willing to go further, and to say
that since the beginning the Metis have had to suffer from
the Canadian Government; since the beginning they have
been provoked; and if they have shown so much distrust
and lack of confidence in the Canadian Government
we can trace that state of things to the fact that Arch-
bishop Taché was called from Rome t come and
help the Government out of the unfortunate troubles they
had created, on account of their poliey in the North-West,
when ho had left here with a perfect understanding as he
thought with the leader of the Government that a complete
amnesty would be granted to all those connected with the
troubles. But there is this besides. The Minister of Mili-
tia said that Riel was the cause of the second, as ho had been
of the first, insurrection. That is not in harmony with the
facts, because if we consult the public documents of that
time, what do we find? We find that at least one year before
those territories were ceded to Canada such men as Colonel
Dennis, Dr. Schultz and others acting in the name of the
Canadian Government, had been inciting trouble,persecuting
the Metis, organising the Indians against them, when they
had not the least particle of authority to represent the Cana.
dian Government there. Here, Sir, I may quote what the
Governor General himself says as declared at that time as to
the conduct of those representing the Canadian Govern.
ment bofore the cession cf the North-West Ternitenies to this
country. On the 26th of January, 1870, the Governor
General showed his appreciation of the usual proclamation
and actions cf the Canadian delegate by saying:
(Tranlation.)

Ia regret still more seriouely the proclamation issued by Mr. Mc-
Dougall and the commission sent by him to Colonel Dennis.

" The proclamation stated that Her Majesty had transferred the
Rupert Land to Canada, which had not been done. He has assumed the
authoritytenLieutanent Governor whicl did not legally belong te
hlm and tendcd te annihilate the powers belonging te AMr. RcTavish
who is in fact the only legal Governor of the territory.

" A subsequent proclamation authorized Colonel Dennis to arm bis
followers, to attack, arrest, disarm and disperse armed men disturbing
the public peace, and to assail, fire, break into any house wherein
armed men might be found. If Colonel Dennis had acted accordingly
the most disastrous resuits might have followed. Under the present
circumstances the McTavish Government must suppose that his authority
has ceased, no other Government having been substituted to them, and
the discovery that the statement of facts contained in the proclamation
are untrue muet diminish the weight of any subsequent proclamation."
One of the strongest reasons urged by the hon. Minister of
Militia against any mitigation of the sentence rendered by
the Regina tribunal against Riel was that he had been
guilty of raising the Indians. Well, bore we have the proof
that that criminal act had been taught to the Metis by the
Canadian officials themselves-that in 1869-10 Colonel
Dennis had engaged a Metis of the name of Joseph Monk-
man, at the rate of 10 shillings a day, to try and raise the
Indians against the Metis. So, if Riel was so guilty in
doing that, how is it that Colonel Dennis, after being guilty
of such a crime, was called here to be for many years the
most intimate confident of the Prime Minister-that ho was
put at the head of such an important Department as the
Department of the Interior ? How is it that Dr. Schultz,
who was proved to be guilty of the same crime, was indem-
nified for all the losses ho was alleged to have suffered
during the first troubles, and was elevated to the high posi-
tion of a Sanator of the Dominion ? That is the answer I
give to the accusation made against Riel that ho incited the
indians. Sir, the grievances of the Metis during that time
were many. Venerable Archbishop Taché, relying upon
what ho declared to be the positive promises of the Govern-
ment, had gone to his people and had told them that if they
consented to return to their homes they would nover be
called, to account for those troubles-that anything illegal
they might have committed would b condoned. We have
bis testimony, and I do not suppose the hon. member for
Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran) will object to this, as ho
objected to another declaration made by that venerable
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Archbishop. This ho has sworn to. What does this docu-
ment say ? That on the return of Archbishop Taché to
Ottawa from Europe Sir John A. Macdonald and the Hon.
Mr. Howe met him, and in several conversations expressed
the desire that ho would roturu immediatoly to Re:i River;
and, whon ho remarked that some who had been connected
with the troubles might have committed.'something against
the law, they said that nobody would be troubled by reason
of the past. Thon ho said:
(Translation.)

" The question of the recent acts of violence was one of the daily
topics between the Ministers and myself, and fears were expressed that
the country would be laid waste with fire and sword. More than that-
the members of the Privy Council expressed their surprise that such
things had not already taken place, and they attributed that fact to the
great mnoderation shown by the half-breeds. 1 had some conversation
with the Ministers with regard to the policy of Mr. McDougall aud
Colonel Denais, and their conduct was severely criticisod by the Minis.
ters.
And he adds:

Il AU the other conversations which I had were with Sir John A.
Macdonald, who again insisted on the necessity of informing the people
of the good dispositions of the Government towards them."
In a letter addressed to the venerable Archbishop by Sir
John A. Macdonald, the latter said:
(Translation.)

"If the question relative ta the consumption of goods or articles
belonging to the Hudson Bay Company by the insurgents was raised,
you are authorised to inform the leaders that if the Government of the
country is re-established, not only will a general amnesty be granted,
but in case that the country should claim to be reimbursed for such
property the Canadian Government will see that protection will be given
te the insurgents."

Well, Sir, he loft with the impression that a complete am-
nesty would be given. He went to his people and declared
that such was the case. Upon the faith of that declaration,
of which the Canadian Governmont had the whole benefit,
the Metis went back to their homes. They did more than
that ; some of them who had been connected with the
troubles went to meet the troops under the command of
Wolseley so as to assist them to reach Fort Garry with as
little hardship as possible. What was the reward of their
conduct in that instance ? Colonel Wolseley had scarcely
entered Fort Garry whon ho issued a proclamation declar-
ing all those people to be banditti and cowards. The peo.
ple had disbanded on the faith of promises conveyed to
them by Archbishop Taché ; they had laid down their arms
so that they could not answer. But they did not forget ;
and one of the grievances which the Metis had against
Canada was this insult that had been given to them as the
first token of the intentions of the Canadian authorities
towards them. Besides, thoir leaders were prosecuted ; cri-
minal charges wore brought against them, and now amongst
so many sad events let me mention a fact that is very
much to the credit of one of our most brilliant lawyers
in Lower Canada. When we saw that the prosecu-
tions were going against Lépine Neault, &c., we went to the
Secretary of State, who was then a young lawyer, and
asked him to defend those unfortunate people ; and I
must give him the credit ofsaying that without asking us
if we could do anything towards helping him in the
expenses of such a trip, ho went to Winnipeg and defonded
those unfortunate people. Sir, I think when as Secretary
of State he had to turn that leaf of his life and accept the
responsibility of saying, as one of the reasons why the sen-
tence of death was to be carried out against one of the
leaders of the Metis, that ho was to be condemned
because ho was a récidiviste. I think he must have been put
under the weight of an influence which ho must have felt
very hard to submit to. But, Sir, coming to this last
insurrection, we saw it stated that not only had the
Metis grievances but actual provocations to incite them to
take up arms to protect themselves. lere is what a cor-
respondent writing to one of the newspapers said after the
beginning of the rising. He mentioned the fact that they
had sent for Louis Riel:
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'' He was their last hope, and for eight months afterward they fol-
lowed him in a strictly constitutional agitation, in which the best white
settlers of the district took part. That path was unfortunately departed
from under stress of the report-attributed to Lawrence Clarke, who was
naturally regarded by the Metis as a good authority-that five bndred
more poliie were on their way, and that Riel was to be arrested. He
and his followers could not but feel that no hope then remained but in
an appeal to arms, the last refuge of the oppressed ; for what could they
expect if they were to be denied the right of constitutional agitation as
well as the privilege of representation ? They immediately proceeded to
put themselve3 in a position to oppose the expected force. Omelettes
can't be made without breaking eggs, and the half.breeds seized muni-
tions wherever they could be found. In doing so they were met by the
police at Duck Lake, and as one force was bent on securing justice,
ani the other on maintaining law, there was no retreat for either with-
out a conflict."
This is corroborated by the manifesto published by Arch-
bishop Taché himself; and, Sir, when it is said after all
these facts that Louis Riel was the first cause of the second,
as ho had been the first cause of the first insurrection, those
are statements which are not borne out by the facts. I con-
tend, Sir, that all those events ought to have had some weight
with the Ministers when they had to decide as to the pro-
priety of ordering that the sentence of death should be
carried out against Louis Riel. Another reason, Sir, why
public opinion in our Province had asked for the mitigation
of the sentence, is the letter of Gen. Middleton, which has
already been quoted, asking Riel to surrender, and promis-
ing his own protection until ho was put into the hands of
the Government. I have quoted this afternoon the opinion
of a distinguished journalist, who seems to be very far in
the confidence of the Ministers at the present time. I will
quote from one of his articles as to the right we had to take
the same ground with reference to that letter from Gen.
Middleton. le said :

'' the amnesty granted after the revolt of the Sepoys, by whicli all
who had not personally been guilty of the murder of British subjects
were pardoned. Nana Sahib was the leader of that rebellion. He com-
mitted unheard-of outrages; yet the English Government did not send
him to the scaffold"
The Mail of the 14th April, which was not s) wild and
bitter as it bas been since, and foreseeing that that letter of
General Middleton might be sent to the Metis, soemed to
have entertained the same opinion. What did it say ?

'' The news fron the west this morning is not sensational at all. In
our last issue was given the substance of the case as set forth by Riel.
This morning it is further set forth with some degree of vehemence. Of
course it must be obvious that men do not take up arms and fight and
kill and risk being hanged and shot, like Riel and his followers, without
at least a conviction that they have grievances. These grievances will
have to be heard some day, and the sooner the public understauds the
better.

" An unreasoning cry for blood and revenge would be a misfortune.
The expedition is probably costing $10,000 per day, and already in all
probability some $800,000 has been spent or incurred. That is a very
serious matter, and one that will make the average tax paying citizen
by no means anxious to continue the contest, i' any reasonable way out
of the confusion offers itself. Fighting for the mere saketof fighîing, or
for revenge is a poor business, and our people will be test pleased with
a bloodless, if succeseful campaign.

" The idea that Riel will run away as on a former occasion, is one
that il useful to keep the Indians quiet ; but it is not one on which a
military policy cen be framed. If he is forced to fight lie will do so. If
he offers to submit no doubt wisdom will guide the deliberations of
those who will have charge of the negotiations. Geueral Middleton, no
doubt, bas large powers, and is continually in communication with the
authorities at Ottawa."
Well, Sir, is it possible to believe that General Middleton in
sending in that letter, asking Riel to surrender, meant that,
if that man answered by surrendering, ho had no other
alternative but to expect death on the scatfolci? Sir, it is
not understood that way amongst civilised nations, and the
international code to-day acknowledges plainly that, when
snob things as letters have been exchangel between belli-
gerents, between a party in insurrection and the General
commanding the regular army, that is considored as ac-k no w-
ledging to the rebels all-the rights of ordinary belligerents,
and that they are not to bo supposed, if they surrender
under such ciroumstances, to be submitted to the extreme
penalties of the law. There was another ground upon
which publie opinion in our Province expected that the
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Governmont would b induced to grant an amnesty. That,
I admit, came at the very last moment. Fr what con-
sideration the third respite was granted we cannot
yet understand. According to the ministerial journals,
although that respite was granted, it meant nothing
but that the execution was changed from one day to
the other. The Gazette of Montreal deoclared plainly
that, upoa as sound authority as they could gather
from Ottawa, the last respite did not mean in any way
anything favorable to the doomed man, bat that the execu-
tion would surely tako place on the 16th. Well, we thought
then that, giving no sound reason for that unnecessary res-
pite it was adding more cruelty to the already cruel execu-
tion, and now we bave this declaration of ihe Minister of
Justice that, on the 12th November, a final decision was
arrived at, while we have the declaration from the Minister
of Militia, in a letter addressed to him by the Premier, that
everything had been decided before his departure. If we
See that fact, if we read the declaration made by the minis-
terial organs, it is impossible to find out that any acceptable
reasons can be given by the Government for having added
six days of agony to the agonies already suffered by that
man. It seems to me thai the choice of the day, the 12th,
to come to a decision like that, w.as a very bad choice. ln
fact, it is true that a lanquet had bon organising in Win-
nipeg for the 10th, and that two Ministers were to be present.
Now we find that the interpretation given to these two facts
is explained in another way. At the last moment, a medical
commission was appointed, very likely in order to make
good the promises made by the Minister of Public Works to
the Province of Quebec and to political friends, in order
that they might b fulfilled, if not soriously, at least that
they might bave an appearance of fulfilment. We
had beon promised a medical commission composed of
speciilists, a serious medical commission, not a sham
one, not a commission composed of mon who were to
go there like detectives rather than physicians, concealing
not ooly their titles but even their names; but we thought
that, in that case as in all the others, all the nec'ssary pre-
cautions would be taken, and that a serious commission
would be granted. But what did wo see? What kind of a
commission have we had, and what kind of a report did the
Government accept to base their final decision upon ? Now,
Sir, I wiIl not argue very much longer on these facts. I
could bave said somethirig cof the promises of the Minister
of Public Works as to the guarantee that would be given
thet the jurors in Regina would be chosen in the same
manner and with the same rights to the prisoner as obtained
in the other Provinces. That was not don, but yet,
packed as it seemed to have been, the members of tho jury
seem to have had more consideration, more humane feoling
than the Government, and, after having hearl the trial,
after having heard the testimony, they came to the con-
clusion that, although Riel was guilty, they ought to recom-
mend him to the mercy of the court. I want to register
two or three editorials published in newspapers in our
Province, to show what opinion has been entertained about
the conduct of the Government, and by this it will b easy
to form an idea of what was the opinion outside. There is
one editorial dated the 13th November in La Minerve.
It was the same day that the French Conservative members
met in Montreal. I am not in a position to translate it,
but I think it is good that these articles should be quoted
to show the consistency of those who would take a different
ground now. The Minerve says:
(Translation )

" No news from Ottawa, Silent as the tomb. Still a decision must
have been taken, for only two days remain before the execution, jtst
the time required for a messenger who should have left on Wednesday
night, to arrive-in time at Regina, with the warrant stating that 'it is
the pleasure of His Excellency.that the law should follow its conrae.
What a sinister irony is contained in the words of that officiai form ! We
are convinced that the Governor General would willingly return to Her
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Majesty, for a few days, the high prerogative of mercy which she bas
delegated to him. His Excellency celebrated yesterday the Tbanks-
giving holiday proclaimed by him the other day. It was a day of prayer
and propitiation. The strangest of comparisons are made on the subject of
that dismal date, chosen by justice as the piece of news of the execution.
Despatches from Winnipeg bring us another day. Wednesday was the
date of a great banquet given to the Hon. Messrs. White and Caron. What
bad taste, not to say what impropriety, was shown by inviting to a publie
mergy-making on euch a day two politicians who have such strong ties in
our province l Rumors coming from Regina are such as to make us think
that the Government has commissioned medical experts to enquire into the
mental state of the prisoner. If true, this solicitude on the part of the
Government is worthy of praise. To refuse this last demand of the pri-
soner seemed cruel. What will be the result of this enquiry ? We have
great doubt that serious medical men will pretend that Riei is not suffer-
ing from monomania, at least as regards the North-West question.

" Now, if he is a monomaniac, even if only partially so, His Excellency
must think twiee before intimating his ' good pleasure ' that the exe-
cution should take place. If the Government keep in store for us the
painful sight of the execution of a vanquished and broken down man,
let them, at least, save us from the horror of thinking that an unfortunate
man, deprived of his reasoning powers, was sent to the gallows. We
have prayed for mercy and pity on a condemned man, we will cry out
shame on the executioners of an insane man. We may tolerate that
people should remain deaf to our supplications; we would not allow any
one to insult with impunity the elementary prirnciples of humanity."
Well, Sir, after having read that report, that improved
report, of the physicians appointed to investigate the
sanity of the doomed man, to what conclusion must we
corne, if we are to accept the authority of that ministerial
paper against the report ? It says that even though ho were
but partially insane, it would be a crime against humanity to
bring him to the scaffold. The report was sent by telegram,
we are inf>rmed. We have not seen those tolegrams, but
we have a report. Here is what the Mnerve, of the 1th
November, the day cf the excution, says about that:
(7Translation.)

" In all probabilities the sun will set to-night on the coipse of Riel.
From several points of views it is a fatal day. But, although to-day,
all the mourning may be on our side, -we are fully convinced that the
pangs of sorrow will be longer felt, and more painful with those who
make this day their day of triumph. They have put cruelty in the place
of justice ; they wanted revenge, and they have it. From this day the
conditions of politics are changed. For a quarter of a century past,
the Conservative party of Lower Canada has towed after itselfshattered
and dissimilar fragments of hypocritical fsctions, who had managed to
sneak into the Conservative party of Upper Canada. lu the beat of a
contest very little attention is paid to these arrière-bans of combatants
whom one does not always know, and whom one does not mistrust. An
honest, straightforward and generous man, will naturally suppose
honesty, frankness and generosity in others. This is the way things
have been going on for years, in a cordial understanding which we took
fir public spirit, and which on the part of an Upper Canada section was
only plotting and intrigue. It is somewhat like the fitble ot the wild
sow and her young ones. Because we have not carefully chosen our
company, we have admitted in our midst a brood which has organised
itself and which is now expelling us from our homes. This is the long
and short of that cruel drama which is about to wind up by an execu-
tion."
The editor of the inerve was quite right whon ho said
that. Read the Mail, read the other papers. Atter we have
followed the Conservative party so many years, so humbly
and with so much docility, we must acknowledge that the
writer was perfectly correct whon ho expressed such an
opinion of thoso with whom we have been allied so long:
(Translation.)

" For what reason did he (Sir John) after all, give way to a handful
of agitators, who are neither the nucleus nor the majority of hi@ party ?
We shall know it later on ; for we are not giving a piece of news when
we state that accounts will be settled during the next Session And we
will try him like all the rest. If it i, as we believe, the Orange party
wbo bas presided to the impolitic act of to-day, there will be a delinite
settlement of-accounts between that party and ours, unless the settle-
ment of accounts should date from to-day, which we would be far from
regretting. If the Government have been compelled to act by this sullen
set, whose only dream is hatred, they must take the consequences. We
are tolerance itself ; our peaceful character sometimes seems to go as
far as weakness ; but defiance and struggles are fir from frightening us.
We have even chosen as our patron saint, a saint whose head. serWd on
the table of a courtezan, was the priee of a hatefal revenge. We are
able to reuist and we shall resist."

And I hope that resolution will be carried out:
" And such is the gravity of the situation that the proceedings of a

party which, as a rule are kept secret, must to-day take place in broad
day-light, in the columus of the newspaper as in the street conversations.
We will have to hold council openly, in presence of everybody like
brave men, who need not fear the consequences of their determination."

Well, Sir, I must say to the credit of that paper, that it exactly
expressed the feelings of the whole population of Quebec
at that time, and [can say, moreovor, that they are still the
feelings of the Province of Quebec. As another authority
I can give a writer whom I have had the pleasure of quoting
already, a writer in the Canadien of Queboc. Ilore is what
that paper says:
(Translation.)

"I 1 the man who employs a fool as his secret try souniler la mind than
the secretary hinself ?

" Why, we are ready to admit once more that Riel was responsible for
his actions when he came from Montana to join the half-breed people, wvho
acted in harmony with the British settiers of the neighborng districts.

" Our opponents, those who exacted and obtained his death from the
Dominiou Government, dare not take the ground of the last rebellion to
justify their conduct.

" They go back to the events of 1869 and sy that Riel, tw:ce guilty
of rebellion, bad no right to mercy."

The Minister of Militia wants to justify the exocution of
Riel, not on account of the verdict rondered by the jury at
Regina, but on account of the troubles in 1869, those
troubles which ho himsoli, in public meetings, and in this
louse, had dofended in the years 1874 75.-
(Translation.)

'' The Mail soon forgets the history, or else it thinks that the people
of this country is groping about in blind ignorance. Was the part taken
by Riel in the events of 1889-70, as criminal as the Mail represents it
to-day? If so, why did the Government of that day, which was presided
over by Sir John A. Macdonald, treat with him? Why did they promise
a general âmnesty through Mgr. Taché'? Even more ! Way did Sir
John, a membeN.*f the Privy Council of Her Majesty, give him money to
enable him to escape from the hatred and fanaticiein let loose by blood-
thirsty Orangeism ?

" Whatever the faults of Riel may be, he represented on Monday, on
the scaffald, a principle of civilisation and humanity which had been
ignred ; political offences are not punished by death, in our times, and
aiel was a political offender, a political convict. l taking his life, the
Government bave disobeyed the verdict of the jury, which, by recom-
mending him to mercy, could not recommend anything elie but a
commutation."

"l They have, without any necelssity for the maintenance of order, shed
the blood of a man whose unbalanced mind has perbaps not fur years
formed a correct idea of the impirtant events with which be has been
connected.

"And the government understood all that, since they trieid to save Riel,
since they granted him respites and delays in the hope of appeasing the
ferocity of the Orange beast. And the Government, with a knowleige
of ali that, did not have the courage to re3ist the demands of the Orange
lodges which were clamoring for blood.

" History will tell what should bave been the desire of the Government,
and also what the sound opinion of the country desired."

There is another quotation I desire to mako from the

reports of thoso meetings, which the Minister of tho Interior
yesterday qualified as being a disgrace to our Province. Iere
is what Le Canadien says of a meeting held at Bienville:
(Translation.)

" The meeting beld last night at Bienville terminated by three cheers
in honor of ler Majesty Queen Victoria. This means that there bas b-en
calm dignity and public spirit. We place the great movement which
agitates the Province in all its remoteet parts, under the ogis of the
British constitution which affords sure n.eaus of obtaining redresi for
ail grievances, of securing the triumph of all just causes. The other
provinces will not be long in joining us; they are as interested as we
are to see the Government of this country carried on accordiig to prin-
ciples recognised in civilised countries. At this moment Canada is
under the ban of Europe and America. The leading organs of public
sentiment in the United States and in France tax the Excutive of the
Dominion of Canada with cruelty and barbirity. Let us show by our
protestations that we are not, that we do not wish to be, responsible tor
the terrible crime which draws such universal reprobation on the beads
of the cuilprits. The Government of which they form part bas lost ail
the confilence of Lower Canada ; they do enot represent our opiions lu
the Council Chamber, and they know it. We will sav more: thAy do
not even represent their own sentiments, for it is impo sible they siould
have wish-d to bang Riel. This is our candid opinion. We speak
frankly also when we say that they are completely isolatei in their
Province. The union is formed against the fatal policy for which they
a&e responsible from a constitutional point of view. They did not deem
proper to resignu; the future and history will judge them."

Such was the opinion of an important paper published in
the district of Quebec, which was a true echo of the feelings
of the people of that district ; and I have quoted fron
La Minerve, another Conservative paper, which we know
has great influence in our own district. As to myself, I
worked earnestly for the commutation of Riel's sentence.
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In this I acted all along in concert with my own political publieue, although I had a witness with me, I wlll net say
friends. I kept as much as possible in communication with what kind of a conversation took place between us, but 1
the Government through the Minister of Public Works. can say this, that I came baek with the firm impression that
When I was called to meet the electors of my county at sucl measures would bc adopted as would meet our
Côte St. Louis, I had seen that Minister, and I must say demands, that the promises that had been made, net only
this: That from what he declared to me thon I thought I in conversation, but through lis organs, by the Minister of
could tell my electors that if they were to maintain a con- Publie Works, would be fulfilled. These promises were
stitutional agitation so as to obtain the respite that it was even made at public meetings as we see by L'Bvènement on
necessary to give the prisoner's lawyers an opportunity to the l8th of August. There was an address presented to Sir
go to all the legal tribunals, and, moreover, if we asked a Hector Langevin at Rimouski, snd the following telegram
medical commission, composed of specialists, to enquire was sent and bas nover been denied
into the sanity of the prisoner, that policy would likely (Tranalation.)
succeed. We know very well what such words from the IlRimousKI, l9th.-Yesterday, the citizens of Rimouski presented
mouth of a Minister must mean. Upon the faith and re- an dd,,,, to Sir Hector Langevin, who an8wered in terms which werecemeudtio ofmy hef I cntte Iocelaa, s te vr fiattering to the representatives of the county. Àlluding ýto thecommendation of my chief, I went to Hochelaa, as theous Riel, he expressed the idea that the Govement would
hon. member for Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard) went to take into serions consideratien the demand te form a jury ofmedical
his electors at Lachine, on the same day, and there we took men whose duty it wiIl be to ascertain.the mental state of Riel. Sir
the ground I have indicated. And as it has been stated Hector added that that would be dene in preper time."
that the agitation was disloyal, that it was brought about soThat, added Sir Eector, would bc mode in the proper time.
as to raise a feeling among French Canadians that I ask if it was fulfilliug sucl a promise te wait te the Iast
they should b treated otherwise than as the other racesI day of the life o? Riel and te send, net specialists as was
beg leave to quote a portion of the remarks I made on thatprs.uo.e poeDb eo
day. At that meeting, presided over by one of the mayors sicians who had ne more exn insanity than any
of the county, and which was attended by at least ordinary physician that might have been sent, and sending
six hundred people, I was the first speaker. Here is a quo- them te make the report which we have received, aud
tation from the report as published in the paper of the which after ail turned againît the expoctation of those
following day: who wanted te bo justifled by it te the condemuation of

"RHe (Mr. Desjardins) advised his hearers not to indure in vain recrimi-at enovernt. Ims tb i ou take therpt
nations and violent words, but to do their best tomaintain order and har-
mony, which was so essential in a mixed cbmmunity like this. There was who was sent to the scaffold was net a man with a
in this Dominion, he said, one million five hundred thousand French Cana- sane or a well-balanced mmd. Well, Sir, 1 have
dians determined to preserve intact their laws, institutions, rights and given ail the reasons-and I thiuk they are fair
privileges. But, on the other han d, there were over two millions five hun- reasos-wby we have agitated in the Province ef Quebec,
dred thousand persons of English origin. Those were not strong enough
to drive the french 0anadians out. There are only a few fever-brained wby we have se streugly demandcd a commutation of the
that entertain such an idea." sentence. Now, Sir, since we were clamering fer clemency,
I did not know then that it might apply to a paper whichI it is impossible te accuse us of having been moved by fcel-
had been accustomed to accept as a great authority, the ings of batred or revengo. In fact if we had been moved

ail.- by suc feelings what would we say? What accusations
"lBut avone will admit that they are numerous enough, and strong would we ben tited te bring againat the Gover ment since,

enough, aud determined enough, te maintain their hcld on the country despite the decaration made last year by the hon. the leader
and defend theirjust rights. Thus, we are twe populations called upon o the Governmeut himself, that behid the Metis there
te live aide by aide, under the same institutions and protectsd by thesame were mon mucb more guilty than they were tbemselves-fdag. Ought we then, he centinued, make war upon them; sheuldmhwe
net rather do ail in our power te maintain harmony between the twe that thowites of Prince Albert wore the true organisers of
races, only rivaling them ïn our werk, our industry and our zeal for the the insurrection? 0f that declaration we have seen nethinggood and prspenity of ail. There are times when the national feeling except the paragrap l in the letter we have just recived
runs high, but it is at these very times that it ismestneceesaryvtoappeal
te the higher sentiments, the mest purely patnietic, se that we may net centaining the instructions given by the Minister o? Justiceplace in penil the intereste which haye ceat us se rnuch te secure. The te the lawyers representing the GovermerntRegina.
present ia a time of excitement, but, se far, we have kept ourselves Have we seen anything toe how that the Goernment waswithin the limitef reasn. When the insurrection broke ut, at the ina tio i adthe w efirat cali, our brothers, eur sns, our sldiers, turned ut with nother n e ddeaire than te accem a l duty at ail coste, namely, te reduce been accused on the fsoerdo? Parliamete hofaviug been theto subjectien their brothers 'whohad been led astry by naalicious fir est cause of the insurrection. It is likely, Sir, that netcounvses."ronly are those men quiet luateir homes, but that they have
You cheered those braves ontheir departure sud wahoed already recoived at the bauds of the Government sus
them success, ad welcomed ttem on their retura, for they of money toe componsate them for any loss they may
had accomplished their mission sud brought back with them have incurred. Well, Sir, we bave been asking for
more than their share of prestige sud glory. Hie referred mercy, and we do net want toe e those men troubled.
te the meeting in the Champ de Mars sud said that some Of What we want is eoblivi, wud forgiveness fr a l theose con-
the speakers gave eut that the tribunal was a machine made nected with te troublesin s he North West, ad wo ewant
expressly for the purpose of persecuting the Metis. I Sayitd fthing else. Wo do iet dosire tn t the victims of the
was netthe fact. Thon I asked that the resolution baseci on insurreet4in, if they happen te be English, shall ho wersethe two grounda I bave given already should ho acceptpd by treated than were the Me by that came insurrectionjust
the meetings and thon it was adopted uuanimously. The becauso thçy are Metis or efFrencheongin. We want
same arguments that I used in my own couoty were equal treatment tehal;t md aehi k that the Govrnment
repeRted in Lachine in Jacques Carlior. I n t ono instance should bave been able te fogeh that measurecwhie we
was there any disiyal cry, auy appeal against the consti- were expecting would have come epm tam, instoad of
tution or the iaw at any of those meetings. We scted di ibutng moedal e t perptuato the memory of a fight
within the constitution sud on the rigîts which we pro- wbich will nover be to the credit of the country, though se
served te agitate, sud petition, sud protest against auything brave and se well behaved bas been the comduct onour
we thougit te ho unjust on the part of the Goverwment. volunteers, upon whom des not lie the responsibility for
Sir, I have said more. 1 had pledged mysoîf that if these those troubles-I think ic would have been botter, ihstead
resolutions were passed I would go myisîf and preson tf tryin g te shield the responsibilityho? watver neglet
thom te the hon, leader of the Gevernment, and I did se.sof duty or whatever injustice they may have been respensi-
As I did not thon mention that the interview was te be ai I sfr beied the scaffold eof Regina, that they should have
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shown an amount of clemency which would. have prepared
public opinion to judge more leniently of the conduct of the
Canadian Government towards that unfortunate popula-
tion. Sir, we Conservatives who have sustained the
Government are obliged, and we know we are obliged, to
share in the responsi bility for the troubles that have occurred
in those territories by reason of the loyal, undisputed sup-
port that we have given them; and we wanted them, by
showing at least moderati9n in their victory, and a spirit of
toleration and forgiveness ¶hat they would put usin a position
to tell ourpeople: "Well, there have been faults in the past,
but we must hope, now, that such terrible lessons have been
given, that they will be averted for the future." We are in
this position, that we must vote to censure the Government
on that question; but those who pretend to say that we
thall for that reason betray our principles and the measures
for which we have fought for so many years are much mis-
taken. It bas been charged against us that out of hatred
and bad feelings, and for the sake of overthrowing the
Government, we intend to turn our backs on ail the prin-
ciples and measures we have sustained in the past. Well,
if any have entertained this hope, they have been rnis-
taken. We attach too much importance to our principles
over the men in power to sacrifice them for the mere pleasure
of having revenge against them. What we bave defended in
the past we shàll defend in the future. We have approved of
the construction of the Pacifie iRailway, and we shall con-
tinue to approve of it; and I think- it would have been
common good grace on the part of the Government who
have been so faithfully sustained, if on the completion of a
work which reflects such credit on the country, instead of
forcing the tirst train of the Pacifie Railway thut loft
Montreal for the Pacific Ocean, to pass under the sinister
bhadow of a political scaffold, they had chosen that event
to show to the different sections of the Dominion of
Canada that the Pacific Railway, instead of being a means
for conveying troops more easily to the new territories w as
raiher a link of harmony and peace and good will between
the different portions of the population of this country.
Sir, we have been called foreigners in this country. I do
not know whether I ought to answer that. I think it is
perhaps better to leave Lt to the fairness and the good sense
of our friends who speak another language, to decide
whether we, the sons of those who scttled first on the
shores of the St. Lawrence, who were the first to civilise
that country, and the first to penetrate into every part of
the territory of Canada, to discover it, and to enlighten it
with Christian civilisation-whether we are to be told now
that we are foreigners to this country, that we are only
tolerated bere, that our language is a nuisance and an
impediment to the progress and harmony of the people of
Canada. Sir, if we hope to build up a strong nation
in this great country, it is not to be donc by such
denunciations. It is not to be done by telling a million ard
a quarter of people that they are foreigners, when wa
invite all foreigners to come here and participate in our
freedom and in ail the benefits of our institutions. For iny
own part, whatever accusations or provocations may be
raised, i1 shall rake it a duty to myself and those whom I
love, to try always to work for peace and harmony amongst
ail the different groups of our population ; I shail strive to
sec tihat those principles ofjustice which are the only con-
ditions of peace and happiness in Canada shall always be
respected; and if here we are obliged to perform so pain-
fui a duty as that which wo are called upon to perform
to-day, it is because we place those principles above friend-
ship, above old tics, above every other consideration, and
act upon those grounds of equity and fairness which we
are entitled to expect, and which we are bound to concede
to everybody else.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent, N. B.) Mr. Speaker, I would
hardly presume to address myself to thiE subject now, if it

were not that I think it is necessary that a voice ehould be
heard from every Province of the Dominion on this import
ant question. I feel at the outset that this question has
been quite thoroughly discussed, that almost ail the strong
points either on one side or the other have been dwelt upon
and brought out according to the views the d fferent
speakers have taken of the évents that have takea place
during the last year or so. Feeling thus, I cannot expect
to add anything particularly new to this discussion. Yet,
Sir, as the subject has proved to be of such interest to th a
House and to the country, I hope the IIouse will not think
me too tedious if I attempt to make some observations,
even at the risk of having to repeat something that may
have been much better said by speakers who have preceded
me. It is with pleasure that I follow the hon. gentleman
who bas just preceded me. When the news came to New
Brunswick that, because of the hanging of the unfortunato
Metis chief, a great excitement had arisen in the Province
of Quebec, it came to us, as I thought at the time, in a very
exaggerated form. Yet, having read for myself iii
the newspapeis the editorials, the correspondence, and
the reports of the speeches delivered at the different
meetings in the Province of Quebec, I am not now prepared
to say that the reports, which rcached New Brunswick,
were in a very exaggerated form; but such as they were,
they had a tendency to excite the people in our Province
who were not, perhaps, thoroughly cognisant of the facts
connected with the North-West rebellion and the hanging
of the unfortunate rebel chief. I folt it my duty on one
occasion, when called on to speak in the city of St. John-
although I had not thought of mentioning the subject until
those who preceded me referred to it-to say something of
what I thought of the agitation going on in the Province of
Quebec, and the reason I say I am glad to have the oppor-
tunity of following my hon. friend who spoke last is his.
That on reading afterwards in the public press, reports of
what had taken place in the Province, I saw in one of the
papers that my hon. friend had unmasked me before a large
meeting in the manner in which I deserved to be unmasked.
I hàd known my hon. friend for several sessions; I knew
bis generous character; I knew bis universal courtesy;
and I knew that spirit of toleration which characterised
ail bis actions and speeches in this IIouse.
Although I did not know what it was that he had said
which had so completely unmasked me, yet Lt made me
think for a moment that, as he had used this expression,
the hon. gentleman must have thougbt there was great
occasion for its use, and that it was necessary I should be
unmasked before the people of bis Province. 1 felt anxious,
therefore, to sec whether ho woulci undertake to unmask
me here. But I am glad to say habeas not. I do not even
know what he said on the occasion I refer te, and there.
fore I was anxious to hear from ibe hon. gentleman in this:
House what it was I had said in the city of St. John which
was so offensive to the bhon. gentleman and the people of
Quebec. lis not having alluded to this in any way rehieves
me, since it affords evidence that no weight need be
attached to this reported expression cf theb on. gentle-
man. In what I said I did not intend to be offensive to any
section of ibis Dominion, ard I cantot conceive how it
could have been so construed. I s1 poke then my convic-
tions, and I now affirm, before this louse and the country,
that these convictions have not been in the least weakened
since, but, on the contrary, have grown stronger from the
events which have since taken place. I am not responsible
for what I may ltave been reportcd to have said in the
newspapers, but I am confident that I did not say a single
word that could be considered offensive to my French
Canadian friends in this House. What i did say was that
the reports which had reached the city of St. John as to
the agitation in Quebec were either exaggerated, or, if not,
I felt that the occasion did not justify such an agitation. I
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said that my honorable friends, whose names I had seen as
taking part in the agitation, would themselves be sorry for
their action before many months had passed over their
heads; and to-day I am more and more confirmed in the
opinion I thon expressed, for I believe these honorable
gentlemen are now sorry for having lost their heads at the
time.

Mr. DFSJARDINS. Hlear, hear.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). The hon. gentleman says, " heai
hear " as a sort of denial. It may be that ho now says ho
is not sorry, but I muast say that if we can judge by the
speeches delivered by hon. gentlemen from Quebec and by
the reports of what they said at the outbreak of the agita-
tion, they must feel sorry for the part they took, because
not one of them has taken bore the same line of argument
ho took then. If they are not sorry, how is it that we do
not hear the same appeal to what I may call-it may not
be the correct word, but it is the one that comes most
handy-prejudices or passions, which they made in the
Province of Quebec. I do not say that these hon. gentle.
men were not then sincere, but I say that they were led
into the agitation without sufficient reflection; and I believe
they now regret it, as they do not now take the same
line of argument that they did thon. It would be
useless for me to refer to reports of newspapers,
because they have been copiously referred to here already,
but we know that the agitation, whether general or
not in Quebee, was great, and when the news of
it came to the Province of New Brunswick, I, feeling myself
closely allied to the people of Quebec by sympathy, by the
ties of blood and religion, deemed it my duty to take a
position which I could justify before the country and the
House. I felt it behoved me, as a representative of a popu-
lation in the Maritime Provinces, speaking the same
language as the population agitating in the Province of
Quebec, to see whether it was right, advantageous to us, to
join in the agitation, and I could not but corne to the con-
clusion that it was my duty to try and prevont the agitation
reaching New Brunswick, or at least those whom I have
the bonor more immediately to represent. On thinking
ihe situation over, although I felt sympatby with the
French Canadians of Quebec, so far as our mutual aspirations
are concerned, I believed that instead of helping along this
excitement, I should try to diminish it, that I should try to
persuade the people, as far as I could, whon I represent,
that by no agitation, by no action on their part, should
they uphold what I considered to be a violation of the laws
and constituted authority of our country. The lesson 1 con-
sidered should be taught was moderation and submission to
the laws, and not the mischievous theory thatthe properway
to redress grievances and wrongs was to rise in rebellion, as
the unfortunate people in the North. West, though small in
numbers and ignorant in education, had, instigated by the
unfortunate Riel. Our people in the Maritime Provinces
had been in the past somewhat similarly situated; they
had suffered from grievances and wrongs, and even to-day,
although there may not be anything very tangible in the
way of grievances or wrongs to point to, yet we labor under
grievances arising from the fact that we are in a minority
and are not epresented according to number in those
places that give a power and influence, and have not a fair
thare of publie patronage. Would it, therefore, have been
proper for me to teach those people, by actions and words,
by calling public meetings, that whereveethey felt they had
a grievance and the authorities would not give sufficient
attention to their complaints, the proper way to obtain
redress was to rise up in arme? No; I thought the besi
lesson to teach them was to agitate, in a proper constitutional
manner, and not in a manner which might end in a resort
to fireax me. Feeling as I did, I thought it was my duty to
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take the lineeof conduct I did, and I do not now regret
it, for the people have been since able to look on
this matter with more calmness and ja-tice than
when the agitation was first started. My hon. friend
who just preceded me (Mir. Desjardins), endeavored to
use arguments for the purpose of creating political
effect, not only in the Province of Quebec, but in the whole
Dominion; and I will take the liberty of seeing whether
his arguments can bear the construction ho has put upon
them, whether ho can fairly deduòe from them those deduc-
tions which ho wishes the electorate to make. In the first
place, ho told us it was much more easy for the Minister of
Public Works to defend his action here in Parliament than
in bis own constituency. Well, is not this the proper-place
for the Government to defend its actions ? If it has been
rendered difficult for the hon. Minister to go to bis consti-
tuency and there defend his actions, what is the reason ?
Simply because of the agitation of which I disapproved,
because, in my mind, the people whom we have been told
here are so docile, who are always obedient to the laws of
of their country, had that very docility taken advantage of
by representations being made to them that a great wrong
had been done to their nationality. They therefore became
somewhat excited, and it was very difficult for a time
for gentlemen who took opposite views, and wished
to justify the action of the Government, to appear
before any audience in the Province of Quebec. But
I do not think trhat state of affairs exists to day.
I believe that, to-day, almost before any audience in the
Province of Quebec, the other side of the question will be
h'eard, and that, that side being heard dispassionately and
calmly, the decision of that Province would be the same
decision that would be given in the other Provinces. My
hon. friend bas protested against the calumny, as ho called
it, that was sent broadcast against the French people of the
Dominion of Canada by the Mail newspaper. If there be
anything in what be has ïaid in which I heartily join with
him, it is in condemning the articles which were published
in the Mail newspaper for a time during last fall; but, at
the same time, I am prepared to condemn in the same
breath the articles which appeared in the French press in
the Province of Quebec. If, on the one hand, the Mail
newspaper was violent, so, on the other, was the French
press in the Province of Quebee, and it was that pr.es
which commenced the agitation in that violent manner ;
but, because I think the French press should be condemned
for conducling -that agitation in the violent way in which
they did, I say at the same time that that was no reason
why the press on the other side, and in the Province of
Ontario, should have taken up the question in the samne
manner and should have become even more violent than
the French press in the Province of Quebec. If we want
to teach the people of this country respect for one
another, respect for one another's nationality and
creed, it is not to be done by the press of either the Province
of Quebec or the Province of Ontario taking up a position
in that violent manner. We are told that there was no
attempt made at any time to build up a party that was to
be called the national party, that the only attempt was-
as I understood my bon. friend from Quebec East (Mir.
Laurier)-not an attempt to build up a new party ut alil,
but simply to fight on the line of the old parties as they
existed. I understood him to say that the orly attempt
made was to fight on the same lines as before, but simnply
to add the new element of the hanging of Louis Riel. If
that be so, I do not read aright the articles which appeared
in the press in the Province of Quebe. I will not make
any long quoLations, because 1 know they are tedious to
this Hiouse, but I will read one quotation from a paper
called L'E!ecteur of the 17th November, the day following
that on which the unfortunate man was hanged. On that
day we find this article:
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(Translation )

"Retaliation! yea, retaliation ! Let this be fâr this day, for to-
norrow, and forever the watchword engraved in bloody lettes withia
the hearts of ail Frenceh Canacians."

Now, what does that mean ? Is that not as reprehensible
as anything car well be ? flore is a population in the
minority, jealous of their rights, and rightly so, a popula-
tion who have been taught, unfairly perhaps, to look upon
the majority with some suspicion, because of the fear that
some time or other their rights might be infringed upon
because they were the minority, and, being so alive to their
rights and jealous of thoir privilegos, they are told on the
day after the execution, the idea is sown broadcast among
them that the word for the situation is revenge-" yes,
revenge; this should be the word for to-day, for to-mor-
row, and forever; the word engraven with letters of blood
in the heart of all French Canadians. "Now, do you pro-
tend to tell me that this is not reprehensible ? I have not
followed that journal sufficiently to know on what side of
politics it is, I do not know to day. I speak simply of the
fact in order to condemn it, the fact that after the hanging
of a man such as Louis Riel on the 16th, the very next
day should see sent broadcast over the Province of Queboc
and wherever that newspaper might reach, the statement
that row it was-for whom? fnot for the whole people of
the Dominion, but for the French Canadians-to
engrave the word revenge on their heart in lot-
ters of blood. is it any wonder that the situation
became difficult for the Ministers of the Crown? Is it any
wonder that one hon. gentleman can find it a justification to
say that those Ministers did not dare to go into their coun-
ties to justify their course, because such a cry had been sent
broadcast over the Province, that the watchword was revenge
and that the people were to engrave that word in letters of
blood on their hearts for to-day, to-morrow, and forever
hereafter. I find no fault with the French Canadians for
possessing the generous and noble traits of character that
always lean towards feelings of sympathy and of mercy
or regret for anyone in a critical situation such as that of
Louis Riel. But I regret these laudable feelings were taken
advantage of and sent in a wrong direction by throwing
broadcast over this country such inflammatory statements.
I desire to do this paper justice, and it is true that it added:

"Not a revenre of communards or radicals, but a revenge of people
proud and jealous of their rights and privileges."
This paper was sending this out to the peoplo whom
I bave described here, a people proul cf their rights
and jealous of their privileges and they were told that
their privileges had been violated and their rights
trampled upon ; they were to'd that the watch word was
revenge. I ask this House and I asi the country:
Revenge upon whomu? Can we interpret that in any other
way than revonge upon those who constitute that portion
of the people who are not French Canadians ? Can it be
interpreted in any other way ? I think not, and I know
that is the interpretation I put upon it when I read it; and
I say that such language is reprehensible in the highest
degree; but not less reprehensible was the language of the
Mail newspaper which has been cited hore, when it said
that, if it should be necessary, arms would be taken up
again by the English-speaking people of this Dominion, and
the people of the Province of Quebec might have to be
reconquered, and the rights of treaty, which they had at
one time, might not be conceded to them again. That
language is quite as reprehensible as the language used in
L'Electeur and other papers in the Province of Quebec. I
condemn both. If anything conduces to raise ill-feeling,
to cause jealousy, to make people suspicious of one ac other,
it is these newspaper articles that we find coming out so
frequently, at one time one part of the population pitching
into the other part of the population, at one time the
English pitching into the French; and at another the French

pitching into the English; at one time the Protestants pitch.
ing into the Roman Catholics, and at another time the
Roman Catholics pitching into the Protestants. I say there is
nothing more injurious in a country like this, and it is the
duty of every patriot to put it down. For that reason I
condemn the press on both sides for using such language as
this which bas been referred to. It is not only this news-
paper, and I simply quote this in answer to my bon. friend
from Quebec East (Mr. Laurier), who spoke so well and so
eloquently the other night. Though, as I have said, ho
did not convince me by his arguments, he charmied me by
the eloquence of his speech and the purity of his diction. I
quote this to show that the position which ho takes hore is
not the same position that ho took before his friends in the
Province of Quebec. The position taken here is a legiti.
mate position. It is one with which I cannot find any
fault. The speech delivered by my hon. friend from
Rouville (Mr. Gigault), and by my hon. friend who pro.
posed this motion (Mr. Landry, Montmagny) and by every-
one from the Province of Quebec who bas spoken on that
side of the House, ii a position with which I tind no fault, a
position which, as they have explained it, they have a por.
fect right to tfek, and a position which is not caleulated t,
do any harm, bocause they have argued it fairly and
honestly, according to the convictions of their heart,
and because Louis i<iel was a co-citizen with us they had a
perfect right to say ho was innocent if they b3lieved it,
They had a right to say that clemency should have bon
exercised towards him; they had a perfect right to say
that for political offences ho should not have bien hangedi,
if they bolieved that also. They bal a right to say, if they
believed it, that notwithstanding every thing he did in the
North-West, it was right for the Executive to exercise
clemency towards him. I find no fault with that. I arn
finding fault with their conclusions, but not with itheir
arguments, not with the arguments they used, because toey
were legitimate and proper, But I say they are not the
same as those they used in Quebec at the time this agitation
was begun, and they are not the same as they used in their
journals in Toronto against the people of Quebee, which
arguments wore quite as wrong and quite as anfair as those
which wero u-e l m Q -icee. Now, Sir, in order to prove
that the position taken by my hon. friend is not the same
position that was taken in Quebec, I will road a littlo
further from the Presse newspaper of the 16th November,
1885, which I will translate into English:

"From this day we can consider ail the old political division of
party as having ceased to exist in Lower Canada When nationality
is outraged and menaced, there can no longer be Liberals or Con-
servatives, there can be but the party of p atriots. Henceforth, there
can be but two parties, the national party and the hanging party."
Well, now, Sir, I ask you again, what is a fair interpre.
tation to be put upon that ? It does not speak of the
Dominion at large at all, but it speaks only of tho Province
of Quebec. Can we draw any cther conclusion from that
but the conclusion that the writer called for the formation
of a French party ? I can draw no other conclusion my.
self. The appeat is not made to all the people of the
Dominion, to those who could have seon the situation in
the same light that we did, who may have condemned the
hanging of Riel for the reasons 1. have mentioned, appeal-
ing to all the people of the Dominion, among whom there
could, benceforth, be but two parties on that question, all
other political distinctions to be obliterated and dividing
into two parties upon this question, and inviting every-
body to take one side or the othor. Thon I could hava
understood an appeal tb everybody. But instead of that,
the appeailis simply made to the French people in Quebec.
I cannot understand that it means anything else than the
meaning which the Electeur las given to it. Thon we go
on further, and we find in the same paper, the Presse of
the 16th November, a report of some speeches that were
delivered on that day at a meeting held in the city of
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Montreal by some students, I think. There was a proces-
sidi of the students, followed by a large meeting where

peeches were delivered; and what were the speeches in
he presence of this population already excited by the
eports it had received the day before, headed by the word
Revenge? " These people met in this way, and what do

we find that they were told on that occasion ? They were
told this:

" This execution is a stain on the English fiag, and an insult to our
nationality. If Riel has been executedit is essentially because he was
a Catholic, and because he had French blool in his veins."

Now, Sir, where can you find anything more inflammatory
than a speech of that kind, delivered on an occasion of that
kind, and delivered, as we are told by the same paper, by a
man who was standing upon a cannon and holding the
national flag in his band, exciting them all the more? And
this in a large city like Montreal, where we all know how easy
i t is to raise a dangerous excitement amongst the people. The
orator spoke holding a flag in his band, and thus making
the occasion as tragical as possible, standing on a cannon,
and proclaiming to the people that Riel was hanged because
he was a Roman Catholic and because he hadieFrench blood
ina his veins. Now, Sir, I say that is extremely ropre-
hensible. Going on, we find that the young man who spoke
is reported to have said :

"l Riel will be.placed aide by aide with the political martyrs of 1837-38,
and has name will remain engraved in our hearts, and¶ when the hour of
vengeance shah atrie we wil bite thoa who have bitten us." o

Using the word "vengeance " on this occasion-is not that
very reprehensible again ? Was I not right in New Bruns.
wick, when those reports reached us, in refusing to join the
movement ? And I may say, that these reports reached us
more quickly than other reports usually do, whether there
was an object in it, I do not know. My constituents received
some of these papers that contained some of the inflammatory
addresses, that contained these inflammatory headings.
They received these papers in which I myself was attacked,
because I had ventured to say a word on the other side.
But why did these papers come so numerously to my con-
stituents as they did on that occasion ? It was for the pur-
pose of spreading the excitemen i that had started so unjustly,
in. my opinion, from the Province of Quebec into New
Brunswick. I say again, Sir, what other meaning could my
constituents, what other meaning could the people of New
Brunswick, put upon these reports but that the French
Canadian people for whom we have very strong sympathy
indeed, a people whom we love, a people to whom wei
look for sympathy and support in every question in
which we may be concerned, and a people whom we have:
to thank for their sympathy and support in the past when
we were in distressing circumstances, politically speaking-
I say, what other conclusion could we come to than the one
which I have indicated ? 'Sir, these inflammatory appeals
have been sown broadcast among my constituents, and are
they not right in saying: Why, the French people of'
Lower Canada are up in arns against all the rest of the
Dominion ? The leaders of the agitation were endeavoring
to excite the people down in New Brunswick, and was it
right for me to join in an agitation of that kind ? I say,
no, Sir, and I thought it my-duty to say to those men who
had written to me, that I believed my duty lay in another
direction, and, moreover, I was not convinced that it was
wrong to hang Riel, and not being convinced even of that,it was so much the more wrong in me to join in an agita.
tion of that kind. We go a little further, and we find on
the 17th of November, something else of the same kind. I
find the following despatch from the city of Quebec -

"The Electeur has appearei in mourning, and its articles are veryviolent. All its columns are devoted to Riel, and it invites FrenchCanadians not to forget the martyr wh) was assasinated for the Frenchcause."
Mr. LANDRY (Kent).

Is not that the same thing again ? Is there not another
strong and reprehensible appeal to those same people
again ? "Lot not the French Canadians forget the martyr
who has been assassinated for the French cause !" I would
like to ask you, Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask other
people of this country, whether that is a proper sentiment
to be given utterance to: "Do not forget the martyr Louis
Riel ? " Louis Riel a martyr! Who can look at his ante-
cedents and call him a martyr ? Who can look at what ho
had done in the North-West, and call him a martyr ? You
may do that if you will, but by all that is good, do not say
that he died in the French cause. Louis Riel dying for the
French cause; Louis Riel dying for the Catholie cause if
you will ! Why, Sir, what French cause did he represent ?
I should liko to know. Was he doing so at the time when
ho would.not hoed the advice of the priests or of the mis.
sionaries in the North-West, who were trying to effect the
greatest good possible among the half-breeds whom Riel
pretended to guide and to lead on to what.be told thom was
for their benefit and material advantage? Was it because
ho despised their counsels and turned against them, and
oven disavowed the religion in which ho had been brought
up ? Was it for this that ho is said to have died for repre-
senting the French cause ? If ever a. mistaken appellation
was given to a man, it is to say that he is a martyr and that
he died representing the French cause. I should ba very
loath to admit that ho represonted anything of what I
have conceived to be the French cause and French
characteristic3 in Canada, the French Canadians as
well as the French Acadians. I should be very
loath to say that he represented any such cause.
Represented it ! How? Did ho represent it when he was
forcing those people to take up arms against the Gavern-
ment? Was ho representing it whon, as they themselves
have sworn, and as I believe they assert now, generally, if
not every one of those who joined with him in that rebell-
ion, that they did so because they were afraid of their lives
and because ho forced them to do so ? The only cause, so
far as ho interproted it, which ho was representing was his
own cause. H1e was not even representing the cause of the
Metis. How many joined him in the rebellion ? They
were not so very numerous. We have not, perhaps, the
authentic figures, but I think the calculation is that there
were hetween 250 and 300 French half-breeds in that rebell-
ion. How many did they reprosent? We are told by the
lato consus that there are somothing between 4,700 and
4,800 half-breeds in the North-West, and at a fair cal-
culation there would be botwoon 1,000 and 1,200 capable
of bearing arms. H[o,% many do we find followed
Riel ? S>mething like 250 or 300 as I have said
followed him. Out of all those whose testimony we
have been ab!e to get, almost every one bas doclared that
ho was obliged to follow Riel because he was afraid of his
life. Was he representing their cause when he was forcing
thom into a rebellion which they did not desire? It cannot
be said that Riel represented their cause. By his own
doclarations ho was not representing the cause of the
French Canadians or the French half-breeds, or of
any of the French. Why, then, should it be said
ho died because ho represented the French cause ? I can-
not subscribe to any such sentiment. I might go on and
read a great many more such extracts, but I will not make
myself tedious to the flouse by doing so. What I have
cited is quite sufficient to show that I was right in con.
demning the agitation which I thon thought unjustifiable,
and I declared that it was one which the people who took
part in it would regret before many days or months had
passed. I repeat that statement now, and I believe that
since that time they have had occasion to regret it. Some
may have not had occasion to do so if they have been able
to make political capital out of it, but they will be the minor-
ity. I believe the larger number, even if they felt they could
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make political capital out of the agitation and strengthen I believe the Government felt fully the responsibilities of
their position in their counties so far as regards receiving their position. They knew it was a question among the
votes, when they saw the injury done to the people and to people who were excited on both sides, and yet they made
the progress and prosperity of the Dominion, would, them- up their minds and were not swerved by the agitation one
selves, regret their action. We find to-day that they do way or the other. While they may have read the petitions,
regret it tor the reasons I have given, because they are very and no doubt they would look into them to see the reasons
careful indeed to take a different position before the House advanced for asking clemency for the condemned man, yet
to that which they took before the people. The hon. gen- I believe they did not look to se. whether the petitions
tieman who preceded me said, a few moments ago, that last were stronger on one side or the other, and whether
winter when an accusation was brought against the the representations were stronger on one side or the
Government that there were grievances in the North- other, but they simply looked to see which course would
West that had not been remedied, that the reason best promote the material prosperity of the country.
ho and other membere had voted for the Govern- And I for one am not prepared to say that they arrived at
ment was because they did not want to give any a wrong conclusion. Perhaps if I had been in their posi-
encouragement to the half breeds. They did not want by tion, I might have arrived at a different concluion-1 do
a vote of Parliament to endorse in any way the course they not know-I am not prepared to say whether I would or
had pursued. If that be true, and no doubt the hon. gentle- not. But when I consider that they weighed the responsi-
man spoke his sentiments, ho w is it that he desires to con- bilities of their position, that they weighed ali the facts
demn tre Government for the hanging of Riel ? Would and circumstances that attende1 the rebellion, and having
not suoh au action by this flouse give encouragement to done so, that they arrived at the conclusion tihat it was in
those who took part in the rebellion if it were held $o be the interests of good government, in the interests of peace,
right and proper to condone the offence of every man who in the interests of good example, in the interests of order, to
had committed that crime? If there is anything in the hang the man who had been guilty of such a crime as the
argument of the hon. member that when they voted for the one of which Louis Riel had been guilty; and that those
Government against their convictions, last Session, so far considerations were the only motives which moved them to
as the hon. gentleman was concerned at all events, because the course they took-I say, that 1 for one am not propared
they did noii waut to give any encouragement to the half- to say that they arrived at a wrong conclusion. T ey
breeds by the vote of this UIouse, the case is five times as knew that it would arouse excitement, but still they took
strong when the flouse is asked to say whether it was the responsibility of acting, and I believe that they acted
right to hang Riel under all the circumstances, and to fully convinced that they were acting in the interests of
declare that those who took part in the rebellion did not the country, and in the interests more particularly, perhaps,
morit the punishment that the lAw provided. The laws of of the people of the Norlth-West 'erritories theomselves,
our country say that a crime of that enaracter merits punish- But, Sir, I ask hon. members now if they can look at
ment by death. If Parliament declares or the Government this question fairly, as I believe the representatives of
declares such an act did not merit such punishment, would the people in this House can-I ask you now, was it in the
it not be to a very great extentjustifying the acts of Louis interests of the peace, the prosperity, the good government,
liiel and those who followed him ? But I look upon the and good example to this country that Louis Riel should
matter from a different standpoint. I believe the hon, have gone unhanged. I do not believe that it would have
member for flochelaga (Mir. Desjardins) when he told as a been ; not because, Sir, I think it was necessary that the
little time ago that the G-overnment had given him, as a death of Thomas Scott should have been avenged; not
representauve of the people, to understand that they would because I think it was necessary that Riel should be
well consider petitions and representations presented for punished for the acta of 1869-7u. Not at ail; I am not
the exercise oi clemency towaras the unfortunate rebel. He prepared to say that those acts of his in 1869-70 were
found fault with the Government, as [ understand him, justified ; but I believe that the time had gone by and
because~they had not given proper consideration or atten- that this was not the time when he should be punished for
tion to the petitions. I cannot arrive at the same conclu- those acts. If ho was guilty then ho shouid have been
sion. I cannt. heLp beheving that the Government took panished at that time, and nit ailowed to go as long as
into consideration ait the facts, representations and cir- he had gone without punishment. Stii, 1 can readily
cumstances of the case, and well considered the petitions understand that the Government, in passing judgment upon
asking for clemency for the unfortunate rebel. 1 cannot ail the facts which were before them, would do the
help believing that they fully considered the whole case, same as any judge of the Supreme Court or any
that they felt there was a strong sympathy in the Province court before whom a criminal cornes for sentence.
of Quebec for the unfortunate man, and what they did was It is right to look at the antecedents of the criminal,
to arrive at their conclusion, noL considering whether they and to see what has been his record before, and if
were giving way to a certain portion of the population his record has been a good one, if it has been one
clamoring one way or to another portion clamoring òn that can be approved of by his neigh bors and by those who
the other side, but simply on the ground as to what was knew him best, and this is the only crime that has
best for the material prosperity of this country. If I been committed by him-the only time ho has been found
thought the Government had been actuated by any other guilty of an offence-then I say it is right for the judge in
motive; if I thouglit they had calcly sat down passing sentence to take these facts into consideration. So
and said to themselves: You give me an account when this man came before the Government, it was right
of how the feeling is in your Province, and I will for them to look to the acts of 1869-70 in Manitoba for the
do the same in regard to my Province, and we will take purpose of coming to a conclusion, not as to whether he
accounts and find out whether we shail loose more votes by should be punished for them, but to see the effect of the
adopting one course than by adopting another; if they example their judgment would ba to the public. Punish-
simply oounted the number of votes they would get by their ment is not entirely to the individual on which we inflict
action-if I believed they were actuated by such motives, I the punishment, but it is also for the example that is given
would be the first on the floor of Parliament and in the to others; and it was right for thenm to examine into these
cuuniry to condemn such action. I believe the life of a acts, and come to a conclusion with ail those circumstances
mlan i tLoo dear to him and his family to be made so before them as to whether it was better to pardon him or
light of as to calculate the number of votes which to allow the law to take its course. And when they dccided
wil. be gained or lost if that life is taken or spared. to lot him suffer the penalty of his crime, I believe
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it was giving a good and proper example to the be able to lay my finger on one single act, Sir, that could be
people of the North-West Territories. Sir, had the fairly considered such a wrong as would justify any person in
opposite course been taken, what effect would it have even taking rovenge by. rebellion. I will go further and say
had-what would have been the evidence of it to the that I can find nothing that looks like a violation of any civil
people of the North-West ? The evidence to those rights. Have they ever been interfered with in the exer-
people would have been this: It is true you have risen in cise of their religion ? Have they ever been interfered
rebellion; it is true that you have been the cause of blood.- with in their manner of worshipping, in their liberty of
shed and murder; it is true you have been the cause of a speech, in their manner of working and gaining a liveli-
great deal of ruin and desolatdon ; but, notwithstandtng al hood? Have they ever been interfered with in the pos-
that, the man who was at the head of that insurrection we session of the soitu? Have they ever been interfered with
think was so far justiflid in his conduct that we have spared in the possession of whatever personal property they may
his life; and thon, if at another time grievances, even slight have had ? Have they been interfered with in anything
griovances, had come up, would they not say: We will get which we consider the rights of the subject under the
them redressed in thesame way again; nogreat harn bas come British constitution ? I fait to see it. It is true, Sir, for a
even to the leader of those who were engaged in the other. long number of years they represented to the Government
insurrection, and they would be much more ready to rus, that they had grievances; it is true they sent all those
into rebellion again than they will be after the punishment letters and petitions and delegations here, but after all what
that has been inflicted on this man. That is my opinion were those grievances ? I believe it would have been botter
with respect to that matter. But, Sir, was it not the on the part of the Government if they could have done it, to
duty of the Government to look at that aspect of the case have endeavored to have removed whatever may have been
rather than to look at the political effect of their decision ? the case of these grievances more speedily than they did.
Was it not the duty of thé Government to see whether the It would have been botter, perhaps, because sometimes
example to the people' of this Dominion would be a good or imaginary grievances are quite as sore to those who feel
salutary example, or whether it would be a bad example, them as are real grievarces. But that there existed any
acording to the course they would take upon the matter positive, tangible, actual grievances, arising ont of the viola-
which was then before them ? Could the Government tion of or infringement on actual vested rights, in the North-
arrêve at any other conclusion upon the evidence which Wèst Territories at that time, I myself have failed to see any
wâas before them than the one that they arrived at ? evidence. I have failcd to see any petitions presented to
We are told that the prisoner should have received this House showing any actual wrong done to them or any
the clemency of the Crown. On what ground ? violation of their rights by anybody. It is true they have
First, because he was a lunatic. Another ground was asked for many things, but has it boen pointed out that
because the jury had recommended him to mercy; another any one of them was interfered with in the possession of
because it, was a political offence for which he should not that which he considered himself entitled to ? There is
have been hanged. As to whether Riel was insane or not, nothing to show that they were interfered with in the
that is a matter of opinion. Some may think one way and possession, occupation or cultivation of the lands. I have
some another, but for myself I fail to be convinced by read. not seen a tittle of evidence in this House or anywhere else
ing, by reading these letters, by reading that last memorial to show that one single half-breed was turned out of his
of his-or his last will, if you choose to call it so-I fait to house and home, or interfered with in any way in the exer-
be convinced that Louis Riel was an insane man. On the cise of any of those rights that belong to us in the other
contrary, I believe that he was in possession of his faculties. parts of the Dominion. If any of them have been,
He may have bean excited at times; ho may have been a I'ý should like to see the evidences of it, and I would
man of great ambition, and a man who, in matters in which be the first man to admit it, but I have seen none.
he thought he had a right to act, would be impatient and What was their condition ? They number some 4,000 out
excited if contradicted, and still I believe that he knew of a population of 40,000 in the North-West Territories. If
right from wrong, that he appreciated the responsibility of it was right for them to rise in rebellion-and only a few
his position. I have not a doubt of it. If we look at the of them, rolatively speaking, did rise-it appears to me
evidence for a moment, if we go over it all minutely, it that those who say they were justified, or even
appears to me that no man who looks into that evi. those who say they were excusable in rising, onght to be
donce can come to any other conclusion than that able to produce some positive evidence to show that some
Louis Riel was perfectly sane and sound from the time of their rights had been violated; and no such evidence has
he set foot on Canadian soil, and up to the time that he been given. Had they a right to the soil by virtue of the fact
was taken prisoner, and suffered on the scaffold the penalty that they were as the first residents ? I do not bolieve, legally
of his crime. We find him coming fron Montana on to speaking, that they had the right to the soil. It may be that
Canadian soil, and for what purpose? He tells us he was they had a right to be considered in preference to strangers
coming for the purpose of getting the wrongs redressed or immigrants who came in there afterwards; I will not
that existed in the North-Weat Territories, the wrong' even say it was a vested.right, but I say an equitable right,
under which suffered the half-breeds of those Territories. that they should be so oonsidered. And were they con-
Now, Sir, what were those wrongs ? Have not-I ask you sidered ? I say they were. After this Government -came into
and I ask the country-have not those wrongs been greatly power, in 1878, the first thing they did was to pass an
exaggerated ? Io there a man on the floor of this House Act in 1879, which recognised the rights of the halfbreeds.
who will seriously and calmly lay his finger on somothing After the passing of that Act, we are told that the Govern-
tangible as a wrong, and say this was a wrong perpetrated ment who passed it, forgot it from 1879 until 1885. It
there for which these people had the right to rise up in appears to me they did not forget it. But they proceeded
rebellion ? I have not beard it yet. I listened with great to do what was necessary in order to ascertain what equit-
pleasure, as I always do, to the leader of the Opposition last able rights these people had. The firet thing thoy had to
Session, when he made a speech of five or six hours, when ascertain was, where those people lived, to what lands they
he read the letters, the petitions, the representations made claimed title, by occupancy or otherwise. It was necessary
to the Government by the half-breeds, and those professing that a uniform and proper system of survey should be had
to represent them. I have also listened to those who have in order the botter to give titles and make certain and sys-
endeavored to show to this country that there were some tematic the boundaries and descriptions of these lands.
grievances existing, and some wrongs perpetrated in the The Government surveyed, from 1879 to' 1884, 56,618,500
Kdrth-West Territory, but I muet say that I have failed to aores, as against 1,797,120 mres surveyed by the
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preceding Government from 1874 to 187D. Were this occupants and selling them to private corporations
Government not turning their attention at that time to or individuals, but I say the Government should have
the interests of those people ? And after all they were not surveyed them as well as all the other lands, in order
a large people. It is not because they were a smail people to have a regular system of survey all over the North-West
that they should be neglected, or that their rights should Territories. The haif-breeds could have noe cause of com-
be violated; but they were a small people. And when plaint at this, if they had the assurance that the survey did
we are told that the Government neglected them not mean their dispossession. As to this dispossession, I
so long, we must remember the difficulties that ex- have failed to se. any evidence in this House, or anywhere
isted. We remember the distance from here to else, pointing out that the half-breeds had any reason to
there; we must remember the sparseness of the popu- believe that these suirveys were made - for the purpose of
lation and the extent of the territory; and we must dispossessing them. It may be that these people imagined
also remember that in the Maritime Provinces, at any rate, a great many things, and that they did imagine, when they
there was a clamor at that time-and it exists to this day- saw the surveyors going on their lands, that their lands
that too much was being done for that new acquisition of were to be taken from them and sold te somebody else ; but
ours, the Western Territories; that too much money was can a Government be held responsible for all the fanciful
being spent upon it, and too much attention was being wrorgs and grievances a people may conceive they suffer
given to it, to the deteriment of the older Provinces. No under ? The Government gave them the assurance that
d ubt, the Government had to consider this to some extent. they would not be disturbed in their possessions, but that
They had to consider that they should net proceed too fast these surveys were necessary in order to have a regular
-that they could not devote all their money and attention system of survey all over the North-West Territories. The
to the North-West, but must give a littie attention to the Act secured lands and script to the half-breeds; the
administration of affairs in other parts of the Dominion. Government, it is true, had not to any great extent
And when [ speak of the Govern ment of this country, it is given to them what the law secured to them. I believe
not to give undue praise to the present Administration; the Government afterwards yielded, and they yielded
because I am not such an admirer of this Administration wrongly too, in giving them the scrip they gave the half-
as to assert that they always do right, or that 1 have always breeds since the rebellion broke out. I am not prepared to
been pleased with them; I believe they do wrong occa- condemu the Government for this; and I am not prepared
sonally, but I believe they exorcise the best judgment positively to say that, perhaps, under the pressure of circum-
they have. But I say this: The people of this country stances and of the rebellion, they did not exercise their best
believe that they were spending quite enough money in the judgment in giving the scrip; but I believe it was not in the
North-West ferritoriesthat they were devoting time, money intereste of baf-breeds that the Government should have so
and legislation to those Territories-I was going to say more yielded. When wo are told in this House that the fact that
extensively than to the other Provinces. And is it true, or Government settled some 2,000 claims since the rebellion, is
is it not true ? Since I have had the honor of a seat in this an indication of their mal-administration of affaire in the
House-and it has only been a short time-I have heard North.West up to that time, I give it as my opinion that the

more discussions relating to matters appertaining to Mani- Government may have yielded judiciously to the pressure of
toba and the North-West Territories than to any other circumstances, but certainly in so doing they did not act in
portion of this Dominion. Notwithstanding the small the interests of the half-breeds. I may be wrong, but I
population there, and that the revenues received from them would prefer hearing the Government declare that they had
are not very considerable, relatively speaking, the atten- not yielded to the demands, that they had. not given the
tion of the Government has been almost exclusively given scrip, but that they had not withdrawn from the amsurance
to that part of the country, and yet we are told that the they gave that the half-breeds should not be disturbed in
Government neglected them and forgot them for five or six their possession of the lands; that the Government did not
long years. I am not one of those who share in the (pinion intend to take away the rights the half-breeds might
that too much attention was given to the construction of have, not to the scrip but to the vaine of the
the Canadian Pacific Railway. I believe that was a great and scrip, but would not consent to the demand to
important work, which it was necessary to complete as soon give the scrip, because it was not in the inter-
as possible; but Isay that the Government thought too much, ests of the balf-breeds that they should do so. I am
not of the Metis, but of that portion of the Dominion, to the told that when tihe Giovernment gave this scrip to the value
exclusion of the other portions of the Dominion. They of 240 te each individual, il was sold by the large majority
gave to the Metis the Act to which I have referred ; and of those who received it, and perhaps mortgaged by some
after that Act was passed, surveyors were sent out for the before they received it, for $90, and in some cases for $70.
purpose of surveying those Territories, in order to ascertain Fancy scrip to the value of $240 being given to these people
where those half-breeds were located, and what they laid and then being sold by them for $90 oach. To-day I believe
claim to. And was there a better plan by which these thei majority oe6 f'i.people who got the scrip for $240 and
things could be ascertained, than to send properly author- seold it 1or $90 are ad badly, if not worse ff, than when the
ised surveyors to survey the country ? They were told that ebelliQn brok eout, yet we are told that this is great évi-
when the surveying was going on, the people's rights were dence that these people had great grievances and are
infringed on, because tie surveyors surveyed over the lands satisfied wifh the remedying of those grievances in that way.
they were occupying. I have not seen that statement I am not satisfied with it. I do not b~elieve it was the pro.
verified, and I am not prepared to say, from the evidence per thing to remedy the grievances in that wàx. After all,
adduced, whether it is or is not correct; but taking for that is not a very heavy grievance irdeed; if that waa the
granted that it is correct, I am not here to say extentofthem? Indeed if these ppL had been entitled tothis
whether the surveyors were wrong in doing that. 'scrip before and were refused ,t-lt is not a very heavy
The Government, acting for the future of that great coun- grievance, if you measure it by the value, $90 to each
try, because we expect it to have a great future, and, in individual. But while they had not yet receved the scrip
taking its first steps to survey that country and give tities it was secured to them, and no Act of Parliament,'Order in
to lands within it, were bound to see that their surveys Counil, no action'taken by any one was suchl as to make
were accurate, systematic and uniform, and if, in carrying them believe they were to be deprived of it ? It 1 time
out that policy, it became necessary to survey over lands enough for a people t rise in rebelion when they "ee
already oocupied, I do not see any great wrong in it, if it that some action has been taken to deprive them of 'what
was not done for the purpose of taking them from the they believe they have a right to get. But;, I this ase no
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action was taken, either by Order in Council, or by Acta of
Parliament, or by Government agents, to deprive the
pople of that which they thought they were entitled to.
Therefore it is, when we look at the difficulties of the
situation, while we admit these people supposed they were
laboring under certain grievances, I believe the Govern-
ment acted with considerable promptitude after all, and
gave considerable attention to these people. Though it
might have been botter to have settled them sooner,
now that we see the consequence, not of those griev-
ances directly, but of a designing man who knew the
people and wished to avail himself of their ignor
ance for his own agrandisement-I do not wish to do
the man any injustice, but I believe from the time that he
left the «United States for the purpose of going on Oanadian
territory in 1884, until the time when he was taken
prisoner, bis sole object was to make use of whatever
grievances these people tbought tbey labored under, by
exaggerating them for his own purposes, and to-day we
have the evidence of this. When Riel went to the North-
West Territories, what was the first thing ho did ? He
went to the parish priest and asked him for his
blessing, and he did thie in an ostentatious manner,
so as to impose on the people who are religious
and thus get their confidence. Ie said he left Montana
with the blessing of the priest and wanted the blessing of
the priest bore in order that ho might be botter able -to
work for the half-breeds. We wore told, Sir, by the hon.
gentleman who preceded me (Mr. Desjardins), that previous
to Riel's coming some of the people had said that the priests
were sold to the Government, and the hon. gentleman gave
this as an evidence to show that there was dissatisfaction
among the people against the Catholie clergy before the
arrival of Riel. I cannot interpret that evidence in that
way. I interpret it to mean that when Riel came there, ho
came, knowing his people, in a hypocritical manner to show
himself to be that which he thought the people would
approve of; but when he found his plans were not seconded
by the clergy, and that some people had commenced to
agitate against the clergy, he thought ho would succeed
botter by denouncing them and did not hesitate to induce
the people not to listen to the voice of the clergy but to
denounce them. From that time until he was made a
prisoner, every stop he took was with an object of getting
greater control over these people for his own purposes.
Does not the evidence show this clearly? What does ho
ask when in a position to ask something for his people ?
At the time when he was negotiating or authorising others
to negotiate with the Government for him, was any attempt
made to negotiate for the settlement ofthe half-breed claims?
Does he tell them : "Yes, I will give up this agitation, I
will go back to the United States of America and abandon
this territory, and will not show myseif bore again if the
Government will yield that which has been demanded
for so long, and will redress the grievances of the half-
breeds? " Io that the language which he holds out? It is
not; but the language ho holds is that, if they will pay him
$100,000 or, as he afterwards comes down, $35,000, thon he
will forget the half-breeds; ho will forget the race he comes
there to represent; he will forget everything but that
which was uppermost in bis mind, that for which, in my
opinion, ho came there in the first place, to obtain for him-
self power and position, and to use these people for that
purpose. He is willing to go back again if hoeis paid so
much money, and, when he is told afterwards that the Gov-
ernment have telegraphed and made arrangements by which
the claims of the half-breeds will be looked into by a com-
mission and settled, what do we find him doing? That
does not suit his purpose. He says: "l It is too late, we
want a war of extermination; we want to teach
them a lesson; we want to take up arms." Perha
those exact words are not in evidence, but that a e
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substance of what ho said. He does not want the
claims of the half-breeds, for which ho professed to
have so much sympathy before, settled now, because ho is
afraid that if they are settled his own claims will not be
recognised, his own claims for money or position will not
ho recognised. Is that evidence of insanity ? One of the
witnesses who went there to swear his belief that Riel was
insane, gave as one of the symptoms of insanity, that ho
had no control over his actions in certain particulars. *lHad
ho not full control of his actions, as the witness was asked ?
But it was desired to leave the impression that ho could not
control his actions when ho got into matters ôf politics or
religion, and yet ho was quite willing to control his actions
and to return to the United States for $35,000; willing to
give up everything in the North-West which was so dear
to him, as ho said and as ho wished the people to believe.
I think that showed that he had perfect control over his
actions, when ho could have controlled them to such au
extent as to return to the United States if ho had obtained
what ho desired to get. With all these reasons, I can only
come to the conclusion that Louis Riel came into that
country for the purpose of gain to himself, and, to some
extent, for the purpose of revenge, and that ho tried to
make use of these people for the purpose of succeeding
botter in his aims, and not in order to get their
grievances remedied. What do we find ? Was ho actually
at the hoad of these people who claimed that they had
grievances ? Would it not be natural, if ho came there to
redress the grievances of the half-breeds, and they weighed
so deeply upon his people, if they were such great wrongs,
is it not reasonable to suppose that the people who carried
this weight would join him in the rebellion ? Were they
the people who joined him ? I am told, and I believe it
will be found to be correct, that, when the commission went
out to examine into those grievancos and sat there,there were
only sixteen of those who followed Mr. Riel in his
rebellion, who made claims before that commission,
and yet we are told that some 2,000-though I believe
the correct figures are 1,600 and odd, and not 1,700-dlaims
have been settled. If ho intended to get these grievances
remedied, it is natural that those people should have fol-
lowed him, and no other; and yet of those who followed
him, and took up arms, only sixteen appeared before the
commission, when they had abundant time and opportunity
to present their grievances. Then I say ho was not at
the head of those who had grieva'nces, those who had the
grievances did not join him at all, the large majority,
some 1,600 of them, did not join him at all, and had
no sympathy with him, so far as they showed it during the
rebellion. Further, out of those 16, 15 under oath or
solemn declaration, stated to the commission that they had
been forced by coercion on the part of Riel to join in the
rebellion-not because they felt the weight of those great
grievances, not that they thought that the Government had
wronged them so grievously that they had risen in rebel-
lion, but because they were afraid of the man who was
leading them on. What do we find in the case of those
who attempted to contradict him? Where were the priesta
who attempted to give him counsel ? Did ho not disown
them ? Did ho not try to raise their congregations against
them ? There were one or two-I do not remember their
names-whom ho took prisoners and brought before his
council for trial, because they did not want to join in the
rebellion. We are told that ho came there to use consti-
tutional means, to agitate in a constitutional way, to get
petitions prepared and sent to the Government, to act as a
constitutional man would do to get the grievances remedied,
and that it was the half-breeds, feeling so strongly on the
matter, who led him, and not ho who led them on. That is the
inference to bo drawn from some of the speeches which have
been made, and yet we find, when the time for action comes,
that.he is the man who leads them on at the point almost
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of the bayonet, to take up their guns and fight against
Canadian authority, and those who will not yield to his
authority ho denounces and ridicules and takes prisoners,
and ho holds them and brings them before his oouncil, and
even gets them condemned to suffer death at his bands be-
cause they will not follow him. If there is any truth in
the statement that ho came here for the purpose simply of
leading these people on in a constitutional manner, would ho
have resorted to these things ? I say: No. It is simply an
evidence of what ho came there for first. Ho told it him-
self. He said the war, or rather the rebellion, or the
bloodshed which took place in 1869 70 was nothing to what
ho intended to do in 1885; ho would show where the blood
was going to flow. - And yet we are told ho went there to
conduct ab agitation in a constitutional way. I cannot
come to any other conclusion than that ho came there with
no purpose of conducting these people to get their griev-
ances redressed in a legitimate and constitutional manner;
and it is their own proof we have for it. What has been
done since that? Only a few days ago, I was reading in
the press that a large meeting took place near the very
spot where the rebellion broke out. This was a large
meeting of French half-breeds, and it was most harmonious
and complimentary to the Government in its expressions,
and the name of Riel was never mentioned. If they had
any sympathy with him, is it not to be supposed that they
would have given him credit, and would have said, "After
al, ho bas obtained for as what we have got ?" But no; we
find that at that large meeting they passed resolutions
praising the Government for what they had done
for them, and had not a word of sympathy for Riel.
My opinion is that these people, iilstead of being favorably
impressed with him were unfavorably impressed with
him, and would have much preferred that ho had not come
into their midst. My opinion is that ho forced them to
this rebellion, to take up arms in the way that bas been
described against their botter judgment and against their
wishes. Bat, Sir, ho did more than to incite these people
againit the constituted authority and against the Crown.
Some people think that they would have been justifiable if
there had been sufficient grievaneos to be remedied. But
it is to be remembered that the first action of Louis Riel
was not to take up arms against the Government of the
North-West Territory. Ho first goes to some of the largest
stores in that region and commits open robbery; ho goes
into their stores and forces the owners through fear and
intimidation to give up-what ? Give up anything for
which they were suffering ? Give up provisions te feod
them bocause they were starving, or to give up clothing
to cover them because they wore suffering from the cold ?
Nothing of that kind. It might ho excusable for destitute
mon who are unable to get enough to eat or enough to
wear, and who have been suffering for a long time-I suay
it might ho excusable for them, when they found
a store full of those things they so much
needed, forcibly to appropriate them for their own
use. But these people required no such things. Louis Riel
at thoir head, they go to a store of a Mr. Kerr, if I remem-
ber his name rightly, and what is it they demand from
him ? Remember Mr. Kerr is not an agent of the Govern-
ment who has charge of provisions which ho is authorised
by the Government to deal out to the Indians or half-
breeds, but he is a private individual living in their midst,
engaged in legitimate trade like every other merchant, and
living amicably amongst them. They go to him and they
no not ask him for anything of this kind, but ]Riel says to
him: "Give me all the guns that you have bore, all the
builets you have bore, ail the ammunition you have here."
What for ? We want thebe things to prepare ourselves to
fight the authorities of the Dominion, to resist the consti-
tuted authorities of the Dominion Government, or anybody
else that may interfère with us. I say in that not high-

handed robbery on the part of Louis Riel ? Wbere was the
justification ? There was none. At that time, I believe,
nothing had been done by the Dominion Government that
showed that it meditated force against these people, noth-
ing had been done at that time to give any evidence that
the Dominion Government was going to Fond armed troops
against them. But they themselves, beaded by this
man, though not of their own will and accord, were
the firet to commit acts of violence and depredation.
And this is the individual for whom we are asked
to show sympathy? Oh, it is a pretty thing te talk of
sympathy I I admired the other night, as much as any
man in the House, the eloquent language of the hon. mem-
ber for Quebec East (Mr. Laurier). I admirei the laneiage
ho used wben ho appealed to the members of this House
for sympathy for Louis Riel and those who had joined in
that rebellion, but, Sir, I thought that the sympathy was
ill-placed. Certainly bis lapguage was beautiful, and if it
had only been applied to a good cause, for people who were
suffering, for those who had been made to suifer in gpite of
themselves, if it had only been applied to those poor priests
murdered at the bands of those Indians iicited hy Louis
Riel, if it had only been applied to those soldiers who went
up there with thoir lives in their hands-to their families,
to thoir wives and mothers, sisters and brothers-if ho had
only appealed for smpathy to them, in the beautiful lan-
guage which ho used in appealing for sympathy to a crimi-
nal, how much more effectual, it seems to me, it would have
been with the people of this country. If ho had only used
those burning words, which we all admired so much, on behalf
of those peopleI have mentioned, instead of Louis Riel, then,
Sir, I would not only have been charmed with hi-4 discourso,
but I would have been convinced that ho was speaking the
true sentiments of the people of this country, whon thoy
had calmly looked upon the situation as it existed. But,
Sir, ho forgot also some other victims when ho was expond-
ing this large amount of sympathy upon Louis Riel, and
complaining that clemency had not been exercised towards
him. Why did ho not expend a little of his breath and of
this eloquence so beautiful, over those other mon who were
executed as well as Louis Riel-those seven or cight Indians
who were also executed in the North-West ? What were
they fighting for, pray ? Had they not joined the reobels ?
Had they not been led into the fight by the advice o Louis
Riel ? Were they not fighting for the same cause as Louis
Riel ? Surely they were fighting the Dominion Govern-
ment, they were killing the white people, and they mur-
dered upon the fields there some seven or eight in one day;
among whom were two priests who had gone among the
balf-breeds trying to do good. Yet, not a word of sympatby
did the hon. gentleman bestow upon these people. Ho told
us that one life was sacred, that one life « as enough to
draw from the human heart that sympathy which ho called
for, and also from the treasury of the country, money for
the purpose of sending mon to save even one life, if no
more than one could ho saved. Sir, the lives of these
other people who wore sacrificed were to me just us precious
as was the life of Louis Riel. And wby not ?
They were people of our country just the same,
people for whom we should have just as mach regard
as for Louis Riel. And yet, not a word of sympathy
did he extend to those people who were hanged on the scaf-
fold just the same as Louis Riel. Sir, it is not to thom
alone that we should be asked to extend our sympathy, but
to those who have sacrificed their lives for their country.
And I ask the people of this country, I ask particularly
those people in my own constituency, and in the Province
of Quebec, where I have no doubt the people will be flooded
with the eloquent speech of my bon. friend, flooded with the
speeches which have been delivered here on the other side
of the House, and those representations made for the pur-
pose of forming p4blio opinion, and though 1 am not able
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to make as eloquent anaddress as my friend, and appeal to more I was going to say than the half-breeds of the North-
the sympathies with as much force as himself, still, I would West ever did. 1 repeat that the French Acadians in New
ask them to put aside for the moment that misplaced sym- Brunswick and Nova Sdotia have suffered more than the
pathy, and to look at the facts in a sober, calm and dignified half-breeds of the North-West; and would it have been
manner. Let them read his speech if they will, and they good advice to have advised them to take up armse? If
cannot read it with greater pleasure than I have listened te they bad had a Louis Riel wouId it have bettered their
it, and will read it over again in my leisure moments; but, cause? I say, no; but, on the contrary, it would have
Sir, when they have read it, lot themu ask themselves this inflamed opinion and made matters worse for having such
question : On whom is bestowed all this beautiful language ? a man in their midst. History tell@ us that when the
On whom is bestowed all this sympathy? What were the French Acadians in the parish where I was born, some fifty,
great grievances that led this man to take up arms against sixty or seventy years before the time to which I am refer-
Queen and country? Had anybody been imprisoned ?, Had ring, settled on lands in the county of WeAtmorelar d on the
anybody been murdered ? Had anybody been deprived of banks of. the. Memramcook and the Letiteodiac, squatters
his kith and kin? Had anybody's freedom been taken away you may call themn for they had no title te that property,
from him? HRad anybody's mode of worship been inter, though they had cultivated their lands and brougopht up
fered with ? Had anybody's mode of gaining his livelihoo¢ their families and had made their living ont of their
been interfered with? HRad anybody's property been take# lands,, those people after being there for a length
away from him ? Had anybody been robbed in any way oi of time, small in number and no one in the midst of them
dealt with contrary te the laws of our country, that theée with inflçence in the cuncils of the country, and no repre-
men should have taken up arme? If they ,ask themselves sentation in any matters oonnected with governing public
these questions, they will have te answer every one of them afairs,. were visited by a stranger in their midst. What
in the negative. Well, what was it then that required thie was theobject of his visit ? It was te say te those people:
man to be sent for from the United States after his record I have agrant of all these lands on which yon have settled;
of 1869-70 ? What was it that required the use of arms and he exhibited some old piece of parchment showing
to remedy ? I ask them te put to thomselves that questieri tbem that ho had a grant of all those lands, eleven miles
before they are led away by the eloquence of my hon? long extending from the mouth of the river almost te its
friend. Let them calmly come down to the facts of thé head, including a prosperone settlement and a considerable
ease, and see if they can find any tangible reason, any nuinber of people living happily, peacefully, harmoniously,
grievances sufficient te justify those people in taking up docile and obedient to the laws of the country and as loyal
arms against the Dominion, Government. Were they to the Government and constitution under which they lived
fighting for their freedom, fighting for their mode of as any men surrounding them, although they had not the
wrship which had _been interfered with, fighting for same voice in the Government of the country. But that
rights of which they had been dispossessed, feeling th4t stranger came along and said : These are my landa and L
death was preferable to any kind of slavery from which will dispossess yeu. What was done.? He did dispossess
they were suffering ? Will history say that they were fighting them; he brought actions at law and dispossessed them.
for a good cause, and in order to. maintain their free. And those poor people were only able to retain such land
dom and prevent themselves from being made slaves? as they had actually had in undisputed posession for
But I say such languageshould net be applied te the $riev, twenty years, and all the rest they were obliged te surrender
ances in the North-West. The half-breeds were net slaves, although they had been cultivating it for years and
and were net interfered with in any way. The words of had coensidered it their own. I do net say it was wrong
sympathy, the burning words of sympathy expressed by tbe legally for this stranger te claim his rights. He
member for Québec last, were misapplied to Louis, Riel, possessed the land by virtue of his title; he put
who did not fight for a good cause, or for a cause îequiring the people out, or they were obliged to buy from him at a
a leader, or for a people oppressed, because they had fer- stipulated price. Would it have been good advice to have
warded petitions to the proper quarter. The attention of told thoe people that their forefathers had been driven
the Government, môreover, had been turned to the position away from other lands and come and settled here, and you
of the half-breeds, not only by words but by Art of Parlia, have grievances, and yen had botter take up arme against
ment and surveys had been made; and all these things the Government. It would have been poor advice, and had
having been done, there was no ground for sending for a I been there, knowing what I do to-day, I would have been
leader to come te the Nerth-West te reprosent a cause very loath te have given it them. And I am glad no
which dii not exist. Again I ask the people of my native Louis Riel gave them that advice, and led them in revolt
Province, those who are most dear te me-although as a against the Government of the country. Down te the
public man all classes are dear te me-but I aek those who present time I venture te say that many of those people,
are dear te me on account of the ties of blood and religion'i both in Nova Sotia, New Brunswick and Prince Bdward
and nationality, the French Acadians of New Brunswick, Island, have had as great grievances as the North-West
I will. go furtber and say the French Acadiane of half-breeds have endured, because they have felt, as the
the Maritime Provinces, those who have in the North-West people feel, that they were not exercising that
past honored me by calling me, most unworthy amount of influence, receiving that amount of patronage
though I am of the titlie, their leader in politics, net to be and attention tetheir rights as they deserved. Would it have
led away by the burning eloquence of any man who appeal# been wise for those people, because they are a minority, te
te them for a cause net worthy of support. I ask the have joined in this agitation started in the Province of
te look at the facte as they exist. And if they find Quebec, and declared te those people: "You se your
that the people of the. North-West had grievanqes brethren in Quebec, and that there is a war being made on
even then the rebellion would net be justified. But the French people; join them; we know aIl about griev-
if they find they had such grievances, lot them conside ances, and knowing all these matters we will join in arms;
whether the Government bronght te the alleviation of thos: net in arme, but in this movement for revenge." It would
grievances that amount of energy, attention and persever- net have been good advice te have given them. I ask them
ance which they should have brought. But I do net think te continue living peacefully and in order, and abiding by the
they will find the Government was negligent in. that laws and constitution. I believe that is the best advice te
respect. I appeal te them because I believe their past give them. I do not believe in infiLammatory speeches, and
history places them in a fair position to judge of these if we condemn infiammatory articles and speeches, lot us con-
matters. They have suffered, they h ave suored very mkuch demn thom when they are made by the minority as well as
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the majority. Let me say to any with whom I have in-
fluence among the people who know me best, and indeed to
any of the people of the Dominion, that my endeavor will
be in the future, as I hope it has been in the past, to con-
demn at ail times anything ir flammatory,anything calculated
to set one portion of the people against the other, and any-
thing that will have the effect of making the people rise in
rebellion for grievances that do not always exist. It ,must
be only in extreme cases that rebellion must be had re-,
course to. I willingly join the hon. member who preceded
me in stating that I hope representatives from all quarters
of the Dominion will learn the lesson. When they find
the press, whether representing their sentiments or
opposing them, saying to thie other portion of
the commu.nity to - come and rise in rebellion, and
the answer is made: " If you rise in rebellion, you will
fare worse than you did in the past "-I say, these are
threats which should not be made by either one side or the
other; and it is the duty of every public man, as I feel it
to be my duty to condemn such language, to say that it is
not right to rise in rebellion, to say that those who do rise
in rebellion should not be raised to the dignity of patriots,
to say that their names should not be engraved on the
hearts of any people in Canada; but that it is those that
went to fight for the maintenance of law and order, and to.
secure the peace and prosperity of their country, who
should live in the hearts and memories of the people.

Mr. GUAY. (Translation). Mr. Speaker, in rising to
express my opinion on the important question which is now
before tbe House, I do not at all prtend to answer to the
brilliant speeches of the distinguished orators who have.pre-
ceded me, nor to that of the hon. member for Kent (Mr.
Landry) who has just taken hie seat; but I owe it to my
country ,and I owe it to my Province, to state here, before
the country, what I think of this question, any why I shall
vote in favor of the motion of the hon. member for )£ont.
magny (Kr. Landry). The motion which is now before the
Honse, and which involves a simple motion of censure
against the Government for having allowed the sentence of
death pronounced against Louis Riel to be carried out, do«s
not express ail the disapprobation with which the execution
of the unfortunate leader of the half-breeds has been received
in the country. However, I shall vote for that motion, and
this House will allo w me to say, wità a journalist of Q uebec,
that Louis ,Riel -istouid not have been executed, because
on the 16th ot November last this unfortunateman represent,
ed on the scaffold of Rogina a principle of justice, a principle
of civilisation which the Government has wantonly ignored.
I shall not weary the attention of the House at this late hour
of the night by recalling the well-founded grievances of the
half-breeds nor their numerous demands,nor the provocations
of the Governmentemployeas in the North-West, nor the part
taken by Louis Riel in the rebellion, provoked by the refu-
sai of the Government to give justice to his countrymen.
These facts have already been diseussed lengthily and in a
brilliant manner by the hon..gentlemen whe have preceded
me. Therefore I shal limit my remarks .to the event which
the arbitrary action of the Guvernment has provoked in the,
country, and especially in te Province of Quebec. I shall-
also examine the reasons given by the Government to justify-
their conduct, and I shall state why the Government are
not justifiable in having ignored the verdict given by.the
jury at the trial of Louis Riel. The Province of Quebec,
from which I come, has protested more than any other
IR ovince of this Dominion against the exécution of Louis
Riel. But this House would be laboring under a great,
delusion if it should believe that the drama of Regina has
been the only cause of this constitutional and almost uni-
versaiagitation which has taken place in the Province. of
Quebec during the last few montha-agitation which,
in high oieles, has been oll a suddes blase, but

which, I believe,. is jut as bright now as it ever
was, and is "certairily very far from going ont. The
provoking tone of a certain press whieh is frendly to the
Government, the unprovoked insulta thrown at the people
of the Province of Quebec, have been a cause and a very
important second cause of this agitation. A third cause,
which i will only mention by the way, is th disapprobation
of the general policy of the Goverument in the Province of
Quebec. Terefore, Mr. Speaker, I maysay that the execu-
tion has only been the extra drop of water which has caused
the overflow of popular indignation. As regards the first
catqie of the agitation, I muet say that if the execution of
Louis Riel has produced a deep feeling of disapprobation in
the Province to which I belong, it is because the press of
the country, the Ministerial press especially, had brought
about the prevalence of the certainty that Riel would not
be executed. And do you know why, Mr. Speaker? It
was because, pccording te the Ministe, ial papers,. if the half-
breeds of the North-West, having Louis Riel as a leader, had
thonght fit to take Up arma to defend their cause, that
was owing to the fact that the Government had ignored
their just claims, and that behind them were people who
were more to blame than themselves, and who had insti-
gated the re4ellion. And I an glad to find that the hon.
ynember for Erovencher (Kr. Royal) ha adtnitted these
important facts, and has acknowledged that if the half-
breeds of the North-West have rebelled it was because the
Government had been exceedingly unfair, in their dealings
with them, in fact that the unfairness of the Government
towarde the half-brecds had been stil 1 worse than that which
tb y had shown towarda the Indiant. Seco dly, it is be-
cause the. rebellion had been brought about by the white
settlers who had been the leading agitators. A third reaaon
is that the Farmers' Union of Manitoba had made the
rebellion. Fourthly, it is because for several causes, under
the control of the Government, the recognition and settle-
ment of the claims of the half-breeds was considerably de-
layed. Fifthly, because the white settlers, and especially a
man of high authority, Lawrence Clarke, had convinced
them that after fifteen years of uaeleus supplications and vain
appeals on their part, the Government was about to give to
their petitions an answer in the shape of five hundred men
and some leàden bullets. Well, this avowal on the
part of the hon. member for -Provencher is an un-
deniable proof that the whole responsibility of the
insurrection Ought^not to. fall exclusively upon Louis
Riel. I will say more : I will say that that same
pres asaserted that if Louis Riel received capital punish-
ment every French Canadian must come to teI conclusion
that theGovernment wassacrificing him to the fury and hatred
9f the Orange lodges of Ontario, who desired to avenge the
murder of their brother, Thomas Scott. This, Mx. Speaker,
is the manner in whieh the Ministerial press prepared the
agitation. Therefore we need not be surprised at the large
proportious reached by this. agitation, and, to prove my
assertions, I may be allowed to quote a few extracts from Le
Canadien. I chose that paper in preference to severai others
published in the city of Quebec, because I believe it has the
Jargest circulation in my district and has the most to do
with forming public opinion. Hiere is is what Le Canadien
said on the 16th of November last:

"This date wil hereafter be a day of mourning and of shame for us.
Go1d-blooded cruelty bau been shown. A respite has been gransed to
Riel. The people was made to go thruugh a Lhe3 anxieties ot clemency,
and at the moment when these linos shall be read Riel will die. from
his body will go forth 1 the vacillating soul which for a long time was
bruising itselfsud maintained itseit on the wingo of isanty1' like a
bira caught in a trap.

Our history, whiek had been spotiesauup te Ibis time, may Tel its
lace, "sy put a black mark on the prewbich isbah contain th. 0ac.ont
of the judiclal murder of the i6th ofe vember.

"Thisajudicial murder is furthermore a national insult. .We sha
peak abou it l la properlia,
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"We find among the papers of a college mate of the Regina prisoner

a rhapsody iblank verse, which the late lamented Oscar Dunn attri-buted to Louis Riel :
" ' I am thine, lie said ; thine oh my country is this heart, this soul of

mine, What should I love if I did not love thee.
'' 'The interior of my breast is a churcb; thy image is the altar. Let

the altar subsist, and it necessary I[shahl overthrow the church.
"'And from my crumbling breast the following prayer will buret

forth-this last prayer-
'A blessing on My country, O God, Thy blessing on her.
I do not teil it to anybody; I do not cry it out on the prairie, nor

on the roads, that thou art whiat I love best in this vast universe.
"'Secretly, I follow thy footateps, ever faithful, and not like the

shadow which accompanies the hunter Dnly in fair weather,
I"Butas the darkness increases when night cumes on, my sorrow aug-

menta wlien the akiadeà ot niglit corne down upoa thé~, GOh my country 1
i à" 'And Igo where aillthy aevotees, raising their eups, askitneFateso 
sned a new ray of brightness on thy holy lîfe ; and i drink to the last
drop tie wine of the brimful glass, a very bitter wine, for alas, my tears
fail into it.2

l These are certainly very fine sentiments. They betoken a great
spirit of patriotism ; but if these words are from Riel, was not the spark
or insanity then inflaming that brain which the hand of God has been
pleased to touch later on, by applying to inttese words eof the hymn,
• kumsdsavit superbos P

' rhe interior of my breast, he said, is a church; thy image, Oh my
coutry, the atar! Let tse atar subsist, and, if necessary, I shal
overthrow lte churcli for its .ake.'

"l l there not in these tew word. the mysterious and terrible germ
which, later on, drove Riel into religions monomania, into the folly ofi
greatness, before handing bim to the executioner?

We shali mourn the useiess murder of Louis Riel. Hiscause was
not ours. Le Canadien has said so to ail wno have read it; but the
cause of humanity is universal; neither Riel the madman, nor Riel the
politician, have a riglit-co euter proudly into his&ory by ascending the
steps of the gallows.

" More formunate than others who have seen themselves dying by
piecemeal, in the prison ceuis or in the asylums destined to monoina-
niacs, Riel the insane died joyfully, fiading glory and renown inJa s
ineanity. kis soul imprisoned in his proud, brutai, uncouscious body,
nas found hur wings. It must be now purified in the nantd of its maker.
Litsencumbered from its mean swadduîag clothes which choked it and
trammelled its impulses, it has entered forever iatothe realm ofhîghtand
uf history.'"
A few days afterwards the same paper, this time making a
violent enarge against the Orangemen of Upper Canada,
insinuated thiat if Louis liel was dead, it was only, as 1
stated a moment ago, in order to satisfy the fury of the
Orange lodges. It said:

" A political crime has just been consummated.
ail" Rielias died on thie seaffold.

" This judicial murder involves besides a erying lasult to our raoe and
to our reugion, for in this wanton murder it i the Orange opinion which
bas predominated.

"l et us theretore tell our people who are those who think that the
French Canadians must disappear and that we muet strike them wherever
they show themeselves. Let us tell them what those tanatics are, what
they have done, what they intend to do."

I might quote a great number of extracts from newspapers,
but 1 do not wisil to take advantage of the patience of the
flouse, and 1 will be very short. A second cause of the
constitutional agitation whichbook place in the country
has been the dissatisfaction of the Province of Quebec, as'
regards the general policy of the present fiovernment. -Let
it be well known ana let his liouse not forget ib, for the
Province of Quebec bas not .orgotten that atLer pledging
her to do lier full share towards pay ing the hu.ndreds of
millions which the construction of the Pacific Railway
must have cost, by holdinig OUL to ber, as a compensation,
the glittering hope of the North-West trade, the Govern-
meut las allowed the Canadian Pacilic Railway Company
to deviate 50 miles away from the centre of the popu-
lation and left her isolated with the obligation of paying
her share. And the people, especially in the Pe.rov-
ince 0f Quebec, had not forgotten, that for years
and years the (Îovernment had turned a deat ear to
the representations of the uniortunate half-breeds of thei
lNorth-West, who had sent them prayers upon prayers,
petitions upon petitions, deputations upon deputations, in
order to obtain justice and to put an end to the rufianly
auts ol wiîich they were the victims on the part of the
Government employees. The people of the Province of
Quiebee had not torgotten that, instead of granting ther just
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claims, the Government had continued to allow them to be
wronged and despoiled until at last there was an outbreak,
which brought with it the sad event which terminated by
the drama of Regina. Consequently, when the unexpected
execution of Louis Riel was known, the popular indignation
was at its height and a loud cry of reprobation was heard
from one end of the country to the other. Is it a wunder,
Mr. Speaker, that the Province of Quebec should have
protested more than any other Province in the Dom inion
against the injustice which had. been committed i4 the
execution of Louis Riel? Ie it surprising that the
French Canadians should have been aroused when, they
saw a certain number of their countrymen of d'iferent
origin, rejoicing on Riel's tomb and throwing insulta in their
face ? For, Kr. Speaker, if Riel went beyond the limits
of a constitutional agitation, in his defence of the rights of
the half-breeds, if he was tound guilty by the jury, it was
not as a vulgar assassin, but it was for having taken up arme
against the Dominion Government who refused to give
justice to his countrymen. Louis Riel never pretended to
rebel against the authority of the Empire, he never ceased
for a moment to hoist the British flag, for, like all British
subjects, he knew that the British flag, in a well-governed
country, has within its tolds principles , of justice and fair
play, and it would be an insat to thile fag which protects
us to pretend that any fair play was shown to the half-
breeds of the North-West. Louis Riel has been guilty of
violence, I admit it, Mr. -Speaker; he even went beyond the
limits of constitutionality; but it ise clear that he never
intended to infringe upon the rights of the Crown as repre-
sented by the Government of Canada. Therefore, lo was
guilty of a political offence, and for a long time past, in
civilised countries, political offences have not been punished
by death. The half-breeds only asked one thing: They
asked that justice should be given to them, and justice was
not given to them. Will it bu pretended,that in the countries
over which foats the British flag, justice is not always the
same whether people inhabit the sliores of the Thames, the
shores ofthe St. Lawrence or the banks of the Saskatchewan ?
Under such circumstances tte great majority of the citi-
zens of the country had reason to believe that the death
sentence pronouaced Againut Louis Riel would be commuted
at the last moment. Tre recommendation of -the jury to the
elemency of the court, the solemn promises that the exe-
cution would not take place, promises which were made up
to the last moment to the hon. members from Quebec, the
many respites granted, the doubt on the mental state of the
prisoner; I should say at once the insanityand irresponsi-
bility of the prisoner, the supplications of a whole people,
and above al the guilty negîect of the Government and
their officers in the administration of the affairs of the North-
West, which has provoked the rebellion of the unfortunate
hali-breeds of the North-West, had caused the prevalence of
the oertainty that the Government of the country would
never dare to defy public opinion by allowing the execution
of the sentence of death pronounced against Louis Riel.
And allow me te eay, Mr. Speaker, tuat the Canadian
people would be most happy to-day were we not com-
pelled to upbraid the (*overnment for having com-
mitted this political crime, this judicial murder.
Sincerely believing that the Government should not have
ignored the jury's verdict recommending Louis Riel to the
mercy of the court, were not the citizens of the Province of
Quebec justified in protesting and in saying in their meet-
ings tha& the Government haa done wrong in ignoring that
verdict, and in not commuting the sentence of death pro-
nounced against Louis Riel? Consequently, what they did
was a constitutional act. The agitation which has followed
was not made, let it be weil known, for a purely polhtical
object; its object was to protest against the injustice of the
Government. There was nothing in these protestations to
frighten our follow-citizons whose origin and creed differ
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From ours. We did not ask to obtain new rights; thank
God, we have no more conquests to make as regards political
liberties; what the Province of Quebec demanded was not
even the particular rights of the French Oanadian people,
but the rights of civilisation and humanity. No doubt,
Mr. Speaker, it is hardly possible, under these circum-
stances, to forget the question of race and religion, but it
has never had precedence on the question of political
rights. In all civilised countries mighty voices have
been beard demanding the commutation of the sen-
tence of death pronounced against Louis Riel. In
all civilised countries protestations have been heard
against the Government who had allowed that sentence
to be carried out, and was it reasonable to suppose that we
French Canadians would not be allowed to protest ? Mr.
Speaker, it would have been difficult to have silenced our
voice at a time when unprovoked insults were thrown in
our face-perhaps to soothe our sorrow as they thought-
by a certain press which supports the present Administra-
tion, and who upbraided usfor our admiration of the bravery
of the half breeds, and the coolness and manliness of their
unfortunate leader on the gallows of Regina. It will be
readily adnitted, however, that there is a great difference
betweern the admiration for a people struggling for their
rights and the act of encouraging them in their revolt
against the constituted authorities. Now, in order to restore
peace in the North-West Territories, and especially to main-
tain it, was it necessary for the Government to take Riel's
blood ? This House will admit that the Government
might have easily dispensed with this useless act of cruelty,
and that they are n>istaken if they think that by so doing
they have overawed or terrified the Indians and half-breeds.
On that subject we have the opinion of Mgr. Taché himself,
who is an authority on the subject, and who states that the
reverse will probably take place if we are to judge by the
effect produced upon them by the display of our formidable
armaments. Here is what Arcbbishop Taché says in bis
work on the situation in the North-West, page 15:

" I have read within a few days certain remarks which seemed very
strange to me; they were-must I say it? jokes on the hanging of the
Indians at Battleford. The author of that nonsense went Bo far as to
threaten to hang ail the Indians of the North-Westin order 1o give them an
efficacious lesson. That the canon ehould be the last argument ofkings,
is a sufficient matter for regret, but ehat is to be said of those who pre-
tend that the hangman's rope should be the first argument of christian
civilisation towards our In dians on the occasion of the first serious dif-
ficulty we have with them?

" Betore concluding theee remarks, I feel bound to state wbat is, with
regard to the Indians, the impression made on thein by the events which
occured in the North-West. [ do not know what they think of the execu-
tions which have j ust taken place, but I know very well what they think
of the movements of our tr.aops. The people of Canada would be in error
if they thought that the Indians of the North-West are terrified and have
a very exalted idea of our armaments; it is the contrary which is true.
This resuit may surprise some, but, surprising as it is, it has its dangers
and iL is proper that it should be known in order that mistakes may be
avoided.?

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I am justified in saying that the
Government would have obtained a much more satisfactory
result by using clemency and by commuting the sentence of
death pronounced against Louis Riel. Therefore, I will say
with Archbishop Tache: The Government have allowed the
execution to take place; let them bear the whole responsi.
bility of it, and it is an indignity to shift it to other
shoulders. But this louse bas a right to judge the reasons
given by the Government to justify their conduct. I will
admit, Mr. Speaker, that 1 was anxious, very anxious to
know what were the high reasons of state which the Gov.
ernment would give for not accepting the verdict of the
jury of Regina recommending Riel to the mercy of the
court. The hon. Minister of Public Works has given one,
which, in my opinion, is far from being acceptable, but let
us hear what the hon. Seocretary of State, speaking on behalf
of the Qovernment, has to say, and let this House take
notice of the one and sole reason which he has given to
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justify the Government. Here is what he says in a speech
delivered to his constituents:

"Lat winter, Louis Riel was not taking his first steps in his career
of high treason. His rebellion of 1869, the useles murder of Scott, whose
execution he ordered when it was impossible for that poor unfortunate
man to do him any harm."

And elsewhere:
" To pretend seriously that a man, once guilty of high treason and

murder, once pardoned and then taken carrying arma against hie
country might expect to eseape with bis life, would be to show a degree
of assurrance which Riel huself never had, because when he left
Montana he himself declared that hie head might b. the prioe of the
step ho was taking.

IThis doctrine of mercy in favor of politinal offenders cou'd not, even
if it was recognised, be applied to the man who in cold blood lot loose
on his countrymen the savage hordes of the Indian tribes."

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, the great reason which has induced
the Government to refuse, in 1885, a commutation of the
sentence of death pronounced against Louis Riel, was, that
Riel was a relapser, that Riel was unworthy of sympathy,
because he was the murderer of that poor Scott, that he
was a wretch, and that for these reasons he deserved capital
punishment. And yet, in the Legielature of the Province of
Quebe, in the month of December, 1874, the hon. Secretary
of State moved a resolution stating that it was impossible
to assimilate the action of Louis Riel in 1870 to the fol-
onious acts which are ordinarily punished by law. What
will the Ministerial press now say about the hon. Secretary
of State and his colleagues in the Government after this
avowal that Louis Riel was guilty of murder in 1870 ?
Will it devote him and his colleaguos to the hatred of the
French Canadians, or will it disown its writings of fifteen
years against the hon. leader of the Opposition ? No, Mfr.
Speaker, the reason alleged by the hon. Socretary of State
cannot be admitted, because, whatever may have been the
faults of Louis Riel in 1870, the law could not cortainly
reach him in 1885, for offences which must necessarily
have been obliterated by five years of banishment. I will
say even more, Mr. Speaker, if the Government, in 1885,
were of opinion that Louis Riel was still amenable for the
murder of Thomas Scott, why did they not have him
arrested in the month of June, 1884, the moment ho set
his foot on Canadian territory ? What an amount of trouble,
of disappointment would have been averted from the
country ? What a number of precious lives would have
been spared ? The blood of our brave soldiers would not
have stained the plains of the North-West. Well,
assuming that all the reasons invoked by the
Government and their friends to justify thom in
allowing the sentence pronounced against Louis Riel
were adequate, I believe the doubt on the mental state of
the prisoner was sufficient to settle the question. There is
one opinion admitted by the medical profession, and it is
that the moment a poor unfortunate suffers tfrom any mental
disease whatever, he cannot be considered as responsible
for acte committed even outside of his mania. And what i.
the conclusion to be inferred from the depositions of the
different medical experts who have been heard at Regina
during the trial? I will not quote the long depositione of
Drs. Roy, Clarke, Jukes and Wallace, others have done so
before me. However, the House will allow me to say that
Dr. Wallace, although he is one of the medical experts who
stated under oath before the court at Regina during the
trial, that they thought Riel was sound in mind and
responsible for his acte, Dr. Wallace, I say, admits that he
has based his judgment on a conversation he had with Riel,
which conversation only lasted half an hour. Besides he
is forced to admit that Riel might have been insane and
irresponsible without his being able to discover in him any
symptoms of madness. He said furthermore, that he had
happened to treat poor unfortunatesdeprived of their reason
who had been under his care for weeks, in the Imaatie
aaylum at Hamilton, without hie succeeding in disoovering
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any symptoms of madness. He also admitted that Louis
Riel was suffering from megalomania. What says Dr.
Jukes, Surgeon in the North-West Mounted Police? HRe
says that he never tried to discover whether Riel was sound
in mind or not. fie conversed with him when he made
him his ordinary visits, but he never tried to find in bis
oenversation any trace of madness. He never specially ex-
amined whether he was insane or not, but he admits that
there are cases of madness which can only be discovered by
touching accidentally the subjects on which the patient
raves; the subjects on which Louis Riel was wont to rave
wree religion and his providential mission to the North
West Territory, and he admits that he has never had
any conversation with him on any of these subjects.
Wh at says Dr. Clarke, Superintendent of the lunatic
asylum of Toronto ? I have no need to read bis evidence,
it has already been quoted before the House. We know
the opinion of that learned specialist. He does not hesitate
to state that Louis Riel was certainly suffering from
megalomania, and his opinion is shared by Dr. Roy, of
the Beauport Asylum, under whose care the prisoner was
for eighteen months, and who positively swears that Riel was
suffering from megalomania and was certainly irrespousible
for his acts. Well, Mr. Speaker, what is the conclusion to
be drawn from the depositions of those different medical
experts ? It is this: That if Louis Riol was not certainly
suffering from megalomania or theomania there were at
least undeniable doubts that he suffered from these diseases,
and thon the benefit of the doubt should have been given
to him. But, in my opinion, the doubt completely disap-
pears when it is proved that Louis Riel las been confined
during nineteen months in the Longue Pointe Asylum and
in that of Beauport. The reýport of the medical commission
itself dces not reach any other conclusion unless it is that
he really suffered from megalomania or theomania. But a
very extraordinary fact, which will probably be one of the
greatest discoveries of our days, is that the medical men,
very distinguished mon, no doubt, who formed part of the
commission, admit that Louis Riel had not the full enjoy-
ment of bis mental faculties when he spoke about religious
and political questions, and still they declare him respon-
sible for an act which is essentially political. Fortunately,
Mr. Speaker, the medical faculty is not bound to uphold that
conclusion and I am glad of it. I might multiply the quo-
tations from authors to prove the irresponsibility of Riel;
other speakers have done so before me and I will simply
quote the opinion of Archbishop Taché himself on this
unfortunate man in his work intituled: "La situation au
Nord Ouest." lere is what he says:

"For my part twenty years of observation have given me convictions
which are diametrically opposed to those which are invoked. I had
too many reasons to study in their minutest details the dispositions and
actions of my unfortunate protégé not to be in a position to know what
he was and what may have led him in the lamentable ways which he
has followed. For long years I have been convinced beyond all doubts
that apart from his brilliant qualities of the mind and heart he was suf-
fering from megalomania or theomania which alone eau explain ail that
he bas done up to the last moment. My convictions are sincere, but it
cannot be inferred from them that all who do not share them are lacking
in sincerity. The natural consequences of my convictions on this sad
subject have been put aside and the hopes I had entertained until the
last moment were blighted. Notwithstanding this disappointment, I
will not allow myself to insult those who have caused it. I do not des-
pair of the future of my country to the extent of believing that Our public
men are capable of allowing themselves to be influenced solely by hatred
and by the cold calculations which it inspires."
Probably his Lordship was mistaken.

"I am not aware of what took place in the Council of those who rule
us, but I cannot believe that they have not consulted their duty. At all
events they have assumed the responsibility, and I do not wish to give
rise to difficulties nor to develop obstacles to which it would be difficult
to assign a favorable issue."

This is what Archbishop Taché himself thought of his
protégé Louis Riel. He had no doubt that Louis Riel
was suffering from megalomania and theomania. 'Now, Mr.
SpOaker, by uniting the concurrence of circumstances whioh

1fr. QGTAT,

militated in favor of clemeney on the part of the Govern-
ment, by bearing in mind, the fact, that Louis Riel was
suffering from a mania which at two different times had
necessitated his confinement in lunatic asylums, and by
examining on the other hand, the more or less good reasons
which have induced the Government to lay aside all

principles of justice and humanity, I can arrive at no other
conclution but that the Government should have acceded
to the verdict of the jury recommending Riel to mercy.
And as they did not do it, I can only conclude that
long before the trial the Government had decided that
Louis Riel should expiate on the scaffold the crime
of having revealed to his country the infamies of
the administration of the affairs of the North-West.
By not sending Louis Riel to the gallows, the Government
would, undoubtedly, have admitted the extenuating circum.
staqces of the rebellion which they provoked; and in order
to cover the greatness of their crime, the Ministers decided
to allow the sentence of death pronouncod against Louis
Riel to be carried out; but the people who will judge the
Government on the day of retribution, must not forget the
immense responsibility which bears down on the present
Administration, and I hope they will not fail to say, that
they withdraw their confidence from a Govern ment who bas,
in defiance of all principles of justice and humanity, and for
mere party considerations, allowed a poor unfortunate, de-
prived of reason and responsibility, to be executed. For
these reasons I will vote in favor of the motion oi the hon.
member for Monimagny.

Mr. MACKINTOSH moved the adjournment of the
debate.

Motion agreed to.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at 12.30 a.m.
(Friday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDAY, 19th March, 1886.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs.

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY.

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

Mr. SPEAKE R read the Message as follows:-
LANsDOWNU.

The Governor General transmits to the House of Commons, copies of
despatches and other papers with reference to the transfer of Cape Race
Lightship and Steam Fog-Whistle from the Imperial Government to the
Uovernment of the Dominion of Canada.
GOVERNMENT HoUisU,

OTmAWA, 18th March, 1886.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 58) to incorporate the St. Lawrence and Atlantic
Junction Railway Company.-(MIr. Colby.)

Bill (No. 59) to incorporate the First Synod in the
Dominion of Canada of the Roformed Episcopal Church.-
(Mr. Beaty.)

Bill (No 60) to incorporate the Colonial Bank of Canada.
-(Mr. Macmillan, Middlesex.)
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DALHOUSIE BRANCH-INTERCOLONIAL RAIL-

WAY.

Mr. DAVIES. I moved in the Public Accounts Com.
mittee that the vouchers in connection with the expenditure
on the Dalhousie Branch of the Intercolonial Railway, part
of which was contained in the Public Accounts of 1884, be
referred to the Committee on Public Accounts when in the
House. Certain grave charges bave been madp in connec-
tion with the construction and maintenance of the Dalhousie
Branch and the Inch Arran Hotel. It is desirable these
charges should be investigated in the Public Accounts
Committee,,where such officials of the railway as may be
required, will be examined. I move:

That the items of expenditure of 1884 on the Dalhousie Branch of theIntercolonial ftailway, contained on page 259, Part Il, of the Publie
Accounts of that year, be referred to the CommIttee on Publie
Accounts.

Mr. POPE. There is no objection to that.
Motion agreed to.

EXECUTION OF LOUIS RIEL.
House resumed the ad journed debate on the proposed

motion of Mr. Landry (Rontmgny): "That this louse
feels it its duty to express its deep regret that the sentence
of death passed upon Louis Riel, convicted of high treason,
was allowed to bo carried into execution ;" and the motion
of Sir Hector Langevin : " That this question be now put."

of various nationalities to become one in heart, one in soul,
one in instinct, in this country. We ail recognise that
the Hon. George Brown, at that time leader of the Roform
party, was willing to bury the .hatchet and to become a
statesman for the time, and to unite with the leader of the
Government in laying deep and strong the foundation of a
great nationality in this portion of North America. But
times have changed, and a few months since we found an
hon. gentleman addressing a meeting on this very question,
when the publie mmd was excited, and telling a public
audience thit if he had lived on the banks of the
Saskatchewan he would have shouldered his musket;
and, if he had shouldered bis musket, what would ho
have done ? Ho would have shot down the son of the
hon. the leader of the Opposition, ho would have shot
down the son of the hon. the leader of this Government,
he would have shot down the son of the ex-Minister of
Finance. We find a Pi ivy Councillor thus discussing
that matter, stirring the passions of the people and
teaching. them violence instead of law and order. I feel
that when ho comes to deliberate upon the question calmly,
he will find no large majority of the French Canadians
propared to endorse the opinion that any one man or any
one Province, because it cannot have its own way, shall
array itself in arms against the Govern ment of the day. I
do not believe that two-thirds of the hon. gentlemen who
are advocating the cause of Louis Riel, the unfortunate rebel
chief, are sincere. I do not believe that in their hoarts they
fuel one touch of sympathy for him, and I doubt very much if

Mr. MACKINTOSH. Mr. Speaker: i have not come to sone of them remember that there is an unfortunate widow
a conclusion, regarding the motion now before the House at home mourning his death, an'l children mourning the
without very mature consideration, and without looking loss of thoir father. Have wo heard of their being looked
at overy point pro and con regarding a question which is after, fostered and protected by the hon. member for
not only fraught with vital importance to the future of West Huron (Mr. Cameron) and other gentlemen who have
Canada, but exercises a presen t influence upon society in shed tears in this House over the death of Louis Riel, and who
the various Provinces of the Dominion. Representing, a have charged this Government with convicting him unlaw-
constituency of mixed nationalities, mixed creeds and mixed fully and unfairly, and with being responsible for ail the
opinions, I have always felt that it was my duty, hefore troubles in the North-West ? I remember the old verses
giving a vote, to know why 1 was giving that vote, and upon that tell us Satan finds some mischief still for idle bands
what information such action was based. Living side by side to do. Had the hon. gentiemen opposite a polioy whtch
with a large number of French Canadians, some of whom they could propouid, something on wtiich thoy could appeal
sympathise to some extent with the unfortunate man, Louis to the people; had this Government such a record as could
Riel, I have learned to honor them for their fealty to what be attacked before the public and in Parliamont, we shonld
may be called a lost cause, though it may be a bad cause-for not have this question here to-day ; but it is the result of a
their generosity, their spirit and the admirable manner in leader wit bout a policy and followers who are ready to
which they are prepared at all times to take part in the dis. support that leader, not for the sake of the country, not
cussion of political questions and to hecar what is to be said for the sake of any national spirit, not for the sake of
on both sides. Looking back, as I have done, since I became French Canadian interests, but for the sake of gaining office.
acquainted with the population of this country, I have It is a matter of supremo indifierence to me whether I am
not failed to remember, when we have had to some extent in public life or not, whether I romain in Parliament or
to pay respect even to the prejudices of the French Cana- not, if by so doing I am obliged to sacrifice the national
dians, that two hundred years ago the chivalry of France welfare; but, se long as I romain in Parliament, whon a
offered its best sons in order to secure a great country to the great question is to b considered and discussed, I shall
French Crown. I cannot forget also that, twenty-one years discuss it from a point of view above partyism, above party
ago this very week, the Canadian Parliament was discussing feeling, and shall endeavor to establish every statement
the question of Confederation, and I cannot forget that a that I make, and to ask hon. gentlemen opposite to question
great French Canadian leader, Sir George Cartier, whose those statements if they can. Sir, I became a politician
statue stands without these halls, was one who raised his early in life, still I do not desire the House to understand
voice for the purpose of inducing his people, those of his that I have yet reached a very advanced age. The reason
nationality, to become part of one great national family, I could not sympathise with the Reforma party, now
and who worked heart and soul in solving the problem of called the Liberal party, was that they never were a na-
constitutional Government throughont this Dominion. tional party, and perhaps the only body that they ever
Looking upon it in that light, I cannot consent to become sympathised with it in this country, of late years, is the
the apologist of Louis Riel, I cannot consent to call this party known as the Parti National. I looked at their record,
Government criminal for punishing a great criminal, while I considered their public actions before deciding to join
that statue stands without these buildings, a silent monitor a party ; I studied the history of Reform principles and
to us that we should learn the lesson of forbearance, the found them more professions likely to mislead, although cal.
lesson of thorough union and harmony. I cannot make a culated to flatter, yonng men. When I came to look at their
hero of Louis Riel and by so doing tacitly consent to admft record, what did I discover ? That whenever in Opposition
that he was a representative of the French Canadian senti- they always had a sectional cry; whenever they wanted
ment of this country. You, Mr. Speaker, know, and I know, power, they tried to crash the Irish Catholies, or to raise
what brought about Confederation ; what induced the people some sectional issue. Sir, I find that from the time tho
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party was founded upon anything like a solid basis, they
drew their strength and their inspiration from abusing the
Catholics of this country, and I only mention it now
because to.day the same tactics are resorted to. I remem-
ber the elections many years ago, when I was but a boy.
I remember one election in which Mr. Mowat, the present
Premier of Ontario, was a candidate, and what was done
to stir up the Protestants against the Irish Catholics ?
Why, placards were circulated throughout varions con-
stituencies with this inscription :

l SOUTH ONTARIo -Pray. Pray that every man and woman look to
Heaven for help. Vote for the Queen and Mowat, and Morrison and the

Pope."

Then there was another:
go EssEX P OTEsTANTS.-Stand to your colore. The command has

gone forth. The Roman Oatholic Biuhop hao advised aIl true Catholica
to vote for O'Connor, simply because he a a pt. Protestants of
Essex, will you submit to this? Shail we be ruled by Priesta?"
IHiere is another:

" PaOTrETANTS oF AMARANTE (West Wellington).--Be not deluded into
voting for the Conservative candidate whose real name is O'Gowan,
and who is a bigoted Papist of the worst class."'
My hon. friend from Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran) has
already referred to the Globe's course in abusing Irish
Catholics, and I shall therefore refrain from any lengthy
allusions. However, Sir, when discussing questions of this
kind, they call back reminiscences of 1884, reminiscences of
1885. When we were strugghlng to put down rebellion in
the North-West, he who had a true heart beating in his
bosom, should have been at the front assisting the Govern-
ment; and yet what was the reality? An attempt to array
Orangemen against Catholics, French Catholies and Irish
Catholies arrayed against Protestants, and a pamphlet
containing Mr. Blake's great speech on Orangeism dis-
tributed amongst Catholics at a time when the public
mind was already excited throughout Ontario-pamphlets
franked and sent to the different constituencies to stir up
the people against this Government, to make a little cheap
capital for the party of statesmen in this House. Mr.
Speaker, this is their platform: No policy; stir up the
people; find something to do for our idie bands ; and the
result is to-day that we are rapidly approaching the hour
when race wull be arrayed againat race, creed against
creed, and section against section, and we are going
back to the time when Confederation was looked upon
as the panacea for our political ills. This can only be pre-
vented by wise counsels prevailing and patriotic citizens
doing their duty. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the atten-
tion of the House to the position of the party when in power.
In 1S75 their chief organ deprecated raising sectarian pre-
judice in any communty. This is from the Toronto Globe,
when the hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie) was
Premier :

." It is wicked to raise sectarian prejudices in any community. It is
wicked to aggravate the Catholic minority instead of appealing almly
to their reason or their judgment."
To-day we see the change that has taken place, and they
are now trying to make the Catholic minority believe that
the right hon. leader of the Government, who has giveu
his life to lay the foundation of a great nationality in this
country, would betray them, [to make them believe that
the Conservative party, who have fought their battles
for thirty years, would betray them, and for political pur-
poses execute Louis Riel. I ask hon. gentlemen to
look atothe position to-day; I ask if it is statesman-
like, if it is patriotic, if it is truly national for us to
be forced to stand here discassing a question that
should be patent to the mind of every man who desires to
maintain the laws of his country, who desires to maintaini
strict constitutional usage ? Sir, there was anotheri
cry that the idle hands of the Rform party prepared.j

&fr. MacwreaK.

From 1855 to 1857 we had in Ontario the cry of "French
domination," the cry ofl no popery," the cry of"representa-
tion by population," the cry of "no separate schools ;"
and the right hon. leader of the Government, to-
gether with many others who supported him then,
were denounced in every possible way, because Conserva-
tives would not repeal the nineteenth clause of the Common
School Act and abolish Separate Schools. We had the Grand
Master of tle Orange Assoeiation beaten and others defeated
by the cry in varions coanties; and then, mark you, they
formed their Government, and what took place ? The
Hon. George Brown, who formed his Government, lasting
two days, selected Mr. Thibeaudeau as Minister of Agricul-
ture, and that gentleman gave three reasons for joining Mr.
Brown : The first was, there more Roman Cathohsic in the
Cabinet than there had been in any other Government since
the Union ; second, representation by population to be grant-
ed with certain checks; and bis reason was that a majority of
the Cabinet had voted against representation by population
-7 to 5. Then Separate Schools were to be granted. Mr.
Dorion stated that:

" Until enquiries were made into the systems prerailing in such coun-
tries as Belgium, Ireland and Prussia, the system should remain as at
present."

A period of comparative quietude followed; then the old
tacties were introduced. We had an Irish Loague formed in
1871, we had demagogues sent through the country teaching
the Irish that they were unjustly treated by the Conservative
party, and an agreement solemnly entered into by the leatler
of the Reform party of that day-the virtual leader outside
of the louse, the Hon. George Brown--by which certain
constituencies were set aside in which Irish Catholics shouId
be elected, and in return for that they were to hand over
the Catholic vote. lu 1872, according to that agree-
ment-and you will see how the Reform party usually
keeps its pledges-Mr. O'Donohoe was nominated in
Toronto East, Mr. MacMahon in London and Mr. McKeown
in Lincoln. These gentlemen were defeated by an aggre-
gate majority of 1,000. We had Conservatives nominated
as follows: Mr. O'Connor in Essex, Mr. O'Reilly in
South Renfrew, and Mr. Dormer in South Ontario,
and they were elected by au aggregate majority of
1,192. Throughout Ontario to-day they have not elected
one French Canadian, whereas the Conservatives have
my distinguished colleague for this city, Mr. Tassé, and
Mr. Labrosse in Prescott; and we have in the Provincial
Legislature a number of prominent French Canadians. I
ask you, Sir, if at any time we have entered into a corrupt
bargain with the Irish Catholics, or people of any nationality,
for the purpose of carrying an election ? Sir, there has
been a great wrong done to an Irish Catholic, but happily
for him e has one of the ablest politicians, and one of
the most brilliant lawyers in this country as bis advocate
-[ allude to the hon. member for West Durham (Mr.
Blake). A terrible outrage was committed on the Mr. Sena-
tor John O'Donohoe-Mr. Senator John O'Donohoe, who
the hon. gentleman would not apeak for in Toronto a few
years ago when he (Mr. Blake) was in the Govern-
ment, this Mr. O'Donohoe who left the Reform party be-
cause it was false to its pledges. And to-day we find the
hon. gentleman and hie supporters flattering the French
Canadians and endeavoring to introduce another firebrand
in order, if possible, to stir the passions of Irish Catholics.
We find too, looking back at the record, that the hon. gen-
tleman, when he refused to speak for Senator O'Donohoe in
Bat Toronto, gave as bis reason that he was not a property
owner or voter there. That is a sample :of the hou, gentle-
man's action, and I make that statement subject to correc-
tion, but 1 alseo say it having read the correspondence that
took place after. There was another O'Donoghue the hon.
gentleman had something to do with. The hon. gentleman
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seems to possess the peculiar faculty of taking one O'Dono-
hoe under his wing and doing ail he possibly can to min-
ister to his comfort. But Professor O'Donoghue was a
Fenian, one of those who have been said to love their country,
not wisely but too well. I fnd the hon. gentleman's party
prepared, upon very slender grounds, to cndemn the Gov-
ernment for net commuting the son tence passed upon Louis
Riel, but I find his whole party when in power in 1875,
voting to a man against an enquiry into the case of Professor
O'Donoghue when he came to this House asking for that
enquiry.

Mr. BLAKE. No; ho did not ask.
Mr. MACKINTOSIH. He asked through an hon. member

of this House; he asked through the present Minister of
Inland Revenue, who moved the motion; and the whole
Reform party to a man voted against it, as the hon. gentle-
man knows. Now Sir, after Confederation was accomplished
we enjoyed great prosperity throughout the country, and the
people were contented and happy. But while the Conserva-
tive Government was in power from 1867 to 1872 the same
issues were raised as are raised now, the old cries of section
against section, people agais t people. In Nova Scotia
there was an agitation for better terms. When we con.
sider the question, what do we discover? Mr. Alfred J.
Jones, who was afterwards Minister of Militia in the
Cabinet of the hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie),
writing to the Halifax OJizen on 29th July, 1872, stated
as follows:-

to that.hour when he lay in hie coffin without being a corpse. Thoe
things will be considered by a far wider jury than even the whole of
Canada; but Canada will aiso consider them, and if such proceedings
are to pass unrebuked and unpunished 'wili know the reason why.'"
Thon they not only proceeded to deal with that question in
such a manner as to excite the people but they proceeded
to arouse the people against Archbishop Taché and the
priests of the North-West. The Globe of April 18th, 1870,
said:.

"No priest dares to persist in a cause which bis Bishop disapproves of.
No ecclesiastie can continue within the pale of the Church to dtfy those
who have been set over him in holy things, or to take any course either
socially or politically which hie superior condemns Apply all this to
Bishop Taché and the occurrence at Red River, and the necessary inter-
enoe is manifest."
Strange to say, within the last two days the hon. member
for West Durham bas told us that, while ho had not docu-
ments sufficient to judge the case, he could draw his
inferences. The Reform party in 1870 deait in inferences,
as the hon. gentleman does today. The paper continued:

"father Ritchot bas been visited wit h no ecelesiastical censure for
bis course during the last few months, as a busting, unscrupulous,
poliLical Partisan No whisper of episco>il dimapý)iobalion bas bven
eard. He lodges in the Bishopa house at Ottawa as an honored gust.

not only not under the ban but as one upan whom hie superior bestows
attention and care. • • Does Bishop Tache approve of al
this prient bas done? Does he give hia conduct the benefit of episcopal
endorsation ? If nay, why has not the Bishop taken care to make hie
position unambiguous by openly declaring that he bas no symnpatby
with the doings of Father Ritchot, and that he repudiates with horror
the killing of scott. To thîs hour not one word has been heard from
him in the way of even the gentlest co2demnation of that butchery.
Is Riel to thisnmoment in any measure under the censure of the Church
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our subsidy sbould be made as on the basis of our dett and Public acraments of the Church, wouli he be repulsed till h. had expressec
Works, anti had their advice been followed we should have had $240,000 bis sorrow for that deed of blood ?- We have no reason to believe tha1

er annum for ever instead of $160,000 as at present, $85,000 of that lie would. Very great reasçn to believe quite the reverse."
eing only for ten years, four of which have already expired." Finding these efforts successful and that they were stirring

There we find that while the Reform party in this House the bearts of the people to their very depths, a month was
and throughout Ontario were condemning the Government allowed to elapse, and tho organ, preparing the way for a
for readjusting the terms with Nova Scotia, the member speech to be delivered by the member for West Durham,
for West Durham and bis colleagues were preparing, made this bi oad assertion on May 18th, 1870:
through Mr. Jones, to offer a very much greater settlement ''If the children of half-breeds up at Red River, and the half-breeds
to that Province. And that was called a principle of states. themselves, are to be acknowledged and provided for simply because
manship. Then we had the British Columbia question, and they are their father's sons, we should think that man and women who

have suffered severely because they have been faithfuil to Canada and
that was made sectional. Ontario was told t he Pro- Canadian institutiona, would not have to appeal in vain to the honor and
vince would be a millstone around the neck of the Dominion, justice of a Canadian Goverument and a Canadian people."
and the hon. gentleman called it "a sea of mountains." Again, April lt, 1870:
The iManitoba Bill was discussed, and was condemned ''"It is said that Scott was murdered, not because he had broken his
in strong terms by, I think, the hon. member for East parole, though, if he had, Riel is simply unofficial, but because he was an
York (Mr. Mackenzie). Then the Reform party got what Orangeman and obnoxious to the priests."
they wanted-a great national race issue. The unfortunste Because Thomas Scott was an Orangeman and obnoxious to
Thomas Scott was murdered, and the Reform party was the priosts, because an election was about to take place in
jubilant. Looking over the records of the day-and hon. 1871, the leaders of hon, gentlemen opposite were prepar.
members are now condemned for referring to it-it is proved ing the public mind in Ontario to crush the Conservative
that the hon. member for West Durham was prepared to party, while that party were trying to rule constitution-
attend public meetings in Toronto, and did attend enthusi- ally, as they are trying to crush them to-day for having pur-
astie meetings, at which he delivered magnifieent orations sued a similar course and policy in 1885. I have said that
denouncing the red-handed murderer. The hon. gentleman the Reform leaders spoke at different meetings, they moved
(Mr. Blake) shakes his head. If he was not there, and resolutions in the Provincial Legislature, and it is unneces-
never called Louis ]Riel a red-handed murderer,then history sary for me to enlarge on that question. But it must not
does him grave injustice, and he should have taken au be forgotten that the hon. member for East York (Mr. Mac.
earlier opportunity than this to have given it a decisive kenzie), one of the ablest mon that Canada ever pro-
denial. At the first public meetings ecalled, the excitement dueed, one of the closest reasoners, one of the most popular
was intense throughout Ontario, and the Conservativeswee men in his party at that time, in addressing a public meet-
swept from the constituencies. Why ? Simply because im- ing at Lincoln, Ont., on October 13th, 1870, expressed him-
flammatory speeches were made and burning articles writ- self as follows, according to the Gloie's report:-
ten. and, in fact, the people were irritated and excited "Mr. Mackenzie (the leader of the Opposition) referred at length tobeyond measure by the agitation-of Reform newspapers and the scandalous mismanagement of the North-West Territories, showing
eloquent speeches delivered by hon. gentlemen Opposite. that this magnificent country had ail but been hancded over to the mis-
The Globe said, April 4th, 1870: creant Riel, and pointing out the varions miserable intrigues of the

Govern'nent in firstsupporting the rebel, ill-using Governor Macdougall,
14 The trial of the poor man by a few French-speaking henchmen of and afterwards framing the Manitoba Bill at the dictation of the infa-

Riel, and his inability to underatand a single word said either for or mous men who had the audacity to appear at Ottawa as delegates from
against his condemnation, gives a view of things se utterly frightful Riel and his council."
that one has to seek in the records of savagery exclusively for any How did these dele'ates apear? The hon.
parallel. We have no wish to harrow people's feelings with further re- PP.gentleman
forence to-the miserable mangling of the poor man at ithe fnal sooue, or kww, snd the present leader of the Opposition knows,

1886. 22o



COMMONS DEBATES. MALRO 19,
they appeared at the solicitation of the Governor General
of the country and not at the solicitation of the Govern-
ment; that the Governor General promised to listen to their
grievances, to listen to what public meetings had to say
through them, and the consequence was that the Govern-
ment was condemned for countenanecing to the "linfamous
men who had the audacity to appear at Ottawa as delegates
from Riel and hise council." They assert now that the leaders
of the Government and the Government themselves never
did anything for Manitoba. Tho hon. gentleman, in the
same speech, went on to say:

" The Bill was framed entirely in the interests of Riel and hie friends,
and the ruffians, Scott and Ritchot, were received by the Government as
if they were uprigt men representing the people of the Territory-
notwithstanding the remonstances of the people conveyed to them. In
the passage ofthat Bil and in everything connectedwiththet countrylie feit that the Canadian people had suffered an amount of degradation
never equalled. Be looked to the pE ople of Canada, and especially On-
tario, to justify the action of the Opposition on this question."

I am indulging in 1hese brief reminiscences to let hon.
gentlemen from the Province of Quebec ar.d those who
mympathise with them upon the question as affecting Louis
Riel, see that the <onservative party were doing at that
time what the Reform party condemned, and now that
they have discharged their duty and have condemned a
great criminal, some of the gentlemen opposite were willing
to join in the bue-and-cry and condemn hon. gentlemen re-
presenting the Province ofQuebec in the Ministry,as traitors,
cowards and hangmen. because, in accordance with-the oath
they had taken, they discharged their duty fearlessly
as patriots and statesmen. In 1872 ihe hon. member for
West Durham (Ur. Blake), as Premier, and the hon. mem-
ber for East Yoi1k as Provincial Treasurer, offered a re-
ward of $5,000 for the arrest of Riel. In 187 L the hon.
member for West Durham desired amonument for Scott; in
187- he was willing to subscribe privately to secure Riel, and
in 1874 Riel was elected; in 1875 Riel was partially amnes-
tied ; and througbout the whole record bon. gentlemen will
find there never was a sincere motive actuating these hon.
gentlemen, so far as Ontario was concerned, in dealing
with this question of Riel and the troubles of 1870. Hav-
ing raised that excitement, what was the next proceeding ?
To agitate against the French Blens. What do we find?
Up to 1882 and prior to the generat elections, these were
the sentiments of the Free Press, the Ottawa organ of the
O pposition, and this was the attack it made on my col-
league:

4E verybody knowa that the deRdlieut enemies to this Provincear
the e Beus, of which party Mr. Tassé 1s a strong supporter."

And these hon. gentlemen, after asserting that they were
the deadliest enemies of Ontario, are willing to embrace
them now, and for what purpose ? Not to support and
promote the publie interest, but to get the opportunity of
vaulting mto the Treasury Benches. The Free Press went
on to say:

" They refueed to support Bir John unless he set aside the boundaryaward, and it was at their dictation that Ontario has been robbed of
93,000 square miles of territory. In view of these facto, it would be
sheer madness for an Ontario constituency to eleot Mr. Tassé. All our
institutions, our magnificent school system, our asylums, charitable
institutions, agricultural college, provisions of every kind for the care
of the unfortanate and indigent, and the reformation of the vicions, now
supported out of the proceeds of our provincial timnber and mining lands,
muet cease to exist if these resources are taken from us by Sir John
Macdonald at the bidding of Mr. Tassé and the Quebec Bleus."

My hon. friend and colleague (Kr. Tassé) is1 not a very
formidable looking gentleman.-

Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear.

Mr. MACKINTOSH. The hon. gentleman should wait.
I meant to add, until he speaks:-

" Will the people of Ottawa vote for Mr. Tassé, and thereby bring
Ontario down to the bankrupt.condition of Quebtec?"

Mr.MÀKcKnmTOsx

Again the Globe of July 3rd, 1882, said;
" To win the support of the Bleus to-day Sir John as thoroughly their

tool as he was in ante-Confederation days, when he fought off the Upper
Canadian demand for representation by population at their bidding It
is simply the old gamne that he is playing-denying Ontaro riphts to
conciliate the Bleus. To maintain his hold upon them he is willing not
merely to ignore the interests of Ontario as formerly, but to dismember
the Province, to rob us of our territory, to reduce the power of our Leg-
islature, to belittle and scorn and humiliate us in every way, that the
jealousy of the Bleus may be gratified. The other allies of Onta-io as
again&t a Guvernment founded on extravagance, corruption, high taxes,
and Bleu domination are the Maritime Provinces. The Reform cause,
though temporarily under a cloud, is based on sound principles and
having the moral furces of the community behind it, its triumph is not
far distant.'
And yet the hon. gentleman desires to vault into power sup.
ported by the Quebec Bleus who were represented as wish.
ing to bring Ontario down to the bankrupt condition of
Quebec. I now come to the uprising and the North-West
troubles of 1885. In 1881 my hon. friend fro.n North
Perth (Mr. Trow) was in that country. I read his
magnificent description of its resources; I read of the
happy, contented people, of the splendid fertility of the
districts he passed through, of the universal happiness
that existed, and it was not until the rebellion broke out
we beard that everyone had been miserable, that the
homes of the people were ruined, that the land had been
desolate, and all classes depressed and broken-hearted.
The hon. member for East York was there in 1884 and he
was one of the first to give warning, when he said to
a gentleman who interviewed him in Toronto for the Globe,
that he believed that the mistaken expressions of opinion in
somùe articles in the Ontario press, as well as the utterances
of certain people, had done a great deal to damage the
North-West. The. hon. ex-Finance Minister was there,
and we heard no cry of danger from him, although
ho gave the people some sound advice, as he is able
to do, when expressing his opinions to them in Winnipeg.
But it was not until Louis Riel set his foot on the
soil and strengthened himself by means of intrignes
with the Indians, that this country became aware of
the danger which threatened it. Did we receive assist-
ance from hon. gentlemen opposite? From the leader
of the Opposition there was assistance to some extent;
from the ex-Finance Minister there was to a certain extent,
assibtaLce ; but I ask if the press of this country did not
blame and condemn the Government for the uprising? Had
it not been for the loyal priests of that country, whose wise
counsels prevailed in many cases, much greater trouble
might undoubtedly have ensued. But, Sir, when hon.
gentlemen opposite assert that this Government is respon-
sible for the uprising, that Louis Riel came to Canada
because the Government policy was improper, unjust or
tyrannical, they assert what the country knows to be far
from the truth. As this discussion relates to the execution
of Louis Riel, it is not necessary for me to go into the
subject of North-West grievances. The hon. member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) will, no doubt, give the House
some information on that subject. That hon. gentle-
man was Minister of the Interior when he wrote to
.Mr. Oodd, his agent: IYou must not look up claims ;
if people do not think claims worth looking up, let the
claims go." The hon. gentleman refused to assist
the half-breeds; ho sald they had no more right to
assistance than the whites. The bon. gentleman, in
1877 - informed the hon. member for Marquette,
Mr. Ryan, that the non-allotment of lands had caused
a great deal of trouble and uneasiness in that coun-
try ; and when we turned last year to some returns from the
Department of the Interior-I think the matter was mon-
tioned in a speech made by my hon. friend, the present
Minister of the Interior-we found that the hon. gentleman
had disposed of 43 cases of half-breed grievances by simply
writing: "No.-D.M." That was the manner in which
the hon. gentleman summarily disposed of cases brought
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before him. As some one had remarked without this House:
" It was a very summary method, but I suppose it was
short and sweet, like an old lady's galop." Now, Mr.
Speaker, with the permission of the House, I shaHl
roier to a portion of the evidence as briefly as possible,
seeing ibat the plea of insanity has been introduoed into
this discussion ane that a great many learned legal minds
will, no doubt, be brought to bear upon the subject; and I
shall show that Louis Riel throughout was systematie in
everything ho said, diplomatie in everything ho did, and
thoroughly alive to the danger which must ensue if he
broke the law of the country. To Dr. Willoughby, 18th
March, 185, Riel said:

" The half-breeds had sent a deputation to Montana to bring him to
this country.

" Q. What else ?-A. That in asking him to come they had told their
plans, and that he had replied to them to the effect that their plans
were useless.

"Q. Did he say what the plans were ?-A. No, [believe not, but that
he had plans, and that if they would assist him to carry out those plans
he would go with them.

Q. Did he tell you what those plans were ?-.. Yes, he did.
Q. What next did he say ?-A. fHe said : Now I have my police-re-

ferring to the men at the door.
''"Q. Those 60 or 70 men ?-A. Yes. He pointed to them and he said:

You see now I have my police. In one week that little Government
police will be wiped out of existence."

Was that the action of insanity? lie made his arrange-
ments most systematically and thoroughly, and yet we are
told he was insane. Dr. Willoughby continues :

I The rebellion of fifteen years ago will not be a patch upon this one.'

Again :
" The time bas now come when those plans are mature, my pro-

clamation is at Pembina, and as soon as I strike the firat blow in the
North-West, that proclamation will go forth, and I will ho joined by
half-breeds and Indians, and the United States is at my back. '

Further, ho said:
"Knowing me and my past history, yon may know I mean what I

nay. The time bas now come when I am to rule this country or perish
in the attempt."1

To Thomas McKay (page 18, report of trial), Riel said:
"I have been waiting fifteen long years; we have bean imposed upon,

and it i time now, after waitini a.tien. that their riSht ihould i b

Again, page 654:
"In idiocy there is no capacity for writing-in dementia, as :there la

no memory, it often happons that the same word is written over and over
again. No person in a state of dementia can write a connected sentence,
because, before the lat part of the sentence is completed, the first ls
entirel forgotten. In imbecility, we may meet with every variety of
mental defect, but the state of the mind L pretty well shown by the
expression of the thoughts in writing."

I ask hon. gentlemen to read Louis Riel's letter in reply to
the deputation that waited on him in Montana, requesting
him to go to the North-West; Iask them to read his letter
to Dr. Fiset when in prison; I ask them to read bis diary,
and then to say whether they could not convict nine-tenths
of the people of Canada of being subject to dementia and
imbecility or mental disorder if Louis Riel was insane.
Again, on page 664:

" The proved existence of mental diseases does notnecessarily exempt
a person from criminal responsibility. Many a man whose mind 1 in
an insane state knows perfectly well whether ho is doing wrong; and
so long as ho knows that, he is econsidered ubject to the criminal law.
The question of morbid delusion cannot always be allowed to screen a
criminal from the const quences of is own acta; while, on the other hand,
there are instances in which the plea of insanity may properly be
allowed, although no delusion can be proved. Each case must be taken
with al Hits surroun ding circumstances, and legal theories of insanity
are chiefly valuable, not as rigorous axioms of law, but as cautions to
be observed by the jury,"

Mr. MILLS. Hear, hear.

Mr. MACKINTOSHI. I ask the hon. membor for Both.
well (Mr. Mis) to peruse Louis Riel's letter in accepting
the invitation of the dolegates to coie bai k, for I am sure
he would not say "Hear, hear," if ho had read it. 1 iel took
twenty-fx ur hours to consider; ho said it vas 1he proudest
day of bis life when asked by the delegates to go back to the
North-West. I ask hon. gentlemen to read another docu-
ment which bears the impress of Louis Riel's sanity, that
is the delegates report on returning from Montana. This
report of the delegates, I am satisfied, was inspired by Riel
at the time. At page 665:

"When the defence.of insanity is set up In a charge of murder, in
order to warrant the jury in convictiug the prisoner, it must '>e groved
affirmatively that 'ho waa insane in a certain legal sense at the time of
perpetrating the act.' If this be left in doubt, and if the crime charged
in the indictment ho proved, it is their duty to convict him."

- U-.0- 1IY ,gp VbtiviiII ZttUlys , LUrr s6 u uç Uegiven, as the poor half-breeds have been imposed upon. I would ask hon. gentlemen, in order to gauge that

Riel became very excited and got u and said: point, to road the speeches of Louis Riel delivered between
July, 1884, and July, 1885, and sue how ho urged his people

bYou don't kn w what we are aft r-it is blood h blood i We want to approach the (overnment as obedient children should
t be r aoutofthextermina.i'reEver body that sa insto*t approach a kind and indulgent parent, whle, at the sametu be driven out of thfcocuntry. Thçtre are two ourses in tihe country, apoc idadidlet. ttesm

the Government and the Hudson Bay Company." time, ho was holding intercourse with Poundmaker and

Woul ho, gntlmenoppsitedesre j~a ~ houd ~ other Indians, arranging and intriguing for the voryWould hon. gentlemen opposite desire that we sihould eon- upr sing tat m a eginand yet we are asbked to say thissidor them insane because they aFsert the Government is piagtatbO lc;an o .aease esyti
curse to the country? Tbey have asserted that for years, is the conduct of an insane man. More than that, I would

and yet I do cot su oseray bon. gentleman opposite ask hon. gentlemen to look at the evidence of the Rev.

condsiders is leaders insane. Father André; where ho states distinctly the carefully
prepared plan which Riel had arranged to get ont of the

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman quotes it as an evi- country when ho found himself in danger, and how, grasp-
dence of Riel's sanity, j ing at the last straw, ho said to Father André: "If ou

Mr. MACKINTOSH. The hon. gentleman is quite right; cannot get me $35,000, get me what you caun'' That also

I quote it to show that ho was in active sympatby with they cat the conduet of a mad man. In a ue, that
hon, gentlemen opposite, and quite as sane as they are, of Regina vs. Stekes, 2 I. Car. & Rer., il was rnled:
measured by this standard. Now, as there are two features "That it is necessary to impress upon the mind of a medical witness
of this question which have been particularly referred to in that it is not medical bnt legal insanity which uas t ube proved upon

the Province of Quebeo, and which will h discnssed througl this occasion to the satisfaction of the jury. Monsieur Esquirol, who
wrote much upon the medical jurisprudence of insanity, expresses bis

out the country-the question of sanity, and the question of beliof that there are well formed distinctions between the action of an
recommendation to mercy-I desire to refer to those insane and a sane criminal. Amongst those ho enumerates: lot. Want

questions. In the first place, it is said that Louis Riel was of accomplices 'hebomicida mania.'2nd. yThe sfn crifaynal aalways a motive.' Tbe sot of murder la oni>' a meaus for gratifying
mausae. I have studiously examined many works on. 'some other more or leu criminal passion,' and is almost always accom-
medical jurisprudence, and made adigest of some few panied with some other wrongful act.' The contrary exista in 'homi-

cases which I will lay before the House. Taylor, in his cidal mania.' 3rd. The victime oft acriminal are thos who gthosehis
"Medical Jurisprudence," at page 653, sys: desire or wishes. The victim eof theo1 monomaniats' are amongot tisoso,

who are either indiferent to, or are the most dear to, hixn."

"If a person when left to himiselfhas managed his affaira with reason- I would ask hou, gentlemen to turn to the evidence,
able cae ed propriety and has acted independutly of others, there o us d tell tho ROU5O Whether in the matter of the murdor of
be no strouger proof d bis legal pomponoy." adtl eRt leàri à atro à udro
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Thomas Scott at that time, and again in 1885, when he
threatened to hang Thomas McKay and Charles Z. Nolin,
Riel's conduct indicated that he was insane, or that he was
perfectly sane, and had systematised in every particular a.
method of carrying out his plans. Again, commenting on
the case of the Queen vs. McNaughten, tried at the Cen-
tral Criminal Court, London, England, in March, 1843, in
which a plea of insanity was advanced, a writer in "The
British, Foreign and Medical Review," July, 1843, page.
273, thus wrote :

" Before a plea of insanity should be allowed undoubted evidence
ought to be adduced that the accused was of diseased mind, and that atq
the time he commnitted the aet lie was not conscious of right or wrong.
Every person was supposed to know what the law was, and therefore
nothing could justify a wrong act, except it was clearly proved that
' the party did not know right from wrong.' If that was not satisfal-
torily proved, the accused was iable to punishment. If the delusions
under % hich the person iabored were ouly ,artial, the party accused
was equally liable with a person of sane mind.'

I shal also refer to Roscoe's Digest of the Law of Evidence
in Criminal Cases, 9th Edition, page 75 :

'' This authorlty, dealing with the question of the defence of insanity,
states that the principle appears to be well laid down by the following
writers: Alisnn's Principles of Criminal Law in Scotland, pages 6456and
654, set forth, 'That, to amount to a complete bar to punsbment, either
at the time o committing the offer ce, or at the trial, the insanity muet
have been of such a kind as to entirely deprive the prisoner of the use of
reason as applied to the act, and of the knowledge that lie was doing
wrong in committing it. If thoagh somewhat derarged he is yet able
to distinquish right from wrong ln his own case, and to know that he
was doing wrong in the act which he committed, he is liable to the full
punishment of his criminal acts?"

Was Biel cognisant of the fact or was he insane, when he
ssil to Dr. Willoughby: ' The time ha, come when 1 must
rule this country or porish?" Dr. Mayo, in his work on
' Medical Testimony and Evidence in the Case of Lunacy,"
1854, page 9, says:

" It is certainly a great evil that under the present mode of laying
this question before a jury the law operates unequally: One case be-
comes the subject of prominent publie interest, and every exertion is
made to construe the most trivial eccentricities of character into proofs
of insanity."

I also quote from:
" Allison's Principles of the Criminal Law of Scotland, pages 6556i

referring to the case of Regina vs. :lenderson, laya it down that the plea
of insanity must be received with much more diffidence in cases proceed-
ing from a desire of gain, as theft, swindling or forgery, which generally
requires some art and skill for their completion, and argue a sense of
the advantage of acquiring other persons' property. On a charge of
horse-stealing itwas alleged that the prisoner wam insane; but it appears
that le Lad stolen the horse in the night, conducted himmelf prudently
in the adventure, and ridden straight by an unfrequented road to a dis-
tance, sold it and taken a bill for the price. The defence was overruled.

& In consequence ot the acquittal on the ground of insanity of Daniel
MeNaughten for shooting Mr. Drummond, in 1843, the House of Lords
asked the opinion of a bench of judges upon certain questions relating:
t0 insanity:

SJustice Maule held-That there is no law that I am aware of that
makes persons in the state described not responsible for their criminal
sets. To render persons irresponsible for crime on account of unsound-
nese of mind, the unsoundness should, according to the law as it has
long been understood and held, Le such as to render him incapable of
knowing right from wrong.

" Chief Justice Tynaali-' Assuming that Your Lordahipa' enquiries
are confined to those persons who labor under such partial delusions
only, and are not in any other respct insane, we are of opinion that,
notwithstanding the party accused did the aet complained of with a
view and undtr th influence of insane delusions redressing or revenging
some supposed grievance or injury, or of producing some public benefit,
he is nevertheless punishable acoording to the nature of the crime com-
mitted if he knew at the time of committing such crime that he was
acting contrary to law, by which expression we underatand Your Lord-
ships to mean the law of the land.''"

I ask then, whether, under any of these precedents, the plea
of insanity could be established in Riel's case? Riel knew
that efforts would be made to construe everything he did,
and his peculiarities.and eccentricities, into insanity ; he waa
erratie, but only when it answered better than oumning
diplomacy. I will now trouble the House with a few state-
ments of cases where the plea of insanity failed:

" . vs. Arnold-Oollinson on Lunacy-475-16 How., State Trials-
f to 76 1

-r. MAgITOBE,

"The prioner wu indicted for shooting at Lord Onslow. A defence
of insaity w mset up. It appeared from the evidence tha the prisoner
was to a certain extent deranged, and had misconceived the conduct of
Lord Onslow; but he ha4 formed a regular desire to shoot him and pre-
ptred the maans of effecting il.

,Judge Tracy ruled that defence of insanity muet be clearly made
out. That it is not every idle or frautic humor of a man, or something
unacceountable in hi actions, which will show him to be such a madman
as to exempt him from punishment; but that where s man is totally de-
prived of understanding and memory and does not know what he is
doing any more than an infant, brute or a wild best, he will probably
be exempted from punishment.

" R. va. arl Ferrers-19 Howard, State Trial, 866:
"Lord Ferrero was tried before the House of Lords for the murder of

his steward. It was proved that he was occasionally insane, and fan-
cied Lis steward to be in the interest of certain supposed enemies. The
steward being in the parlor with him, he ordered him to go down on his
knees, and shot him with a pistol, and then directed hie servants to put
him to bed. He afterwards sent for the surgeon and decla ýed that he
was not eorry, and it was a premeditated act, and he would have drag-
ged the steward out of bed had he not confessed himself a villain. Many
witnesses stated that they considered him insane, and it appeared that
several of Lis relations had been confined as lunaties. It was contended
for the prosecution that the complete possession of reason ws not neces-

ary in order to render a man liable for Lis acta. The peers unani-
mously found His Lordship 'Guilty.' It was sufficient if he could dis-
criminate between good and e.oll

"R. vs. Bowier, referredtoteil Oolliueou on Lanacy, page 613:
'The prisoner was indicted for shooting at and wounding. The

defence-was insanity, arising from epilepsy. H had been attacked by a
fit; was brou ght home apparently lifeless. A great alteration had been
produced in is conduct, and it was necessary to watch him lest he
should destroy himself. Mr. Warburton,keeper of a lunatic asylum, said
that in insanity caused by epileps the patient often imbibed violent
antipathies against his dearest friends, for causes wholly imaginary,
which no persuasion could remove, though rational on other topics. He
bad no doubt of the insanity of prisoner. A Commission of Lunacy was
preduoed, dated 1'7th June, 1812, with the finding that the prisoner had
been insane since the 13th March, nearly three months. Judge Le Blanc
said it ws for the jary to determine whether the prisoner had.committed
an offence with which he stood charged was capable of distngulshiug
between right and wrong, or under the influence of any illusion, with
respect to prosecutor which rendered Lis niind at the moment insensible
te the nature of the set which he was about to commit, since in that
case he would not be legally responsible for his conduct. On the other
hand, provided that they should be of opinion that when he committed
the offence Le was capable of distinguishing right from wrong, and not
under the influence of such an illusion as disabied him from discovering
he was doing a wrong act, he would be answerable to the justice of the
country and guilty in the eye of the law. The jury, after considerable
deliberation, found the prisoner 'guilty.' "

In King vs. Parker, in Collinson on Lunacy, page 477, bears
oMtthe same rule. A prisoner was indicted for adhering
to the king's-enemies. His defence was insanity. Ie was
ounted, from a child, a person of weak intellect, so that it
surprised many that he had been accepted as a soldier.
C(nsiderable deliberation and reason, however, were dis.
played bybhim in entering the French service, and ho stated
to a comrad that it was muoh more agreeable to be at
liberty and have plenty of money, than to remain confined
in a dungeon. The Attorney-General said that before the
evideuecould have any weight in rebutting the charge so
clearly made ot:t, the jury must be satisfied that the time
the offence was committed the prisoner did not really know
right from wrong. He was convicted. Sir James Stephen,
dealing with the subject of insanity, page 177, Vol. 2,
" Criminal Law in England," says:

" It is to be recollected, in connection with this subject, that though
madnea isW diseame, it is one which, to a great extent, and in many
cames, ia the sufferer's own fault. In reading medical works the connec-
tion between insanity and every sort of repulsive crime, that it seema
more natural to ask whether, in many cases, insanity is not rather crime
in itself than:an excuse for the crimes which it causes. A man cannot
help an accidental blow on the head ; but he eau avoid habitual indul-
gence in disgusting vices-and these are a commoner cause of madness
than accidents. He cannot avoid the misfortune of being descended
from insane or diseased parents; but even if he Las that misfortune, he
ought to be aware of it and to take proper precaution against the
e&cta which it may be expected to produce, We do not recognize the
grossest ignorance, the most wretched education, the most constant
involuntariky assoomtion vith criminals as an excuse for crime; though
in many cases-I think, not a soaââer proportion of cases than is com-
monly supposed-they explain the effect that crimes are committed.
This should lead to trictuess in admitting insanity as being in doubtful
cases any excuse at all for crime, or any reasen for1nitigating the pun-
ishment due to it."
Without quoting furtherenthorities, I hold we have proofof
Ries snity on the following grounds: i1t, mBie delibertely
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toqk one day to consider the request of the delegation ; 2nd,
Riel was a companion of theirs and held intercourse for
many months, betraying no insanity; 3rd, he realised that
Jackson, his secretary, was insane and committed him to
jail; 4th, he had accomplices in his crimes and systemati-
cally and skilfully directed the whole campaign; 5th, ho
proved his sanity by confiding to Astley that he intended
throwing the responsibility of the rising on the council;
oth, he stated distinctly that he would rule or perish; 7th,
ho admitted to Astley that he had prompted the disaffected
to urge him to remain in the country ; 8th, the first docu-
ment addressed by the delegates to those who sent them
to invite Riel, bears the impress of Riel's inspirations; 9tb,
ho was capable of managing his afEairs when he wrote Dr.
Fiset, formerly a member of the House, that the Govern-
ment was indebted to him in land and money; 10th, he was
sane, if ever Mean was sane, when proposing to sell his poor
dupes for money; Ilth, ho was sane in the opinion of his
church dignitaries, otherwise he could not bave received
the holy sacrament before his execution; 12th, he was sane
as evinced by the thorougbly systematised method of all
his actions from the day ho le t Lewis County, Montana,
until ho wrote a sketch of the troubles in which ho was
implicated; 13th, ho was, up to the hour of leaving
MRontana, an instructor in a Jesuit college. There
is one particular point which bas been discussed in
this House and througbout the Province of Quebec. Be-
tween the time Louis Riel was executed and the present
bour, it bas been insinuated that the Government, although
there was a recommendation to mercy by the jury, cruelly
caused the deatb of Louis Riel for political purposes; that
they met the demands of the Orangemen of Ontario and
of the Dominion, and it bas been also insinuated that on no
occasion have men been hanged where the jury had recom-
mnended them to mercy. I propose to show otherwise.
Before quoting the cases which are local in thoir character,
I wili quote from the "Principle of Punishment," by E.
W. Cox (Recorder of Portsmouth), 1877, page 188:

" But a1thou h a recommendation to mercyeof the jury should alwaysbe received with respect and gravely considered, it is not always to beaccepted in practice. It is a good rule to ask .for the ground of therecommendation. in tact, when infrequent, it is nothinq more than a
ready means of bringing about unanimity. Some ofthe jurymen have
doubts, or more properly, are reluctant to convict, not because they
question the guilt of the prisoner, but because some soft place in theirihearts inakes them unwilling te punish. À recemmendatien te mercy
satiefies a kindly emotion, and others aqsent; but without any sucdesire on their part. The question by the judge, 'upon what ground,
gentlemen,' perplexes them and some give 'insufcient reason,' as theusual defece.te, ,ikewise it is when the jury recommend tomercy iuigoace of tthe facta as te antecedents of the. conviet I have seen
cases in which the prisoner, se recommended, is afterwards shown te
have been convicted previously. In all such and similai cases, the judge
will not give effect to the desire of the jury."

Taschereau, in "Procedure in Criminal Law," vol. 2,page 377, 1875, referring to the judgment in Regina vs.
Tri bilcock, sets forth :

" What the jury may say in recommending the prisoner to mercy, je
not a matter upon which a case should be reserved. When the jury say1guilty,' there le an end Io the matter-that is the verdict-and Mhe
recommeadation to mercy is no part of the verdict."
Stephen, volume 1, p. 558, Criminal Law in England, con-i
trasting the English end the French system of procedure,i
remarks:9

"The English system is based upon the assumption that jud d
ury will each perform their respective parts fairly and In goo faith.

That the judge wiIl tell the Jury what is the law ap?licable te the whole
cas, and thatthe Jm will b. guided by the judge s diretions in Éid-
ing their general verdiet ef iuilty'- or 'not guilty.' Both history and
contemporary experience show that this system has in fact worked
admirably and does soe still. Under the French system elaborate and
even intricate precautions are devised to keep apart the facts and the
law, to leave the law for the court while the facto are for the jury. But
in spite of these precautions the jury continually decide in the teeth of
the law, and are in practice judges, both of law and oft fact. The jury
deliberate and then vote upon each question proposed to them. Eaeh
juryman has two tickets marked 'yes' and 'no' for each question.
The tickets are counted and burned after each vote, and the result 'yes'
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or 'no' in recorded on the margin of the paper of question. The matter
ij decided by a bare majority and the jury are expressly forbidden to
state the number of the votes."

Yet hon. gentlemen have been perambulating the country,
holding up before audiences in the Province of Quebee the
terrible scandal of a jury of six at Regina, with a stipen-
diary magistrate, and a Justice of the Peace assisting,
finding a man guilty of murder, whi'e in old France seven
out of a jury of twelve can flnd a man criminally guilty
and send him to the gallows. Stephen also says, vol. 1,
page 560, "Criminal Law of England:"

"There is one other point in which the English and the French
systems are strongly contrasted. This is the French system of 'circon-
stances attenuantes,' and the English system of ' recommendation te
mercy.' The finding of 'circonstances attenuantes' by a French jury,
ties the hande of the court, and compels them to pas a lighter sen-
tence than they otherwise would be eniitled to paso. [t appears to'me
to be as great a blot upon the French system, as the way in which that
system sets thc judge in personal confict with the. prisoner. It gives a
permanent legal efrect te thc fira impressions et seven out of twelve-
altogether irresponsible persons, upon the mest delicate et ail questions
connected with the administration et justice, the amount of punish-
ment which having regard te its moral enormity aud aise te its politi-
cal and socal danger ought te be awarded te the given ofrence. To
put such a power into the hande of seven jurymen to be exercised by
them irrevocably-upon the firt impression, is not only to place a mont
important power in the most improper hands; but also te de prive the
public of any opportunity of infinencing the decision in which it is
deeply intereeted. Jurymen having given their decision disappear
from publie notice, their very names being unknown."

Again, p. 461:
"In cases where the judge has a discretion as to the sentence he

always makes it lighter whon the jury recommend the prisoner to mercy.
In capital cases, where he bas no discretion, but nvariably in practice
informs the Home Secretary at once of the recommendation, and it in
frequently, perhaps generally, followed by a commutation of the sen-
tence, i seems to me infinitely preferable to the system of 'circonstances
attenuantee.' Though the impression of the jury ought always to be
respectfully considered, it is oftcn founded upon mistaken grounda, and
is sometimes a compromise. It i usual to ask the reason of the recom-
mendation. I have known at leasut one case in which this was followed,
irst, ey silence, and then by withdrawal of recommendation. I have
also knownu cases in which the judge said, 'gentlemen, you would
hardly have recommended this man to mercy if yon had known as I do,
that he has been repeatedly convicted of similar offences.'"

And yet some honorable members contend that Riel's first
offence should have had no weight in determining the action
of the Executive. Mr. Speaker, I have quoted distinguished
authors, in order to show, by contrast, how unfairly and
unjustly those opposed to this Government have acted
with reference to the question of recommendation to mercy,
and I have taken the trouble to go through. the different
criminal cases which have been tried in the Dominion
since Confederation, and I find case after case where there
were recommendations to mercy, where insanity was set
up as a defence, and where Ministers of Justice have
refused to reoommend Executive clemency. In the case of
Ethan Allan, who was found guilty of murder and recom-
mended to mercy (the prisoner was convicted of killing C.
Driscoll by a blow with a crowbar) the Minister of Justice
recommended no interference, and he was hanged on the
4th December, 1867. John H. Munroe was found guilty of
murder and recommended to mercy, and was hanged on the
25th of January, 1869. Cyrus Picard was found guilty of
murdering Duncan MoYannell by shooting, and was recom-
mended to mercy. He was hanged on 23rd November, 1871.
John Travis, convicted of murdering John Johnson, was
recommended to mercy. Sir Geo. Cartier (for the Miniater
of Justice) could discover no grounds upon which the jury
could base such recommendation. He was therefore hanged
on the 13th of February, 1872. James Carruthers was con-
victed of murdering his wife and reoommended to mercy.
The judge (Chief Justice Hagarty) roported that "there
was no doubt whatever of the faot of the murder. The
defence rested on endeavoring to prove that the prisoner
was insane. The jury found against that defence and
convicted him of murder, and at the same time recom-
mended him to mercy." Sir John Maodonald, the
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Minister of .ustice, recommended no interference, and
he was executed on the 23rd of May, 1873. Elizabeth
Workman was convicted of the murder of her hus-
band, and recommended to mercy. The judge reported
that he had nothing to say favorable to the prisoner. She
was executed on the 23rd of May, 1873. Angus McIvor
(Manitoba) was convicted of murdering Geo. Atkinson,
and wounding with intent B. Charette. Çhief Justice Wood
charged against the plea of insanity, and the Minister of
Justice (Hon. Mr. Blake) reported that he saw no reason to
doubt the evidence, nor any extenuating circumstances.
McIvor was hanged on the I7th December, 1875. Thomas
alias Iroquois (Manitoba) was convicted of murdering
Henry Corneil, with a recommendation to mercy. Judge
McKeagney made no comments. The Minister of Justice
(Mr. Blake) reported the crime clearly proved, and the
convict was hanged on the 4th of April, 1876. William
Vaughan was convicted before Mr. Justice Wetmore at the
city cf St. John on the 1st April, 1878, of having brutally
murdered an old woman of 70. On the 6th of the same
month he was sentenced to be banged on the 22nd June
next ensuing. Insanity was not pleaded as a defence; but
after the sentence it was suggested by the Attorney-General
(Mr. King) to the then Minister of Justice (Ir. Laflamme)
that there was undoubted insanity in Vangban's family,
his paternal grandfather having been of weak intellect, and
one of his aunts on the same side insane for several years,
while a sister of bis was subject to fits, and prisoner him-
self of rather feeble intellect, though apparently perfectly
aware of the moral character of the crime. Mr. King
added that Dr. Steeves, of the Provincial Lunatic Asylum,
had examined the prisoner, and would report, if asked to
do so. Mr. King was asked to send, and sent Dr. Steeves'
report, which corroborated what the Attorney-General had
stated as to insanity in prisoner's family, and mentioned,
besides, that the prisoner had two feeble-minded brothers,
bith criminals. The report concluded:

"4There is, therefore, without doubt a congenital neurotie defect run-
ning through this branch of the Vaughan family, and that William
omssses a aulty intellect and an effective nature, utterly bad, is proved
y hie lat senseless crime, and also by his erratie habits, his lying and

hie thefta.
"IWm. Vaughan's mind is in a measure imbecile. He probably began

life with an imperfectly developed nervous organisation, his affinities for
evil gratifications were strong, and by easy gradations he passed to hi@
last great crime. Notwithstanding this consummation, however,
Vaughan possesses a pretty clear knowledge of the nature, character
and consequences of his acts, and yet there is an element operating in
him, due to congenital neurotic defect, rendering oblique hie affective
nature, perverting his volition and tending to produce crime."
The sentence of death was carried into execution. Many
years ago the rising of what were called the 'Luddites,' in
the weet riding of Yorkshire, England, resulted in the
hanging of 17 offenders. The organization had for its
object the prevention of the introduction of machinery into
the manufacturing of fabrics, in which the towns of York-
shire and Nottinghamshire were specially engaged in pro-
ducing. With reference to one of the prisoners, Thomas
Smith) the verdict of guilty was returned, the jury recom-
mending him to mercy. The recommendation was disre-
garded and he was hanged. The chronicler of this
case syas: "After this somewhat severe example of
the danger attendin7g those connected with such law-
less acts, the spirit of the Luddites was broken
and was never again revived in Yorkshire." I think,
Mr. Speaker, I have shown that when recommenda-
tions to mercy are not accompanied by a recommendation
from the judge, the Minister and his executive very seldom
extend Executive clemency. But we have found through-
out the country this Government condemned because there
was a recommendation from the jury at Regina-a senti-
mental recommendation, perhaps-and it was referred to
the judge, but he failed to endorse it, and referred it to the
Minister of Justice, who, as I imagine, laid it before the

Mr. MacKinTosa.

Executive. And because in the case of Riel and the others
that policy was adopted, we find the hon. gentlemen oppo-
site prepared to condemn this Government and endeavor-
ing to make party capital out of questions of high consti-
tutional law. Sir, I have shown, as briefly as possible, the
battles the Conservative party have fought for national
union, a union of all classes of people; I have shown that
in questions of sanity and insanity, doctors and experti
differ ; I have shown that in cases of recommendations to
mercy, this Government and the Reform Government on
many occasions, when there was a recommendation to
mercy, when there was an insanity report by medical
experts, failed to take cognisance of those reports, and
hanged the criminals. Again, Sir, even the respites granted
Louis Riel have been turned against the Government.
Take a similar case in England which now suggests itself:
Michael Barrett, found guilty of the memorable Fenian
outrage at Clerkenwell, England, was sentenced to execu-
tion on the 12th of May, 1868. The Government instituted
an enquiry into the truthfulness of the alibi set up by
several witnesses from Glasgow. Proper persons were
appointed to sift the matter thoroughly. The investigation
as to the enquiry did not terminate; the day of execution
drawing near, a respite of several days was granted. This
respite ended on the 19th of May. A further respite took
place, and on Sunday, the 26th of May, the chief official
connected with the Newgate goal intimated to the fenian
convict that the enquiry had closed, and that the Home
Secretary saw no reason to interfere with the carrying out
of the ser tence. Early on the morning of the 26th of May
Barrett was hanged, after being twice respited. I bave
niw to quote in contrast to the almost inhuman action of
somo hon. gentlemen opposite, the words of their leader,
when it suited him to sneer at the Province of Quebec and
thus make capital with the other Provinces. 1 have
expressed the humble opinion that I believe that if this
sectional question is continued we will have ere long
in this country a conflict of race and nationality and a
policy of provincialism. If we do not stand by the
federal constitution, grave results will follow. In this
view, I am glad to know that the leader of the Opposition
once agreed with me. He has laid down broad and
strong, the greatprinciples of federal government, the prin-
ciples of federal stabili Ly; and looking over one Of his
speeches the other night I.find an earnest appeal made, par-
ticularly to the Province of Quebec, to maintain the federal
principle. In a speech on the address, delivered January
18th, 1884, the hon. gentleman said, referring to Mr. Bel-
leau, who had just been returned for Lévis:

"I would say to the hon. gentleman (Mr. Bellean, the then member
for Lévis) that when he bas adorned this Parliament a little longer, he
will find that if there is one thing this Parliament is disposed not to do,
it is to meddle with Queber, and he will find that any danger which
Quebec rune is because it is not always the case that the hon. members
from that Province-and I have now one of them in my eye-who are,
or make themselves the special guardians of its rights in the Parlia-
ment are equally careful of the application of the same principles
whicL they would desire to see applied to their own Province when the
question concerns some other Province. I would desire him to remem-
ber that it is by a firm and careful adherence, and a uniform and un-
deviating application to all the Provinces of the same hon. gentleman's
p.rinciples of respect for the federal principle, of respect for the local
igbts, and by resisting as endangering the whole fabric any attempted

infringement upon them in any one Province, that the views of my
hon. friend will ultimately prevail- and that so long as we find jealonsy
with respect to those rights when they affect a particular Province, and
indifference, or even a disposition to assist in their impairment when
only other Provinces are concerned, so long it is impossible to say that
what the hon. gentleman wishes, namely. the mainteuance on a Pound
and immutable basis of the federal principle has yet ueen attained."

Mr. BLAKE, Hear, hear.
Mr. MACKINTOSHL. The hon. gentleman says "hear,

hear." I ask him to turn to hie supporters and while he
says "hear, hear," I ask if they can sincerely say so too.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear,
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Mr. M ACKINTOSH. I am much pleased to know that1

s0 many bon. gentlemen opposite have obeyed for once the4
instincts of patriotism ; I am very glad to hear ther at1
last standing by their leader who will no donbt vindicatei
his professions by his actions. Although the hon. gentleman
and bis supporters say 4hear, hear," to that principle, the1
hon. member for Huron, (Kr. Cameron) a few nights
ago was doing everything he possibly could, amidst theg
plaudits of bis party, to stir the bitterest kind of pro-
vincialism and animosity. He was warning his people
against Orangemen ; he had the raw-head-and- bloody- boues
in the shape of the hon. member for West Durba m's Orange
speech to fail baek upon and thus appealed: I ask you
French Canadians and Catholics in this louse and country,
to support our party because the Government executed
Louis Riel. He did all this, yet the hon. gentleman to-day,
sitting calmy in bis seat, asks the party to re.echo his
stentorian "hear, hear," when I repeated his patriotic
speech, the speech of one who bas national feeling, but who
has no policy, no determination, and has not the courage of
bis convictions or opinions. Sir, there is more than that
to be said. W. heard the hon. gentleman complain that he
wanted more documents in this case, and yet a few
nights before the hon. gentleman from West Huron
delivered a firebrand speech in this House, denoune-
ing the Government, saying the Government was clearly
proved guilty, although they had not then the docu-
ments which they now ask for; and we heard the hon.
leader of the Opposition applauding and congratulating him
on bis unpatriotic effort. He was able to make up his mind
in the case, and found the Government guilty; but to
day bis party want more documents to enable them to
arrive at a just and unprejadiced verdict. Mr. Speaker,
the bon. member for West Durham wants returns, the hon.
member for .East Quebec wants returns; other hon. gentle-
men want returns. Sir, hon. gentlemen opposite will get
returns; they will get returns at the next general election,
come it soon or late; they will get returns from the consti-
tuencies, ieturns from the counties, the same kind of returns
they have received for the last two years, in nearly every
by-election that bas taken place-the same kind of returns
that Antigonish sent them a few weeks ago; the same kind
of returns that St. John sent them a few weeks ago; the
same kind of returns that intelligent electors send from
every constituency when they are called upon to decide
whether demagogues or statesmen shall be entrusted with
the management of national affairs. And when they
appeal to the country they will find that they cannot
cajole and deceive the people mio supporting them.
Sir, so far as the people can judge of their record
f r the last thirty years, and particularly of their course
in this House to-day, the verdict will be that, neither
iii power nor out ot power, have they fulfiled a single
i0edge that they ever made when in opposition or at
any other time; and I challenge any hon. gentleman to
prove a single case where they made a pledge to the people
Ii opposition upon any great political issue that they
fulfiuled whon they reached the Treasury benches.
Ir, is said this Goverinent bas persecuted Riel, that
they have hounded him to death, that they handed him over
to the Orangemen, that the Government wanted to discover
some method of getting rid of him, and the only way was to
pack the jury and get a verdict against him. Looking over
the case, as I did before I made up my mmd to say anything
about it, I turned to the report of Chief Justice Wood as
well as to the indictment against Louis Riel on 10th Febru-
ary, 1875. The indictment states:

" The Queen e. Louis Riel. February 10, 1870. Judgment of out-
lawry on an indictment for the murder of Thomas Scott at Fort Garry,
on the 4th Karch, 1870, was this day pronounced in open court at Win-
nieg, againut Louis Riel, and a record of the proceedings to judgment
QI ouawri.1

Chief Justice Wood pronounced the sentence of outlawry
on the same date. This judgment amounts to convic-
tion of the crime, and therefore Riel was found guilty
according to the law of the land as much as though ho had
been tried and found guilty of the murder by a jury. I turn
now to the proclamation issued by the advice of the Govern-
ment of the hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie),
dated 23rd April, 1875. It provides:

" And we do hereby further ordain, direct, declare and proclaimn: That
each of them, the said Louis Riel and Ambroise Leplue are and shall be
acquitted, pardoned, releaued and discharged. And thst ail proceedinage
in respect thereof shall cease and determine upon this expressed condi-
tion that each of them the said Louis Riel and Ambroise Lepine shall
absent and keep himself absent from the Dominion of Canada for the
period of five years from the date ofthis Royal proclamation (23rd April,
1875) and abstain from the exercise and enjoyment of bis political righis
therein for and during the said term; and provided that upon brohe of
this condition by the said Louis Riel or Ambroise Lepine this our Royal
proclamation aad remission shabar asto the sald Louis Riel or Ambroise
Lepiue se eornmitting breach thereof b. utteriy nali sud vold."
If Louis Riel accepted these terms he thereby entered into
a virtual contract with the Crown to absent himseolf from
the country, according to the terms of the proclamation and
the action of this House, for five years. What was thet act?
Turning to the evidence given by Dr. F. Roy at Regina,
I find the following:-

"Q. Had you any connection with the asylum at Beauport, lu 1875
sud 1876 ?-A. Yen.

.Yon were at that time superintendent of the asylum?-A. Yes.
"Q. ln those years or about that time, did you have occasion to se

the prisoner --A. Certainly, many times.
".Where .did y ou see hum ?-A. lu the asyium,

Oryo'xtel the date?-Â. Yes, the date was taken from the
register when I left Quebe.

" Q. What date is that ?-A. I took the entry from the register laithe
hospital in the beginuiug of this month.

Q.as the admitted with ail the formalities required by law?-A.
Tes.

"Q. Wili you tell me what time he left the asylam --A. He was dis-
charged about the 21st January, after a residence in the house of about
nineteen months."

Although Riel was required by Royal proclamation to
remain absent from the country for five years, he returned
within the specified period. Turning to Addison on " Law
of Contracts," 8th edition, page 149, I find that the breach
of a contract entered into when sane, dealt with :-

" Although contracts of lunatics cannot be carried luto exeention
against them, yet, if they were in sound mind when the contract
was made,an the imbecility f intellect bas subsequently intervened,
the rigbts of the parties wiil net be altered."
Apart from the plea of insanity which is urged by some
hon. members, and the force of which I do not admit, hd
this Government been desirous of persecuting Riel, they
could have shielded themselves, according to my view,
which Io that of a layman, behind the fact that Riel was
subject to arrest and execution without trial under the pro-
clamation, the terms of which ho had violated. If Louis
Riel did not accept the terras or agree to any contract with
the Crown, ho was yet more culpable as h. was an outlaw
under the bill of indictment found against him in 1875. In
any sense I can see no legal reason why, whon ho violated
the terms of partial pardon ho was not liable to
be hanged at any time. I throw out that opinion to show
that had the Government been desirous of persecuting
and pursuing him like bloodhounds, as bas been said,
they could have doue so in the way I have mentioned, and
thus have brought Riel to justice, when at the recont trial
evidence was given that ho had been a resident in Canada
and had never answered to the Crown for the murder of
which he had been found guilty. This of itself proves
that the action of the Government was promoted by high
constitutional motives and not barbarous persecution. I
find that another hon. member, whom we all respect for
his ability, the hon. member for South Huron (Sir Richard
Cartwright), made a speech on 17th December, 1885, in
Orillia. The hon. gentleman said, in answer to a question
asked by the Rev. J. B. Armstrong:
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"I have.me objection to answer the question put by my rev. friend.

I 'do îi6t cordemn the Government for the execution of Louis Riel.
My condemnàtion reste on a very much broader and deeper

und--on the ground of their maladministration of the North-West
Idtimg the past seven years ; the other question if I recollect arilght was
whether1hé first rebeliion in 1870 was justified. * The con-
demnation is aked for on the ground of their general mismanagement,
notr so far a•I am concerned, on account of the sentence of death being
carried ineo execution. As to the firet rebellion in 1870 I am not so
wëil informed on that, but I believe that the universal opinion now
among those who have examined the matter, is that the population of
the NorthsWest were badly treated in 1870. But to say that rebellion
la justified lu a very different tbing. A rebellion may be excused, and
parties who goad unfortunate ignorant men into rebellion may be
punished. But that is a wholly different thing from justifying rebel-
lion, and least of all can I undertake to justify rebellion in an Indian
country, where, as I have said, an enormous number of our countrymen
and countrywomen would have been expised to ail the horrors of
savage war if that rebellion had spread."

That wäs the opinion of the hon. member for South Huron,
in contrast with the opinion of the hon. member for Quebec
East (Mr. Laurier), who a few weeks before had said ho
would, had he lived on the banks of the Saskatchewan,
have shouldered his musket; and possibly the result would
have been that the hon. member for South Huron would
lave had one son less. During this debate we have heard
the Montreal Post quoted. That paper has condemned the
Government for hanging Louis Riel, and published
bitter diatribes against the Minister of Inland Revenue
and against the Ooneervative party. When we examine
the articles and know who the writer is-that he is a
gentlenfa who failed to obtain a commission from General
Middleton, and was yet so anxious to shoot down the half-
breeds that ho took his gun and went as a volunteer and
fought at Batoche, we can understand that there are white
grievances at the bottomr of half the agitation. Hon.
gentlemen opposite have challenged us to show where they
ued this question in Ontario to stir the people. I will tell
them one place. I was in East Durham in August last,
and the whole battle on nomination day was fought over the
question as to whether Riel should or should not be hanged.
An ex-member of the House, Mr. Kerr, of Cobourg, was
there stating from the platform that it was the duty of the
elect>rs of East Durham to vote for the Government candidate
as a warning to them that if they did not hang Riel in
September, what the result would be at the next elections.
I heard these declarations made on the platform by Mr.
Kerr, an ex-member of this House, and a Reformer. He
stated further that he condemned Sir John Macdonald for
his actions in the bouse towards Riel, that it brought the
blush of shame to his face to find that the Conservative
party had supported him, and I turned to thejournals and
showed that Mr. Kerr himself had given his vote in favor
of the very motion for which he was denouncing the
leaderof the Conservative party. More than that, advertise-
ments were scattered over the riding, offering to devote
8500 to a charitable institution should Louis Riel be hanged
if some prominent Conservative would undertake to
contribute a like sumr in the event of Louis Riel not
being hanged. We had some fifteen or sixteen gentlemen
in that riding, of whom eight or ten were Liberal
members of this House, and our candidate had a majority of
between 300 and 400, and, as one gentleman remarked, if
we hd had the whole of the Reform party in this House
in the riding at the time, the majority would have been
at least 1000. As for the hon. member for East Quebec, I
cannot believe that he spoke the sincere sentiments
of his heart when spologising for rebellion; I believe
he spoke under excitement, or else he has changed
very much since the days when he was in the Ministry,
the days when he made loyal speeches te hie countrymen
and recorded the sentiments embodied ln speeches
which I have in my possession. I have here a " Lecture
on Political Liberalisim, delivered by Wilfred Laurier, M. P.,
on the 26th of June, 1877, in the Music Hall, Quebec, under
the auspices of the Canadian Club." In that speech ho said:

MIr. MACKNToUs.

"Tou wish to organise a Catholic party but have not taken into con.
uideration the evil of raising it; you will 'rin on your countiry cala-
mties, the consequences of which it ls itaposibf. to predict.

" You wish to organise aIl Oatholiou into a single party, without other
inpport, without other basis than that of religon, but you have not re-
flected that by that fact alone you organise e Protestant population
as a single party, and that then inutead of peace and harmony which
now exista amongst the different elements ot our Oanadian nation, yon
will bring on war, religious war, the most frightful of all wars."

Then he went on to refer to the peace and happiness exist-
ing among all classes in Canada. He said:

" But if we are a conquered race, we have alo made a conquet-the
conquest of liberty. We are a free people. We are in theminoerty; but
we have preserved ail our rights and privileges. Again, why is it
that this liberty is so valuable to us ? It is because it is the constitution
which was won for us by our fathers; and which we to-day enjoy. We
have a constitution that places the Government in the hand eof the
people. We have a constitution that has been granted to us for our own
defence. We have not greater privileges, but we have as manry rights
and privileges as the other races which compose the Oanadian family.
Again, it must not be forgotten that the othermembers of the Canadian
family are divided into two parties-the Liberal and the Conservative.
Then the hon, gentleman spoke out for his country and
gave his countrymen advice, which it is greatly to be
regretted was not before him when he made his speech at
the Champ de Mars. He further said:

" No, there ls a fatal law which shall have always the ame effect, in
morality au in physics. Where there is compression there must be a
violent and ruinous explosion. I do not say this to palliate revolution.
I hate revolutions; I detest every attempt to force opinion by violence."

The hon. gentleman, after making these remarks, after
teaching his countrymen constitutional rights, constitutional
law and principles, went before an audience, and, in an
hour of excitement, ere he had the documents before
him, ere ho had the report of the trial, ere ho had a case
upon which to base a fair judgment, told thom that had
he been on the banks of the Saskatchewan, he would have
had his musket on his shoulder in rebellion against the Gov-
ernment and against the Queen, whom ho had faithfully pro-
mised to sustain and support with all due allogiance, when ho
became a Minister of the Crown. There have been charges
harled against the Conservative party in this House that'they
play with loaded dice. Sir, I ask hon. gentlemen opposite,
and I ask you and through you, the country, who and what
party have played with loaded dice; who is to-day gambling
with the destinies, with the national interests of the coun-
try ? Who is gambling with the sacred causes of Justice?
-if not hon. gentlemen opposite-I do not say all of
thom-but I do say that to-day we have a party arrayed
against constitutional Goverument, and we have the Con-
servative party, the constitutional party in thie House, who
are fighting the battle fairly and honestly against men who
have no object, no ambition, no method in their actions, save
and except the one idea of office. I have spoken as briefly as
possible, not being desirous of occupying the time of the
House any longer than absolutely necessary. But when a
question of this kind comes up, though I may represent
a constituency or I may not, I for one shall go for country,
for constitution, for law, be the oigin of the man whose
fate is in question, English, Irieh, French or Scotch.
Sir, why is it that in times of trouble, in the hour of excite-
ment and national danger, the people look with confidence
to the Conservative party-foel that they are able to guide
the Ship of State over the breakers, feel that they would
scorn to betray their trust, that they would scorn to
jeopardise the constitution or to make capital out of the
nation's tribulations? It is because Conservatives have
the courage of their opinions; it is because Conservatives
have confidence in the present and future of their country;
it is because Conservatives properly estimate the genius of
the era in which they live, and realise that a nation gov-
erned on more experimental principles cannot ho to keep
pace with the march of modern civilisation. To-day the
world's progress, the world's ceaseless activity, wi not
allow mon time to consider mere threadbare doctrines or to
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embrace the dead issues of bygone decades. The people
desiie principles, aima, measures, issues that will live over
might-a-constitutional structure capable of withstanding
the ravages of time; one that future generations may point
to with pride and say: That edifice was erected by skilled
mechanics, it was the creation of master workmen; the
storms -and passions and prejudices of centuries have beaten
about it,.yet it stands to-day as grand, as massive, as impreg-
nable, as when first completed.

Mr. BLAKE. I trust the hon. gentleman who has just sat
down will not impute any desire on my part to depreciate
the varied and versatile talents of which he as just given us
an illustration, if I do not devote any considerable portion
of the time that I shall feel called on to trespass on the
House, to a discussion of his speech. It was indeed a pro-
duction which, if it were to be followed and discussed,
would lead us tolerably far afield from the question we are
now called upon to debate ; and there is nothing I more
admire than the apparent fervor and freshness and zeal
with Which the hon. gentleman in1his peroration, denounced
the propriety of dealing with dead issues, after he had
commenced his speech by laying before us an olla podrida
not very savoury of ancient fancies and fictions, rather than
facts, which he proposed should be set before us to
prevent as from deuling with the very serious issue which
is really before us. I have admired his skill and talent in
several capacities. I have admired his skill in the making
of printing contracte; I have admired his powers in the
acquisition of railway subsidies, and I am to-day called
on to admire his attainments in the profession of
law and in the profession of medicine, as well as in
that process of the collection of odds and ends of dead
issues, which he began by telling us about, though
he ended by denouncing their being raised. Now, Sir, the
question before us belongs to that part of the administra-
tion of justice for which the Exenutive is responsible to
Parliament. It is, in its nature, out of the ordinary scope
of our enquiries. But I am glad to know that the Govern-
ment has frankly recognised the proposition which I
ventured a few weeks ago to suggest in public-that this
particular case comes fittingly within the scope of our
eniquiry; that it is a proper thing, under the circumstances
which have occurred and in the condition of the question,
that it should be brought into Parliament, and should be
iere debated and decided. There is, therefore, on this

occasion no necessity'to engage in the consideration of what
are the limitations under which we may properly inter-
vene in-Parliament with this portion of the administration
of justice, because both sides of the flouse appear to agree
that-this particulaIr casedoes not fall within any rule which
shouldjprevent our interference, but rather that its nature
is such-as imperatively demande our interference; and, for
my part, I should have thought it a humiliation to the
Parliament of Canada if-in the circumstances which
preceded, which attended, and which have followed the
event round which the interest of this debate centres-it
should have been argued by any responsible statesman that
it was in this Chamber, and in this Chamber only, that there
should not be free discussion, aqd a decision after that
discussion, upon the conduct of the Administration. But
while this is the case, and while I for my part do not
desire to complicate the particular issue which is raised
with any other issue not necessary to be considered in
order to its determination, I am not equally able to com-
pliment the Administration upon the mode in which they
-because I drop disguises, and say they-have brought
this question forward, and have insisted that it shall
be debated. I entirely agree that, while the case is
one fer our consideration, the discussion is of a delicate
character, dealing as it does with the administration of
justie.. It is a ease in'whick I believe we ought absolutely
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to eschew all spirit of partisanship, in which we ought, as
far as possible, to eliminate from our minds all spirit even
of party, and which we ought to approach as nearly as we
may with the calmness, the dignity, and the impartiality
of the judge. This is always a difficult task for a political
body, and therefore a task rarely to be attempted-to
be attempted only under that pressure of necessity which
rests upon us to-day. But it is a task peculiarly difficult on
the present occasion, because of those questions of race and
creed which have been drawn into the discussion; because
of the old oifence, which has been made, rightly or wrongly,
a part of the question under consideration; and because
also of the question of responsibility of the Government
itself in connection with the outbreak which gave rise to
the trial which resulted in the sentence which the Govern-
ment ordered to be executed. But, Sir, though I quite re-
cognise the special difficulties which surround us in
approaching this our task in the spirit in which it ought to
be approached, I conceive that the existence of those
difficulties only makes the adoption of that spirit the more
imperative, and that our duty is, so far as the interests of
truth and justice will allow, to say no word that may irri-
tate, and as far as possible to take a course which may
heal old sores-and new sores too. I agree in the obser-
vation which was thrown ont from the opposite side of the
louse the other day as to the general tone and temper of

the debate so far ; and I hailed with extreme pleasure the
courteous and kindly compliments which were paid to my
hon. friend beside me (Mr. Laurier), by two of the Minis.
ters, on his speech of the other evening. It
is to my mind Lhe crowning proof of Freach
domination. My hon. friend, not contented with having
for this long time, in his own tongue borne away the palm
of parliamentary eloquence, has invaded ours; and in that
field has pronounced a speech, which, in my humble judg.
ment, merits this compliment, because it is the truth, that
it was the finest parliamentary speech ever pronounced in the
Parliament of Canada since Confederation. That speech has
been complained of a little because it differed from the toe,
it was said, of former speeches. Some things have been
said upon it to which I may ask your permission to allude
at a later date. Now, Sir, the hon. member for Ottawa
(11r. Mackintosh), announcing in varied tones and ut
different intervals, the attitude of hon. gentlemen on this
side of the House with reference to this question, a
little mistook it, and, I think, without any justifiable cause
for such mistake. I have the honor to occupy, however
unworthily, the position of leader of the Liberal party ;
and with a fuil sense of the responsibility attaching to that
position, I took, at the earliest practicable moment after my
return to the country, the opportunity of deoclaring publicly
what I conceived ought to be and was the attitude of that
party towards this question. I have since enforced by argu-
ment on ail occasions the view that that was our true attitude;
and I repeat to-day, in the presence of this Parliament, the
declaration I then made, that upon this subject there has not
been, nor is there intended to be, the slightest association
of party in our ranke- that of set purpoee, and in the be-
lief that we shall so best discharge our duty to our
country, we have agreed that each one of us shah, after
listening to the arguments and coming to such conclusion
as we can, vote as he conceives, entirely irrespective of ail
party alliances, the interests of his country demand.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Heur, hear.

Mr. BL AXE. Hon. gentlemen opposite cheer derisively.
I understand them perfectly; they cannot conceive of such
an ac. It is incredible to them that public men should so
act, and I do not feel moved ut ail by their cheers, knowing
as I do from eighteen years' experience, their manner of
conducting business. But what I say is true, for ail that;
and 0, upon t>his ocasiQn, I m ut speak, not at all in my
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capacity of leader of a party, but as an individual, for did bring down, which are not yet brouglt down, and
myself alone. The hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert), some, as I shah show before I resume my seat, very
the other evening, very much complained that I had not important. I think the conduot of the Administration on
been heard from earlier, and he also, with that vivid imagi- the question of the production of papers is blameable in the
nation which he shares with the hon. member for Ottawa extreme. They use these papers as a fund upon whicb they
(Mr. Mackintosh), made some statements with reference to can draw, so far as they thiok tlem advantageous to thom-
my course in debates on important questions, which I selves in the conduct of the discussion; but sucb papers as
might challenge if it were perhaps worth while. I had they think do not tell in their favor, they hold back. Take
thought that I had expressed opinions which are recorded the inister of Militia. The other evemng he thought it
in the Debates, and of which I believe I have no cause to would help hie argument with reference to the patriotism
be ashamed, with reference to the Streams Bill, the and disinterestedness of Riel, with reference W the degree
Boundary question, so far as that was at ail a con- of sympathy or the reverse which we ought W extend to
stitutional question, and the License law. But it seems him, W read a letter of Bishop Grandin. The Minister takes
that the hon. member's diligence and researches the letter ont of his Poo et, and hoereade it, ne
have failed to recall to his recollection or to enable thouglt it would help hio and therefore he read it.
him to ascertain that I ever spoke on any of these Hethonght it would help hini W anticipate the encounter,
topics. However that may be, I never intended that this which I1am sure we are looking forward to with great
de bte should close without my saying something upon this interest, of the two military men, the hon. Minister of Milîtia
question ; but, as I stated upon the occasion to which I refer, and the hon. member for Bellechasse (ir. Amyot). Re
I deaired to hear, being entirely uncommitted by any decla- thouglt it would do him a littie good W bring down some
ration or absolutely formed opinion, what was to be said on telegrams in advance, and ho read extracte of a lot of letters,
both sides of the question, and I have awaited, I think, a and a couple of telegrams, which he says were sent W him
convenient time for the presentation of the case by those by the hon. member for Bellechasse, and li read them at a
who have been assailing the Administration and by the Ad- time when the hon. member for Beliechasse (Mr. Amyot)
ministration in its defence. I think we have the right to having already spoken, lad no opportunity, according to the
assume, at this period of the debate, that all the material ruies of debate, of replying to him, and when thcy were but
positions which could ho brought forward on the side of very little relevant W the question. Sud was the course that
either of the contending parties have now been advanced. the hon. Minister of Militia thought consistent with hie duty.
I waited, I confess with some anxiety, to hear the legal W the fouse, with the dignity of lis position, that ho
adviser of the Government, who, I thought, might at an thought consistent with the generosity which ought to
earlier period than this have enlightened us upon those prevaul between political opponente. The Government
portions of this important question which specially select suob papers as they think they can make a point on
appertain to his duty, to his responsibility, and to in the debate. These tley bring down at the moment
his office. But when I saw, two or three nights ago, thcy want W use them, but thc mas of papers, on
after the close of the speech made by the hon. member for the perusal of which, if they had been plaed in an
Iberville (Mr. Béchard), though half a dozen Ministers accessible form before us, a proper gencral judgment could
or more, including the Minister of Justice and the Secre- be readhed, blese they refuse W bring down. Thcy say
tary of State, were in their places, that the G>vernment they have no time W bring then down, that tbey have ne
declined to rise; when I saw their supporters calling ime to do anything else but to debate ths question from
" question ;" when I saw the Government insisting upon day te day, and have time onty W bring down those papers
Opposition members, or upon hon. gentlemen on this side, which serve their arguments. I said the other day, and 1
gentlemen who did not take the view that the Government repeat, tbat in my opinion the whole question of the conduct
took, following one another, and thus declining the debate; of the Governent, before the rebellion and np to the ont-
when I found my hon. friend from East Quebec (Mc. break, andthe whole attitude and relation of thc haif-breeds
Laurier) obliged to rise after the hon. member for Iberville, and white settierà to the Governont with reference to thc
and when Ifound, 24 or 48 hours afterwards, that still thevarious questions which have been agitated, are extremely
Minister of Justice did not rise, I presumed he was not material W the formation of a judgment upon this question.
going to rise at all, or, at any rate, not until after he had I did net say what the bon. the Minister of the Interior the
heard some other speakers on this side. If, therefore, I shall other day misnderstood me as saying, that 1 thougît we
be obliged to state some conclusions, to advance some ought te debate them in the sane debâte-on which we
opinions, which, after the further light that he perhaps may debate this question. I did not think so for a reanwhich
be able to throw upon this subject, I should have modified, is very obvious, for the reason tht, even the debating of
I trust that theI louse wili not suppose, at any rate, them. by themselves, taking them altogether, is a question
after the taunt from the hon. member from Lincoin so large in point of time, in point of subjeet, in point ofrefer-
(Mr. Rykert), and after the course pursued by the Govern- ence W documents, as W transcend the limita, the ordinary
ment so far with rtference to the debate, that I have inde.ad reasonable limita of debate, while the question we have
cently hurried my presentation of my humble self to this before us is one of quite suffcient magnitude and compli-
louse. I have saidthat I believe that there are materials cation At any rate W involve a debate by itecf. So far I
very important to a satisfactory discussion of this question, quite agree, but what 1 said the, other day, and what I
which materials the Government have not thought fit reiterate, is that, notwithstanding that proposition a o
to bring before us. I do not intend to enlarge Vhe complexity and magnitude of the questions rendering
upon that topic, having had an opportunity of refer-. it inconveniet that they should be debated together, it is
ring to it a day or two ago. I say we ought to have none the leu important W a soand decision upon this ques-
had an opportunity of seeing some of the papers which have tien that thc other questions should be debate and wc are
been brought down and which we have not yet seen, because doing a wrong thing: we are putting the cart before
we know that unprinted papers are accessible to but few. VIe here, when we diausfirât of ail thc final act in the
For my part, I have not yet had the opportunity of se. great draina, insteadcf dealing in the firet instance
ing a single paper brought down by the Government so far, with those precedent facto and circumatances, threshing
with the exception of the instructions to the Crown counsel them out, eifting theind endeavoring to reach a cou-
of which . obtined a copy. There are important papersclusionas W Vth relative responsibilities and attitudes cf
so far as I am able to gather from statements made by the the Government of the country aud cf the people who
Minister when presentig from time time those wlich ho rpe. 1 say t"t wo oughL W know that inerder that
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we may properly measure what the moral uit was of
those who rose, we ought to know it in orer that we
may properly measure what was the right of this
Government to act as judge in this cause. And, therefore,
Sir, I am of opinion that the course which the Government
has decided and insisted upon being pursued in this matter
is an inconvenient, an illogical, an unsatisfactory course.
I think also that it must be thoroughly understood-and
we may as well understand it now-that, if we are to put
the cart before the horse, we shall have to deal with the
horse a littie later. I think it had botter be understood
that we are not debating in this motion, in the form
in which it is insisted that the question shall be put,
when we cannot call, if it were convenient to call, for
a decision upon it, when we have not those materials to
which I referred the other day, the obligation to submit
which to us has been admitted by the Government but
romains unperformed; that we are not now debating,
still less deciding, that great question, a question which
is the question, Sir; for what we are debating to day,
however important it may b. on the general principles
which govern it-and I believe it is of grave importance
-however important it may be with referenoe to the
question of sentiment and the -question of feeling which
have been raised about it, that question is but an incident
of the real- question which is to be tried between the two
sides of this House. And again, Sir, I am unable to com-
pliment the Government upon the course which they have
pursued in determining that, this question being brought
forward now, the discussion, in its practical form and sense,
should be limited, by their motion of the previous question.
I am not hinting that we may not debate the main motion
just as freely ai ter the previous question is put as before-
of course we may; but all the guestions which are involved
in the main.motion are questions which are properly to be
deb.ted, and some of them should have been brought for-
ward in a manner in which the opinion of the House should
be taken upon them in this connection; and the capacity
to take the opinion of the House upon them in this connec-
tion being taken away from us by the proposal of the pre-
vious question, the Government has, as I conceive, exercised
a very unwise discretion, and pursued a very needless course
as well, in so dealing with the matter. I say a neediess
course. because 1 think it is pretty palpable to all of us that
no possibIe amendment that could have been moved would
have prevented us in the end from coming back upon the
motion of the hon. member for Montmagny (Mr. Landry). I
should myself deplore any attempt to evade a decision upon
that precise question, but quite consistently with a decision
upon that preoise question being desirable is this pro-
position aiso good that it is desirable that there should
be decisions upon other questions as well. Therefore, Sir,
upon these grounds, and notably on the ground to which I
have referred a moment ago with reference to the papers,
when we happily reach that stage in this debate at which
onr opinions are to be converted into votes, I shall myself
vote against the proposition that this question be now put,
believing it is not fit that, at this time and under these cir-
cumstances, that the question should be now put. I shall re-
present, I feel sure, though I do not know, I am quite satisfi-
ed I shall represent in that declaration the opinions of a min-
ority-how smail or how large a minority is of little conse-
quence-the opinions of a minority, and therefore immedi-
ately afterwards we will come to the question itself, and,
coming to the question itelf and recognising therefore the
tact that with that question we shall have to deal, I propose
to discuss the method in which we should deal with it, as of
course after that first vote there will be no opportunity for
further discussion. Now, I could well understand and I
believe that I could well justify this proposition-that
under the circumstances to which I have briefly alluded,
it would be fit further to emphasis one's view of the inex-

pediency, the impropriety, the unfairness of the course
which the Government is pursuing by abstaining from
voting either way upon the main motion. I can thoroughly
understand the opinions of many people as being in favor
of such a view, thus leaving the question to be debated at
its proper time and under.its proper circumstances; and I
can understand also-as you will readily perceive-the
opinion as existing in some minds that in the sun of
this whole matter, though they may not be able'wholly
to agree with the view of the Goverument, they should yet
think that it was not a case in which there were grounds
for recording a censure upon the Government in regard
to their action. I have aiready declar ed, on the occasion
to which I have referred, that such circumstances bave
existed in my knowledge, paying as I naturally do,
some attention to the operation of criminal justice in
the country, and I say that [ can very well understand
that some persons should reach that conclusion. It is
not the view or course which I propose to adopt. I
have reached, for my own part, conclusions which seemu to
me to b. so clear, which seem to me to be so well founded,
which seem to me to b. soimportant in the general interestof
the administration of criminal justice, that I feel it my duty
notwithstanding the disadvantages in which we are placed
in coming to a conclusion, not to permit those disadvant.
ages to deprive me of an opportunity wbich, perbaps,
might not recur, of recording my vote or expressing my
opinion. Now, then, as I have said, it will b. necessary
that we should, before we can finally dispose of this ques-
tion, though we are called upon to dispose of it now, it will
yet be necessary that we should. hofnre we can really and
properly dispose of it, thresh out the question of the
North-West affairs. I do not propose to enter into that
discussion now, for the reasons which I bave given. It
is, perhaps, needless for me to do so, because I have
already, at some considerable length, variously stated
at from six to seven hours-I hope it was not quite seven,
Mr. Speaker; I dare say you know better than any one of
us-but I have stated in a speech which was but, after ail,
a chronological recital of the actions of the one side and of
the other, my view upon the evidence which was thon
presented, of the relations of the Government to the
North-West to the white settlers, and to the half-
breeds in the neighborhood of Prince Albert and
elsewhere the facts; and I have declared, and I think I have
proved, that there were in those matters gross, palp-
able, incredible delay, noglect and mismanagement. I
was struck the other night when my hon. friend fron East
Quebec (Mr. Laurier) in the course of another branch of hie
argument altogether, referred to the execution of Admiral
Byng. I thought I recollected something of a historical paral-
lel in another regard between those times and persons and
these times and persons; and turning next morning to the
book I had in my memory, Walpole's book on George II, I
found what happened at that time. At that time, too, Sir,
there was a North American question with England; at
that time there was a French question in North America;
and just at that time the annalist of the reign of George II,
records with reference to the Secretary of the Southern
Department, the Minister of the luterior of that day, the
Duke of Newcastle-that duke who, when he was told, as
I said awhile ago in this House, that Annapolis muet be
defended, said, "Oh, yes, of course; Annapolis must be
defended ; certainly. Where I where is Annapolis ? "-Of
that same Minister, he records that what facilitated the
enterprises of the French was the extreme igno:·ance in
which the English cort had kept themselves of the affaire
of America. "It would not be credited," says the annalist,
" what reame of paper, representations, memoriais and peti-
tions from that part of the world lay mouldering and un-
opened in his office." And turning a few pages on to the
other event which had called my attention to the subject, 1
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find the account of this same Minister with reference to
Byng, that when a deputation waited on him shortly before
the trial took place, to make representations against the
Admirai, he answered :I"Oh, indeed, lie shallh be tried im-
mediately, ho shall be hanged directly." So you see, Sir,
there are very curious parallels between past and present
times. Now, Sir, I have held, and I hold this Government
responsible for every dollar of the public and private trea-
sure which has been expended, for every pang that has been
inflicted, for every life that has been lost, whether on the
field or on the scaffold in the North-West, and I believe that
for this, their responsibility, they will be called to a strict
and stern account, here first, and afterwards at the great
tribunal so soon as they, who boldly challenge us to come
on, choose to bring forward those papers which they hold
-I do not krnow whether they be yet mouldering or
unopened-hut which, in some way or other, they hold
within their vaults. Now, with reference to the
insurgents, of course there was legal guilt-of course,
rebellion, the old saying is, is always treason until it becomes
revolution. The degree of moral guilt is not a question
for the jury at all; it is a question to be considered when
yon come to award the punishment. It does not affect in
the slightest degree either the verdict of the jury or the
sentence of the court. Riel was legally guilty, no matter
how great, and pressing, and long endured the grievances
may have been; no matter how strong the case may have
been; Riel was legally guilty, no matter what the moral justi-
fication or the moral palliation or excuse may have been;
Riel, and those who rose with him, were legally guilty of
the crime of treason, if they were mentally responsible.
The Crown in the course of this trial, stopped the evidence
sbout the grievances, and they stopped it-I make no
complaint of their conduct-they stopped it rightly, because
it was no defence at law, because it was utterly impossible,
as the Crown counsel observed, that the court which sits
under the authority of this Parliament and of this Govern-
ment, could permit evidence to be taken to show that
treason or rebellion against this Government was
a justifiable thiug. There was then, Sir, upon this
trial before the jury, complicity with and a league in,
the insurrection being abundantly proved, and in fact
practically admitted, the single question whether the pri-
soner should be found guilty, or whether he should be
found not guilty, on the ground of insanity. Now, before
dealing with that question, I wish to refer to some only of the
incidents connected wilh the trial, and I regret that the
course of this debate has somewhat lessened, in one or two
respects, the favorable impression which I had derived and
had pleasure in expressing on a former occasion. I have
myself expressed-and I had hoped, and hope now that
what I said, though not said here, might have been
thought, not wholly unworthy of some observations-J
have expressed my regret at the choice of the judge
in this case. I have pointed out there were some difficul-
ties in relation to any judge who might beappointed under
the existing circumstances ; that in the first place these
stipendiary magistrates, in the North-West were, in truth,
inferior magistrates. They are not magistrates-I desire
to speak of them with ail due respect-but confessedly they
are not magistrates in any sense of that weight, dignity,
authority, and standing which belong to those magistrates,
who, under the laws of the older Provinces of the
Dominion, are entrnsted with the trial of capital offences.
I have pointed out, besides, that those judges are political
offieers, as members of the North-West Council, of that very
North-West Council which, shortly after these trials, thought
it within the sphero of its duty to pronounce an opinion-
first of ail, upon the conduct of the Government with refer-
ence to the transaction of its business, that portion of its
business the neglect of which led to the insurrection or
gae the opportunity for the insurrection ; and, secondly,
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to pass an opinion upon the course whiph onght
to have been, or the course which was, pursued by the
Government with reference to the execution of this very
sentence. I have pointed out also that the standing of
those officers in another important respect is inferior to
that which ought to be the standing of man entrnsted with
such issues, in this: That they are not officers holding their
office during good behavior; they are offlors huding oEce
practically during pleasure, The security which grows
from the entire independence of the jadges of the Bxecutive
Government, does not subsiat in this case, aGd the fact that
it does not subsist has been emphasized by this Government,
which in a well known case has removed one of those.stipen-
diary magistrates from office. So that, not merely in theory,
but in practice has the lesson been tanght that these judges
are under the control of this Government. Those difficulties,
in my opinion, should have been removed by legislation.
I do not think that Parliament as a whole, what.ver the
Administration may have done, really contemplated that
trials for high treason or treason-felony should take place
before those magistrates. I do not suppose that in what
we thought was happy, peaceful and contented Oanada
there was any one who thought of the possibility of a trial
for high treason or treason felony. Speaking for myself I
say it never occurred to me that we should have such a
trial last year or any year in our country; and-I therefore
say that I fancy it must have been upon ithat view very
largely that the legislation which was passed by the late
Government and which was amended in a direction which
diminished to some extent the securities for the prisoner
by the present Goverument, was passed. You may say
these are but theoretical difficulties after ail. I say, xio.
I say they are serions practical difficulties. I have already
said elsewhere that the question is not sirmply of the actual
fairness of the trial. It is of the last consequence that the
public should have all the securities which conetitutiQnal
government and parliamentary government have wrested
from the prerogative, and that there should be in the minds
of the public a certain conviction that those spearities exist
and are available. This is not a new question with us.

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

After Recess.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 24) to incorporate the Kingston and Pembroke
Mutual Aid and Insurajnce Company, Limited-(Mr.
White, Renfrew.)

Bill (No. 25) respecting the Northern and Paciflo Juno-
tion Railway Company.-(Mr. McCarthy.)

Bill (No. 27) to amend the Act to incorporate the West
Ontario Pacific Railway Company.-(Mr. Macmillan,
Middlesex.)

Bill (No. 32) to incorporate a Community of Religions
Ladies under the nam'e of " The Sisters, Faithful Companions
of Jesus."-(Mr. Royal.)

Bill (No. 33) to incorporate the Shuswap and Okanagan
Railway Company.-(Mr. Homer.)

Bill (No. 37) to naturalise GirolamoDonsentini, cominonly
called Baron Girolamo Consentini.-(Mr. Hall.)

Bill (No. 38) relating to the Niagara Grand Island Bridge
Company.-(Mr. Baker, Victoria.)

Bill (No. 40) relating to the Canada SoutIern Bridge
Company.-(Mr. Baker, Victoria.)

Bill (No 4.5) respecting the Dominion LansQop4ation
Company, Limited.-(Mr. Beaty.)

Bill (No. 48) toe amend the Aet to incorporate the
Niagara Frontier Bridge Company.-(Kr. Ryâert.)
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EXIECUTION 0F LOUIS RIEL.

Mr. BLAKE. Before recess I was pointing out that we
must not consider these points as theoretical merely ; they
are practical-intensely practical. The spirit of them is
exhibited in our Statute-b"oks, in the Act wbich constitutes
the Supreme Court, in which it is expressely provided
that the judges of that court should not be competent to
accept any commission or employment, or any emolument
under the Government of the day. In the Consolidated
Statutes of Lower Canada, an express prohibition of a si milar
character exists, and was brought into play we recollect,
not so many years ago, by our late lamented friend, Mr.
Holton, and that in connection with a North West matter
too, when a learned judge of the Superior Court of the
Province of Quebec had been appointed administrator of
the Government of the Province of Manitoba. This statute
precluded the taking effect of that appointment. And how
did this take place? IHow was it that this law was
engrafted on the Statute Book ? Because it had been found
of practical consequen - to the people of the Province of
Quebec that it should be so. There also, as we know, there
had been an agitation against grievances of many years'
standing, which culminated in the rebellion of 1837 ; and for
a great many years this question had been one of the
questions agitating the people of that Province. You will
find that as early as 1825 the resolutions of the Legislative
Assembly of Lower Canada declared as follows:-

" That for the more upright and impartial administration of justice it
is expedient to render the judges of Ris Majesty's Jourt of King's Bench
and Provincial courts more independent than hithertofore by incapaci-
tating the said judges from seat in the Bxecutive and Legislative
Couneils, and disqualifying such as have now seats therein from sitting
or voting in such Uouncils.

" That it is expedient to secure by law to the said judges their respec-
tive offices during good behavior in the same manner as those officeru
are secured in. England.

'' That it will be expedient, for the purpose aforesaid, to secure ade-
quate permanent salaries to the said judges on their being prevented
from holding any other office of profit or emolument under the Crown ."

It is not, Sir, in the heyday of liberty that we are to forget
the securities for freedom. The price-according to a
hackneyed but ever-to-be-remenbered maxim-the price of
liberty is eternal vigilance; and in thi: regard, as I have
said, an error has been committed. Now, whLt is the mea-
sure and extent to which this Administration is chargeable
in this respect? Certainly not in the existing state of the
law with reference to a trial before one of the stipendiary
magistrates. Ail that can be complained of fairly against
them is, that their attention being called to the special cir-
cumstances of the case to the unprecedent and unanticipated
circumstances, during the late Session of Parliament, by the
hon. member for Beauharnois (Mr. Bergeron), and the sug-
gestion being made that legislation should take place, they
declined to accede to the suggestion and insisted that the
trial should go on under existing laws. Sir, I have said
that trials of this description differ altogether from all other
classes of trial in respect to the importance of the independ-
ence of the judiciary. They differ wholly, because in trials
of this description there is hardly a conceivable case in
modern times at any rate, in which the Government does
not occupy a wholly different relation to the prosecution
from that which it occupies in all ordinary cases in the ad-
ministration of criminal justice. There can be no question,
for example, of the Government being otherwise than an
impartial and equal adminiztrator of the law if John Jones or
Tom Smith is taken up and accused of having picked some-
body's pocket, or robbed somebody's barn, or maimed
somebody, or killed somebody. But cases of this descrip-
tion wholly differ. In this case the Government may be,
generally is, in this particular case unquestionably was-a
prosecutor in altogether a different sense and with altogether
different relations to the prisoners than in those other
cases. I point out-for I desire through this discussion
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to sustain myself by authority-what authority says upon
this topic. I refer to the well-known book of Lieber on
Civil Liberty, where he uses these words:

" In the trial for treason the Government is no longer theoretically
the prosecuting party as it may be said it is in the case of theft or
assault, but the Government is the really offended, irritated party,
endowed at the same time with all the force of the Government to
annoy, persecute and often to crush. Governments have therefore
been most tenacious in retaining whatever power they could in the trial
for treason ; and on the other hand it is most important for the free
citizen that in the trial for treason he should not only enjoy the common
protection of a sound penal trial; but far greater protection. -
The trial for treason is a gauge of liberty. Tell us how they try people
for treason and we will tell you whether they are free.

'1 It redounds to the glory of England that attention was directed to
this subject from early times, and that guarantees were granted to the
prisoner indicted for treason centuries before they were allowed to the
person suspected of a common offence. * * * Experience proveu
that not only are aIl the guarantees of a fair penal trial peculiarly
necessary for a fair trial in treason, but that it requires additional safe.-
guards; and of one or the other the following seem to me the most
important.

"The judges must not depend on the Exeoutive.
"The- Judges muet not be political bodies."

Many safeguards are specified, of which I select the two that
are apposite to the present case : " The judges must not
depend on the Executive ; the judges must not be political
bodies." Now, Sir, being in the difficulty that in these par-
ticular trials the Government under the standing laws
which they did not choose to propose te alter, had to select
a judge who was dependent on the Executive-a judge who
was one of a political body, it was eminently incumbent on
them to have made the best selection, the one which was
least objectionable, the one in respect of which it might be
said, though there is a difficulty as to all to which I have
adverted, this one is certainly the least or, at any rate, not
the most obnoxious. But what I have objected to on a
former occasion, an objection which I renew to night, is to
the choice of the particular judge, because this particular
judge, as you will sec if you refer to the Public Accounts,
was the recipient of special favors, the occupant of special
relations to the Executive of the day. In the first place, ho
is the legal adviser to the Executive of the North-West; ho
is so appointed during the pleasure of the Government; ho
is so paid a salary during the pleasure of the Government.
He answers to the Attorney-Gencral, the legal adviser of
the Government in the North-West Territories; and it
needs not to enlarge upon the relations and responsibilities
of a Lieutenant Governor of the North-West Territories to
a robellion in the North-West, and upon the relations and
responsibilities of the First Minister of Canada, who declared
that ho was the medium of communication between the
two Governments, and of the Minister of the Interior
towards the Lieutenant Governor of the North-West
Territories to point out that it was an unhappy
choice to select, of the three or four judges, the
person who filled the position of the political adviser,
the political law officer, to the Government in the
Territories to be the judge in this particular trial.
He is also the recipilent of special favors. I find, in the
Auditor General's Report, just brought down, a statemOt of
his accounts. I find that, irrespective of his snlary of $3,000
a year, there has been paid to him, during the year to
which these accounts refer, a special rental allowance of
$500, an additional salary as legal adviser to the Lieutenant-
Governor of $200, three votes of $200 each as a nominative
member of the North-West Council, his travelling
allowance of $1,000, and something beteen $100 and $500
for expenses and allowances for attendance at Ottawa in
connection, it is said, with the Torrens' Act; making a total
of over $2,700 paid during the last year to this judge, in
addition to his salary of $3,000. Now, s to travelling
allowances, and allowances as nominative members of the
North-West Council, the other judges were in the same posi-
tion; but the allowances for house rent and as legal adviser
and in connection with the Torrens' Act are peculiar to the
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paicular offler whom the Government, I think, extremely o
unfortunately, decided they would entrust with the duty of I
conducting these trials. Well, the judge chooses the jurym
panel, and we have heard from the hon. member for i
Beoihasse (Mr. Amyot) a statement, which I think is s
of considerable importance, and with reference to m
which I should have desired to hear something from C
the Government before now-a statement to the effect I
thaà there were persons of the faith and nationality h
of tIle prisoner eligible as jurymen, but that none or b
only one such was chosen of the panel. I heard the 1
hon. member for Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran) say that no i
objection of that description could apply, in consequence of t
the relations of the prisoner at the time of his trial to the u
church of his fathers and the church to which he himself I
belongs, but I do not think that argument holds; and, for g
my part, Imust express my regret that, if the circumstances m
be as up to this moment they appear to be from the uncon.J
tradicted statement of the hon. member for Bellechasse 1
(Mr. Amyot), a wider selection should not have been madee
of tie panel; and I share the regret expressed by several i
hon. members that the single person who happened to be on i
the jury, of that faith, should have been peremptorily chal- c
lenged. For that challenge there may have been, for al I t
know, a good reason; but we are not told, and we must not t
presume it was a challenge for cause. We ail know the shocki
to the administration of justice which ensued when those1
of his fauith were challenged on the occasion of the (
O'Connell trial. That ought to have been a lesson oni
this ocasion, and the same difficulty ought not to havei
reeurred in our day. Again, with reference to the character1
of the prosecution. The written instructions which were1
given to the Crown lawyers were to try all the leaders,(
with the exception of certain Indians and others who might1
be chargeable with murder-to try ail the leaders for1
treason, No distinction whatever was made in those'
instructions between Louis Riel and the other leaders. Now,i
how did it happen, under these circumstances, that all theg
prisoners, except Louis Riel, were indicted-for the same1
offence it is true-but under the more modern statute1
and procedure, for treason-felony, while Riel alone was
tried for high treason under the ancient law ? Were there
special instructions given which have not been brought
down te us, or special verbal instructions or communications
differing from the general instructions which have been
brought down to us, aa the only instructions given to the
oooeim? If there were noue such, I consider it to have
been a violation of those instructions to try for treason.
felany the mass of the leaders, and for high treason, one.
They were ail ordered to be tried for treason, and
they aIl ought to have been tried under the same
atatut, unles special instructions wore given to the
oontmry. It. was, of course, with the oognisance of the
government that thi difference was made, because
it wa everybody's news-it was reported in the papers;
and, therefore, 1assume that the Government either in.
sticte4, in the first instance, or else acquiesced in the course
purmued; and I am entitled to assume that because I observe
still further that the Deputy Minister of Justice was one of
the officers associated with the others in the conduet of the
trial. As to the time, I agree with the observations that
have been made, that it seems to have been short; but I
au not prepared, in the present state of the evidence, to
maintain that it was too short, simply because I have been
unable to observe any protest on the part of the prisoner's
counsel that it was too short, excepting in se far as such
protest may be implied from their having asked for a longer
time than the Orown counsel granted. . Upon that subject,
1 think we might have some further information. I was
glad to be able to make an observation, which has been re-
terred to before in this debate, as to the assistance given by
the Crown in procuring the prisoner's witnsses; that

Mr. BLA;B.

bservation can no longer be repeated in its fall force,because
have learned, since this debat commenced, the course

which was pursued with reference to the request for
witnesses. In my view, it was of the highest con-
equence, and in saying that I do not overlook the letter
which the hon. member for Montreal Centre (Mr.
uarran) read, that Dr. Howard should have been called.
do not, after the statement of that hon. member, charge
is not being procured upon the counsel for the Crown,

>ecause the hon. gentleman read a letter addressed to Dr.
Howard from the Department of Justice here, from which
t appeared that negotiations had been going on between
he Department of Justice and Dr. Howard as to the terms
upon which that gentleman would visit Regina; that he
had named, under the special circumstances which the hon.
gentleman mentioned, the sm of $500; and that it was
upon the question of that charge that the Department of
Justice declined to arrange for Dr. Howard going up to
Regina. Now, Sir, I regret that decision. I think it
extremely unfortunate that Dr. Howard-who, besides
being a well known alienist, also had charge of Riel for, as
well as I could gather, a period of nine months in the asylun
over which he presided-was not a witness at the trial, and
that we have not now the benefit of his evidence. I do not
think any such question as the difference between what
might have been supposed to be his reasonable charge and
the sum of $500 ought to have weighed for an instant in
considering the question whether he should have been avail-
able or not. Then, Sir, I think it is unfortanate that we do
not know more with reference to the complicity and res-
ponsibility of the whites in the rebellion. We remember
the speech of the First Minister, last Session, in which he
declared that it was not to the Indians or to the half-breeds,
but to the whites of Prince Albert, that we owed
the shame, the disgrace and the discredit of the rebellion.
We find the law officer of the Government pointing ont the
same proposition, not as positively but still with a tolerable
degree of certainty, to the counsel whom he was sending
there, and instructing them that no point was more impor-
tant than that they should secure evidence and convict those
who are guilty in this regard. We hear from the Minister
of Justice that reports have been received from the law
officers of the Crown on all these points; we know the
beggarly kind of attempt made to met.eout justice te these
guiltier whites. We know that two only were committed
for trial, for the Minister of Justice has told us so; we know
that one was Jackson of whom the Secretary of State, with
that liveliness of imagination which characterises his
oratory, told his constituents at Terrebonne that he was a
Frenchman in all but the name, that he was Francisé, that
he was just as much a Frenehman as Regnier, and there
was no question of nationality about it.

,Mr. CHAPLEAU. I did not.
Mr. BLAKE. Oh!1 well, we will verify as we go on.

Here is a report in La Minerve of the hon. gentleman's
speech:

"A Von. You have pardoned Jackson, tue Englishman, why
did you not pardon Riel? Jackson, gentlemen, what has been said and
written with regard to Jackson's pardon is, allow me tu use the words,
downright stupidity. la the first place, Jackson is no more e-n English-
man than you or I. All the English there was in him was his name,
and he vas just as much French by blood and language as Riel him-
self. In this he was a good deal like a great many of our countrymen
who are of English or Scotch descent, but wha are thoroughly frenchi-
fled. Jackson was one of Riel's secretaries. is fate was that of
Ré;nier, his colleague, who was a Oanadian by name and origin."
And thon the hon. gentleman proceeds to say:
(nasIat"o.)

" They were both pardoned as accomplices in the second degree, so
that the question of race had nothing so do with the case.''

That was the hon. gentleman's statement by the revised
report of the hon. gentleman's speech in the *nerus,
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Mr. CHAPLEKU. It was not my statement. The hon not disturbing in the least the verdict of guilty by the jury,
gentleman who corrects the ffansard here should allow in the award of punishment. Now I shall m-ke good after
other people to correct reports in other papers. a little while by authorities those two propositions; but

.1 .Bbefore touching the facts as to the mental condition of thisMr. BL AKE. I do allow it to be corrected. So this s individual, it may be as well to look for a moment at the gen-
the account of the trial of Jackson, who, I admit, was an eral knowledge on the subject and the principles of enquiry.
Englishman, contrary to the incorrect report of the gentle- There is an old controversy between the lawyers and the
man's speech, which some. wicked adversary, with intent to doctors upon this head ; the doctors widening the degree of
get him into a corner and injure him politically, has foisted irresponsibility due to disordered intellect, and the lawyers
mto that well known hostile paper to him, the Minerve. I narrowing it. Both extremes were, I humbly venture
leave the responsibility to him and the hon. member for to think, perhaps wrong, and I believe that these extremes
Ottawa (Mr. Tassé) of settling with the reporter, and I hope are somewhat meeting now. I believe that many eminent
the hon. gentleman will not blame me if I have chosen the en in the medical profession in these modern days have
report from that paper which has given ostensibly, in the cmeI on the vion in these may ss hacorne round to the view that there may consi8t wlth afirst person, a verbatimn report of his speech. decidedly disordered intellect a measurable responsibility

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I blame the hon. gentleman for not for crime, and that on the other hand the lawyers have come
accepting the statement of one of his colleagues in the round largely to the view ,hat the old and, what I may eal
louse. in the main, the barbarous dispositions of the law, ought no

longer to be considered as governing the case of insanity.
Mr. BLAK E. I said I hoped he would not blame me for But we have not to do, in the disposing of this matter, with

having taken the report. With reference to Jackson, we the law as we would like it to be, or as we think it ought to
know well the circumstances in his case. We know that be, or as we may hope it is going to be. It would be unjust
he had joined Riel at an early period, and that he is said to entirely to try the Administradon, or the judge, or to con-
have become a lunatic and was acquitted on the ground of sider of the case on any such footing. We have to ascertain, if
insanity. The other person was one Scott, of whom we we eau, what the law is, as applicable to the case and then
have not equal particulars, but of whom the Minister of see how the facts fit into it. Upon thii question of insanity,
Justice reports to us the result of the trial, saying h3 was so much has been said abroad and within this House
found "not guilty; " and I think having read that in utterly inconsistent, as I understand them, with the settled
the instructions to the law officers and hearing the Govern- facts, that I desire, besides alluding to authorities which
ment declare that the persons principally guilty were quoted on the trial, and to the authorities which my
were the whites of Prince Albert, it would be impor- hon. friend who spoke on that subject quoted, to refer to a
tant to us in measuring out the degree Of lenity very few passages from books. I have heard two hon.
or severity that was due to Riel, to have heard some- gentlemen speak of homicidal mania, as if we had anything
thing more of the result of this search by the Govern- verv specially to do with that here, and point to the fact
ment against their white enemies. I pass, although there thai the homicidal maniac acts without accomplices, and
are other points to which I might refer, to the issue which I that, because Riel had accomplices, therefore he could not
have said was for the jury to decide on that occasion, and be a homicidal maniac. I have heard an hon. gentleman
that issue was, not whether Riel was insane in the sense in this afternoon illustrating this subject by reference to the
which, in common parlance, we use that word, but whether description of idiocy, by reference to the description of
he was insane in the sense of the word which is used in imbecility, by reference to the description of dementia.
order that it may create irresponsibility for crimes. By our Now, however much those descriptions may apply to very
law, whether that law be right or wrong, he might b. many respectable persons who entertain, and even to some
inane in the sense in which we ordinarily use the who express, opinions on this subject, they certainly have
word, and yet criminally responsible; and the question for nothing to do with the peculiar kind of insanity with which
the jury was, in fact, whether he was so insane as, within we are dealing. Now, Sir,theeeminent French writer Georget,
the meaning of the law, to be responsible for his acts. This who is quoted by Browne, says :
1e a difficult question, as are al questions of insanity, and it " In conversing with patients on subjects foreign te their morbid
may be divided int two headings: First, what was the delusions, you will generally find no difference between them and other
effect if his conduct were genuine ? And next, was it gen. people. They not only deal in commonplace notions, but are capable et
uine or feigned ? Now, I want to fasten, if I can, upon your appreciating new facts and trains of reasoning. Still more, they retain

their sense of good and evil, right and wrong, and of social usages tomind the question for the jury. I want you to remember such a degree that whenever they forget their moral sufferings and de-
that the question for the jury was whether he was insane lusions, they conduct themselves in their meetings s etheyotherwise
within the meaning which the law attaches to that terni, would bave done, enquiring,with interest, for one another's health, and

se s e ndceth cnsquncecfiresonibhiy or maintaining the erdinary observane of seciety. a 0 0
so as to induce the consequence of irresponsibility for crime, "Those who conduct themselves c weIl in the asylum, in the midst ot
because it must b. always remembered, as the vital question, strangers with whom they have no relations, and against whom they
aq the vital point, that, without disturbing in the slightest have conoeived no prejudice or cause of complaint, and in qiet sub-
degre. the finding f the jury, there may rmain, and gener mission to the rules of the house, are no sooner at liberty in e boom

eg re mi untde jirurtae ike thereme , imporgentrof their families, than their conduct becomes unsupportable; they are
ally will remain, under circumstances like these, important irritated by the ligltet contradiction, abuuing and threatening those
considerations as affecting the moral guilt, and therefore, as who address the alightest observation to them, and working themselves
affecting the degree of punishment to be awarded to the up to the mont intolerable exceusel."
prisoner. The verdict then of guilty would be right, first Clouston, who had charge of the MorningsideAgylUtnia
of all, no matter how great were the faults of the Govern- very well known institution at .idinburgh, in his lectures
ment, no matter how clearly political was the offence, no on this matter, says:
matter how great the grievances, no matter how long-endur-
ing and suffering the people might have been, the verdict 'But to etun t h ay tae a leal ea f m -mania ef grandeur, his mind isnet only £ffected with the delusien that
of guilty would be right, no matter how these things might he is king, but It is affected by an unreal tendency to elevation In all
have been, and also the verdict of guilty would be right no directions, and it is now somewhat enfeebled, as is eommonly the case
matter how clearly Riel's intellect were disordered, if it were after many years in such cases. go often writes me ong rambling

letters proposing varions impractical modes of manag'ngthe asylum,not disordered up to a certain point; and these two things, and he is the greatest fault fiader in it. Then affectivey, he lu diferent
the question of the political character of the offence and the from a san man, showing smallove for his wife and eildren, and he
resultant considerations, and the question of the disorder of takes morbid dielikes to people without real cause. • • •

t ol uld fall be c.l He is eo course very ioonsistent to work as a blacksmith, he being aintellect,woto e considered, consistently with king; but the conduct of by far the majority of the insane in quite
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Inconsistent with their beliefs ; and then, if he did not work he would
get no tobacco, or beer to lunch, arguments that even royalty can
appreciate. I

Again ho says
11 I have a ' prophet of the Lord,' D. O. B., a joiner who by no means

at our disposal can be got to work at bis trade.. He says that the Lord
has sent bim a new work and he muet follow it. He sees visions from
God all the time, which he pute down on paper, &c., &c.

"I have another man, D. O C., with almost precisely the sane delu-
sion i., that he is a 'man of God,' who is a capital worker in the
gar en, and enjoys a dance or concert immensely.'

Then, referring to a number of the others of the in mates
of the wylum, ho says:

" Here is Jesus Christ, and here are the prophet Blias, the Emperor
of the Universe, the Universal Empress, Empress of Turkey, the only
daughter of God Almighty, Queen Elizabeth, four Kings of England,
one King of Scotland, the Duke of Kilmarnock, the inventor of perpetual
motion, a man who has discovered the new elixir of life that can cure
delusions, 12 persons to whom this establishment and all that it con-
tains belongs, a lady who daily and nightly bas delhghtful conversations
with the Prince of Wales aud the rest of the royal family, &c. &c.
Those are all calm and harmless people, bearing themeelves in their
deportment and manner as becomes such distinguished persons, though
a few do not exhibit any outward or muscular ind'cations of their
greatness, ail are some way inconsistent and absolutely unmoved by
the most conclusive argument or evidence that their ideas are wrong or
unfounded. I

In the report of the Commission on Capital Panishment
which sat in 1865, the very eminent physician, Dr. Tuke,
being examined, gave the followinganswers toquestions:-

"Q. I believe that the knowledge of right and wrong is by no
means uncommon among persone who are decidedly insane?-A. It is
the normal state for them to have such knowledge.

" Q I suppose that in lunatic asylums y ou find a consciousness
between right and wrong ; that is to say, obedience to the rules which
you lay down ?-A. Except in cases of absolute idiocy or dementia,
the knowledge of right and wrong is intact."

Then, with reference to the border line, Clouston says on
the subject of delusional insanity:

" TheIe are plenty of persons doing their work in the world well and
getting through their labor under monomania of pride or suspicion in a
mild form. The now famous case of M. Wyld who held an important
government ficice and did his work well all his life, and yet had labored
under the delusion of grandeur, that he was the son of George IV, and
left aIl hie money to the town of Brighton because that monarch had
been fond of that place, is one in point. He was held to be sane in every-
thing he did but his will making. I am constantly consulted b ytheir
friends about the insane delusions of persons who do not show tbem to
anybody but their near relations, and continue to do their work and oc-
cutpy responsible positions. I now know in Scotland lawyerd, doctors,
clergymen, business men and workmen who labor under undoubted de-
lusional insanity, and yet do their work as well as if they had been quite
saue Il

The latest work I have been able to see on this subject is
that of Dr. Ireland, published last year, called "The Blot
t pon the Brain; " and ho says this :

" Thus between the soundent intelligence and the mot disordered
there are differences our vague adjectives will not define. People mad
enough to be shut up in asylums are not so rare-sey one in every 500
in highly civilised countries. Then again, people with a less dangerous
or intractable degree of insanity are very common. Every man skilled
in the Bymptoms of lunacy knows this. * *1 * * In the
world's history, men somewhat deranged in mind have had a great in-,
fluence; but to effect this their delusions must harmonise with the
delusion s of the multitude. * * *

" The history of religions imposture shows how powerful may be the
influence of the insane upon the sane. If disposed to enlarge upon such
a subject, we might have the characteristics of some of the founaders of
the wild secte which sprang into being during the period of the Reform-
ation, from John of Leyden to Venner. Towards the end of the last
eentury, Mr. itichard Brothers, of whose insanity there can be no ques-
tion, infected some educated people, and many of the vulgar, with hie
claims to be an inspired prophet. Mr. Halhed. a well-known Orientalist
and member of Parliament, was one of his followers. There are people
still living who remember Joinna Southcott, who wa, when 60 years
ofage, to give birth to the Messiah, and who was said to have had
100,000 followers. In 1838 John Nicholl Thom collected a number of
followers among the ignorant rustics of Kent, and killed a constable
who came to apprehend him. After this he persuaded his dupes th face
the military, under the assurance that he would make then invulner-
able. 1Thom killed with a pistol the officer of a detachment which came
to arrest him, and was instantly shot dead, with nine of his crredulons
followers, by the soldiers. It was even believed that he would rise again
within a month."

Mr. BLAz.

I read this-partly to meet what I conceive the erroneous
argument stated in the report of Sir Alexander Campbell, in
which ho argues the impossibity of Riel having been
seriously affected in his mind, because lm could not have
done what he did do, and had the followers he had, and pur-
sued the career in that respect that ho did, unless ho were
sane. Then, Sir, we come to the question of the legal view
of insanity and of responsibility as affected thereby, and
here again I trouble the House with what I conceive to be
the best records of the expounded law upon the subject.
Amos, in his work, says:

" Insanity, in the largest sense of the term as used for legal purposes,
is a temporary or permanent disorder of the relations between the mental
and physical functions of man, of such a nature as to destroy the.value
of the current prresumptions, founded on those relations, as existing in
a condition of health."

The other quotations which I make are from Sir James
Fitzjames Stephen, the well known criminal lawyer, who
has devoted, I suppose, more attention to the principle and
theory, and the practical operation of the criminal law,
than any, or, at any rate, most, other modern criminal
lawyers, who has been practically engaged in the attempt
at codification, and whose knowledge and position has been
recognised by his appointmentto the judiciary, subsequently
to which ho became a member f the latest commission
upon this subject. Now, in his very recent work upon the
history of criminal law, he gives an exposition upon tbis
subject which ho derives principally from the writer
Griesinger, of whom ho says that, atter having read ail
that was to be found upon it, ho thnks that this concurs
w.tb, if Lot ailÌ the overwhelming bulk of medical author-
ity, of which may be fairly taken as a summing up:

" Sanity existe when the brain and the nervous system are in such a
condition that the mental functions of feeling and knowing, emotion
and willing can be performed in their regular and usual manner.

" Inýanity means a state in which one or more of the above mentioned
mental functions is performed in an abnormal manner, or not performed
at all by reason of some disease of the braineor nervous system.

"There are two grand groupe or fundamental states of mental
anomalies which represent the two most essential varieties of insanity.
In the one the insanity consists in the morbid production governing and
persistence of emotions and emotional s'ates, under the influence of
which the whole mental life suffers according to their nature and form.

." lu the other the insanity consiste lu disorders of the intellect and
will which do not (any longer) proceed from a ruling emotional state,
but exhibit without profound emotional excitement, an independeut,
tranquil, false mode of tbought and of will (usually with the predom-
inant character of mental weakness). Observation shows further, th-t,
in the great majority of cases, those conditions which form the first lead-
ing group precede those of the second group ; that the latter appear
generally as consequences and terminations of the first, when the
cerebral affection bas not been cured. * * *

" Then the emotions are divided into two classes : those which tend
to depression, resulting in melancholia; and those which tend to excite-
ment, resulting in mania, the conditin uin which the disease of the brain
constitutes an excited vehement state of the emotions tending to morbid
energy and restlessness. * * *

" Melancholia often passes into mania. The approach of mania dis-
plays itself by great restlessness and loquacity, accompanied with
morbid activity of thought.

" *? *0 * The efect of mania upon the intellect is to increase
the rapidity and quantity of thought. In its most moderate degrees this
relation appears as an exaggeration of the normal faculty of thought.
* The principal effects of mania upon theintelligence
is incoherence arising from precipitation of thcught. The patient may
call himself Napoleon, the Messiah, God, in short, any great person.
He may believe that he ie intimately acquainted with all the sciences, or
cier to those around him all the treasures of the world. * * *

" Mania may be incompletely developed, in which case the patient
shows a natural activity and restlessness, adopte strange, eccentric
projecte, and is apt to be exceedingly vain, cunning and intriguing,
ut does not manifest either definite marks eof disease of the brain or

positive disturbance of the intellect. This state may be the first step
towards mania proper, or it may continue for a length of time. * *

" The earlier form of mainess, melancholia and mania, some-
times pass into a condition of feeling in which, however, particular
delusions which, in the earlier stage of the disease, may have occurred to
the patient in an unstable, transient way, become fixed in his mind and
regulate hie conduet. * * 9

" The condition in which a person is a victim for a time or perma-
nently of fixed delus:ons is called monomania. The word has been
cbjected to on the ground that it suggests that the dis.ase is much more
limited than it really is, involviag nothing more than isolated mistaken
beliefe not capable of being dispelled by reason. It appears tisat thiq
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view of the disease is Incorrect. Such fixed delusions proceed frcm a
profound disturbance of ail the mental powers and processes. It may
seem es if there were merely a partial destruction of the intelligence
while, in reality, the essential elements of thought, normal self1
consciousness, and a correct appreciation of the special individuaity and
its relation to the world are utterly perverted and <iestroyed. * *

" The more limited the circle ot these delirious conceptions, the more
do they appear on superficial consideration to be simple and even incon-
siderable errors of judgment. But how much do such errors, even in the
most favorable cases, differ from those mistakes whicb in the same pro.
ceed from deficient knowledge ? A long series of psychical disordera
must precede them ; they are inwardly developed from states of emotion.
The whole personality of the patient is identified with them ; hoe can
reither cast them f rom him by an act of will, nor rid himself of them by
argument, and in order to the existence of the delirium in this mild
form, not only must that long series of emotional states from which it
grew have run their course, but there must alo remain behind a defi-
ciency of thought to ensure its existence.

"This account of the disease of madness may be summed up in the
following short description :-Any one or more of numerous causes may
produce diseases of the brain or nervous system, which interferes more
or les. with the feeling, the will and the intellect of the person affected.
Commonly the disease, if it runs its full course, affects the emotions
first, and afterwards the intellect and the will. It may affect the emo-
tions, either by producing morbid depression or by producing morbid
excitement of feeling. In the first, which is much the commoner of te
two cases, it is called melancholia, 'n the second mania. belancholia
often passes into mania. Both melancholia and mania commonly cause
delusions and false opinions as to existing facts which suggest then-
selves to the mind of the sufferer, as explanations of his morbid feelings.
These delusions are otten accompanied by ballucinations, which are
deceptions of the senses. Melancholia, mania and the delusions arising
from them, often supply powerful motives to do destructive and mis-
chievous acte, •

" Insanity affecting the emotions in the form of melancholia and
mania is often succeeded by insanity affecting the intellect and the will.
In this stage of the disease the characteristic symptom is the existing
permanent incurable delusions commonly called monomania. The exis-
tence of any such delusions indicates disorganisation of aIl the mental
powers, ineluding not orly the power of thinking correctly, but the
power of keeping before the mind, and applying to particular cases,
general principles of conduct. * *

" The result of ail this is that insanity produces upon the mind the
following effects which muet be considered in reference to the responsi-
bility of persaons shown to have done acts which would, but for such
effects, amount to crime. Insanity powerfully affectr, or may affect the
knowledge by which our actions are guided, the feelings by which our
of actions are prompted. the will by which our actions are performed,
whether the word " will "is taken to mean volition or a settledjudgment
the reason acting as a standing control on such actions as relate to it.
The means by which these effects are producted are unnatural feelings,
delusions or false opinions as to facto, hallucinations or deceptions of
the senses; impulses to particular acte or classes of acts, and in some
cases (it is said) a specific physical inability to recognise the difference
between moral good and evil as a motive for doing good and avoiding
evil "

That being the siatement by, I Suppose, the most eminent
and recent authority upon the legal view of what insanity
is, so far as it is material to the question now in hand, ramely,
responsibility for criminal acts, I turn to the question of
responsibility according to the law. Anos says:

"This topic which in many crim'nal cases excites an interest often-
times of the most strained and fflicting sort is one surrounded with
peculiar difficulties of its Own, due to the complexity and variety of the
facts which it brings into consideration. These facto are partl physi-
cal or belonging to that indistinctly marked region which lies Zetween
physical and psychological science ; pardy ethical or dependent on a

" No act is a crime if the person who dos it is at the time when It l
prevented (either by defective mental power-or) by any disease affect-
ing bis mmd :

"(a) From knowing the nature or quality of his act, or
"(b) From knowing that the act is wrong, or
"(c) From controlling his own conduct unless the absence of the

power of control bas been produced by his own default. But an act may
be a crime although the mind of the person who does it is affected by
disease, if such disease does not, in fact, produce upon his mind one or
other of the effects above mentioned in reference to that acr.'

Thon, in answer to the question: What is the meaning of a
maniac laboring under such a dofect of reason that ho does
not know that ho is doing what is wrong? HIe says:

" It may be said that this description would apply only to a person lu
whom madnesa took the'form of ignorance of the opinions of mankind il
general as to the wickedness of particular crimes-mnurder, for instance
-and such a state of mind would, I suppose, be so rare as to be practi-
cally unknown. This seems to me a narrow view of the subject, not
supported by the language of the judges.

" I think that any one would fall within the description in question
who was deprived by diseases affecting the mind of the power of passing
a rational judgment on the moral character of the act which he meant
to do.

" Suppose, for instance, that by reason of iisease of the brain, a man's
mind is filled with delusions, which, if true, would not justify his pro-
posed act, but which in themselves are so vild and astonishing as to
make it impossible for him to reason about them calmly or to reason
on matters connectud with them, &c., &c." * * *

He quotes Buchnill and Tuke as follows:-
" It is of the highest Importance to distinguish between that part of

wrong conduct which patients are able and that which they are unable
to control.

" Olinical experience alone gives the power of distingulshing between
the controllable wrong conduct which is amenable to moral influences,
and that violence utterly beyond the command of the will which yields
ouy to physiological remedies."

Thon Sir James Stephen shows very clearly that the
languago of the judges is doubtful and capable of different
interpretations. Be adds this:

"I understand by the power of self costrol the power of attending to
general principles of conduct and distant motives ard comparing them
calmly and steadily with immediate motives and with the special pleasure
or other advantage of particular proposed actions.

" Will consists in an exertion of this power of attention and comparison
up to the moment when the confliit of motives issues l a volition or
act.

'' Diseases of the brain and the nervous system may in any one of many
ways interfere more or less with will so understood. They may cause
dt finite intellectual error, and if they do so their legal effect ls that of
other innocent mistkes of fact.

" Far more frequently they affect the will by either destroying alto-
gether, or weakening to a greater or less extent, the power of steady,
calm attention to any t:ain of tnought and especially to general Princi-
pies and their relation to particuilar acts. They may weaken all the
mental faculties oa as to reduce life to a dream. They may act like a
convulsion fit. They may operate as resistible mottves to an act known
to be wrong. la other words they may destray, they may weaken or
they may have unaffected power of self control.

" The practical inference from this seemas to me that the law ought to
recognise these varions effects of madness. It ought, where madness ia
proved, to allow the jury to return any one of these verdicts:

(1) Guilty ;
"(2) Guilty; but his power of control was weakene.l by insanity;
4(3) Not guilty on the ground of insanity."

given person's apprehensions of right and wrong under abnormal or
exceptional conditions, partly legal or political or dependent upon the I once again call the attention of the House to the sug-
amount of legal responsibility attributable ta various degrees of mental gestion as to what the law ought to be, and I cal attention
health, in view of the protection claimed by individual persons, and of to it because I shall point ont before I have done that thisa due regard ta the general safety of the whole community It is pro- .
bably rather in the firet of these regions, that is the physica or psycho- practical result of dealing wi ibthto second class of cases,
logical one, that the main practical difficulty is experienced. It is nanely : ''1guilty but his power of control was weakened
generally admitted in all systems of law that sufficient and satisfactory by insanity," is achieved by other means to-day, namely, bygrounds for exculpation are found in an actual mental incapacity,
whether fixed or transient, of knowing at the movement of doing au the action of the Executive. Again, Stephen says:
act that it is forbidden by law, or at any rate that it le morally repre. "A
hensible aecardiug ta some moral notions lu the agent's ovn min d-or As ta the verdict o? not guiît>' ou the ground o? insanit>', tho fore-hensbleaccrdig t.soe mralnotonsm te aenta on mnd- o ng observations sh >w in what cases, in my oinion, it ought to bela a physical Incapacity ta abstain from doing the act. The difficulty eoug oervatons h>'l ht cases, .it mn pi ,i l ughat ta Poe
le presented at the moment at which it is attempted ta establish the returned.that la ta say in those cases in which il je proved that the paver
fact of either of these sorts of incapacity, and it le greatly exaggerated of self-control in respect of the particular act le so much weakenel that
in cases wbere a legal system ad of exculpating all insane persons it may be regarded as practically destroyed, either by general weaken-
as a class affecte ta attack different degrees of punishment ta different ing of the mental p wers,. or, by morbid exctement, or by delusions
measuresof presumed moral rereneiity o recors ofcriminsl which throw the wh.>le mind into disorder or wnich are evident that il
trials are ful af an almoat endless diversity o? conditions of medical had been thrown into disorder by diseases of which they are symptomi,
and moral theories to aceount for them. f or by impulse which are irresistible and not merely uare@lsted. '

"aThe position for which lawyers have alwayas cutendd as toinsanity
Then Stephen's notion of the law, as it probably is, i siven ithat parts of the conduet of mad people may not be affceted by their

given madness, and that if such parts of their conduct are criminal they
at page 149; extracted from the Digest: ought ta be puashed for it. It mar, however, be asked how ought thtey
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to be punished ? Ought they to be punished in aIl respects like sane peo
ple ? To this I should certainly answer, yes, as far as severity goes; no
as far as the manner of punishiment goes The man who, though mad, was
found guilty without any qualification of murder would hang, but if the
jury qualified their verdict in the manner suggested in respect of any
offender I think ho should be sentenced, if the case were murder, to
penal servitude for lite, or not less than, say 14 years, and in cases not
capital to any punishment which might be infhicted on sane man

" The question what are the mental elements of responsibility is, and
must be, a legal question.

1I believe that by the existing law of England, those elements, so far
as madness is concerned, are knowledge that an act is wrong and
power to abstain from doinZ it, and I think it is the province of judges
to declare and explain this to the jury.

" I think it is the province of medical men to state, for the information
of the court, such facts as experience has taught them, bearing upon the
question whether any given form of madness affects, and in what man-
ner, and to what extent it affects either of th se elements of responsi-
bility; and I see no reason why, under the law as it stands, this
division of labor should not be fully carried out."

In the case of the commission to which I have already re.
ferred, Buron B amwell sends a letter to the commissioners
stating the results of his murder trials, from which I
extract this :

" Six persons in six cases were acquitted on the ground of insanity,
and rightly. I do not mean that the prisoners were as insane as the law
requires, but the cases were those of real madness."

Now, Sir, having thus attempted to state, not in my own
words, but in words which I think will be taken as those of
the greatest authority, what are the doctrines of the law
upon this subject, I propose to address myself for a brief
space to what was the evidence in this particular case ad-
duced at the trial as distinguished from other circumstances
which might have been adduced. And first of all, the most
important point in the case is this: The man had been
insane. Unquestionably he had been insane. I say that is
a most important point, and therefore it is firmt to be taken
up. Dr. Roy, the medical superintendent of the Beauport
Lunatic Asylum, was gramined, and the substance of his
testimony was:

" The prisoner was put In the asylum by the Quebec Government in
June, 1876, and discharged Jaiuary, 1878.

'' Dr. Roy, in discharge of his duty, studied his case and attended
him. Re was îinquestionably insane at that time. The type was maga-lomania. The &ymp toms or prom ine nt featu res connected with religion,
or power, pride and egotism. The patient cannot bear contradiction,
and becomes irritated. These are delusions.

"lOn ordinary eubjects, and wbere not affected by the delueju)ns, the
patient seems to reason well, and may be clever. Riel had these symp-
toms, and was at that time of unsound mind, and incapable of controlling
his acte.

' The disease may disappear, or intermit and recur.
"Riel was of sound mind when released.
"The witnegssheard the evidence given by the witnesses as to Riells

words and cânduct during his visit to the North-West.
" The symptoms were the same as he had witnessed himself in the

aaylum at Beauport ; and ho believed Riel was insane at the timne ini
question."

Now, according to this statement, if we were to assume
that that was to conclude the case accordiing to the opinion
of Dr. Roy as to what his condition was during the rebellion,
it would infer the right to acquit him gn the ground of insan-
ity. Dut whst jr' undir'puted and indisput4bie, is that the
man was insane from L76 to 1878, and that the symptoms
had lecurred in the year 1885-the same symptoms which
occurred when he was unquertionably insane, fromn 1876 to
1878. Now, there was more evidence -on this subject which
I want to refer to at another period; but I May say that
what bas been made very plain, though it was not proved
on the trial, is that ho had been in two other asylums, and
I now refer to the probabilities of a recurrence of insanity.
Br'own, in the "IMedical Jurisprudence of Insanity," says:

" One circumstance muet not be overlooked in connection with the
durability of insanit , and that is that there is a tendency te recrrenee
even atter complete restoration te nealth. Perliap3 of luO pereons who
have an attack of mania and recover from it, fifty will, atter such
recovery, again become insane. After insanity has passed away there
ceems to ex et a hyper-sensitive condition of mad whcl is ill-iuited tocarry ou the reugh intercourâe of the world and ius society. The mari
who has recovered is not so well as lie was before he was taken ill.
Disease always choosea the weak for its victime. Disease, like water,

Mr. BLAr,.

will take the easiest way, and as the Individual who has reovered from
insanity is weak, in that ho labors under this hyper-sensitive condition
of mind, he a second time fallu under the wheels of some Juggernaut
catastrophe, Any great events in the world's histery cause insanity•
but the events are seeds which have fallen by the way-side, they requira
to falH on ground well suited before they can spring up and blossom in
insanity-and the good ground is weakness.

" Thuîs we have insanity connected with child-birth, we have it con
nected with the weakness of childhood, with the weakness of age, with
the change of life and various bodily diseases, and finally, we find it in
connection with previous attacks of mental disease. The result thon
of these researches, which have been made into the intricacies of this
subjeet, are these : that of twelve persons attacked with insanity, sixrecover and six die sooner or later ; that of the six who recover three
only will remain sane during the rest of their lives, and.that the reoovery
of the other three will not be permanent."

The result of that is, that once it is found that a man iË un-
q uestionably insane, the chances are three out of four either
that he will continue insane till ho dies, or if ho recovers,
that the recovery will be but temporary and he will once
again become insane. Brown says again:

" With regard to the one, when It does take place, it is to be sMem-
bered that health no more than Rome, is to be buit up in a day. lailti
returne very gradually. In snie otees It is true that a manii saae t.-
day and insane to-morrow, and that the change from insiaity to sani y
may be as rapid ¡ but it i3 certainly exceptional. It is easy to jump over
a precipiee, but if one wants to get to the top from the bottom ho muet
be content to clamber up the hill. It need scarcely be added that as
recovery of health is gradual so muat the recovery of responsibility,.or
civil ability be also a matter of time. But as the law cannot recoguise
the minute distinctions which exist between to-day and to-morrow, it
cannot recognise graduated responsibility, and it le only necessary te
remember that this recovery of mental strength is gradual, that due
allowance may be made for those persons who have recently effered
from an attack of mental disesse, and that it is safe to regard such
persons as still irresponsible for criminal acts and incapable of civil
privileges, even although the recovery may seem very complete, unless
the contrary can be proved. Let the presumption be in favor of their
want of capacity and their irresponsibility,uand no injustice is likely to
arise At the same time this presumption is liable to be rebutted by
proof o? its opposite."1

In the commission to which I have already referred, Dr.
Tuke, being examined, made these answers:

• 'The fact is certain that insanity constantly exista with long lucld
intervals, and that it is more or los patent at different times

"Q. And that the patient flctuates in a condition between what may
be termed sanity and insanity, the lino between which is not eauily
definable ?-A. Yes; that is a constant furm of what we call insanity
with lucid intervals, or insanity with remissions, or recurrent insanity.''
Then Clouston gives one example, that of a patient 'O.Y."
of whom he says:

" His mental condition was at that time exactly that intense exaltation,
that morbid mental ' expansion,' that 4ambitions delirium,' or 'mania
of grandeur' which we find so commonly in general paralysie, and
which some physicians suppose to be characteristic of that disease. ' •
In three months he had become quiet In manner, self composed and
rational, but had just a suggestioa of bis former state of mind in being
too pleased with things and too grateful for little kindneises. Hie friends
thought him well and he was removed home. * 0* 0
In seventeen days he was back again. He would come up and be mot
pleased to see you, and ina moment, sometimes with some little provo-
cation, such as your not agreeing at once with him that he was an earl
and sometimes without he would etrike you suddenly, very often going
down on his knees immediately after and in a theatrical manner begging
your pardon and hoping he had not offended you.
He labored under chronic maniacal exaltation."

Thon comes the instance of "D. J.," who was admit-
ted, October, 1866, discharged, January, 1867; admitted
April, 1870, discharged May, 1870; admitted, August, 1871,
discharged, September, 187t; admitted, December, 1872
discharged, February 1873; admitted, February, 1875, dis-
charged, May, 1875; admitted, August, 1877, discharged,
September, 1877; admitted, November, 1880, discharged,
January, 1'81; admitted, December, 1881, diseharged,
March, 1883, and ho gives several other instances showing
the constant recurrence of insanity. I do not think that too
much importance can be attached to the circumstances of
the unquestioned and unquestionable insanity of Louis Riel,
as proved by the facts to which I refer at this precodent
time, and to the character of his alleged illnious or delu-
sions, as you please to call themr, at the later date, hav-
ing regard to the knowledge and experience we have with
reference to the probability of recurrent insanity. It seems
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to me thé airmManem show that he wa laboring under will take your country even," and thon ho was to go to
insane delusions on religion and politis, prior to, and dur- Italy and overthrow the Pope, and thon he would choose
ing the outbreak, and that these delusions were directly another Pope of his own making ; hoesaid sometbing
oodepted wth the crime with which ho was charged. He to the effect that he would appoint himself as Pope.
boiieved himself a prophet, a prie.t, a religious potentate; As the agitation was progressing he became a great
he had visions; ho had irrational ideas as to foreign policy, deal more excitable ; at the time of the rebellion
4# to ke ande and the division of them, as to other nation- Father Fourmond thought bim insane. At one time
alitis, as toreligion,, as to politics, as to his infuence, as to when there was a gathering ho kept following the witness
his mission, and as to the Metis nation. Of these facts I into the tente and oompelled him to leave the place and
thigk the evidence taken at the trial afforded abundant cross the water. There was a very extraordinary expres-
tetimony. I think it affords abuidant testimony as to hie sion on hie face; ho was excited by the opinions ho had
condition anterior to the outbreak, and I have taken the expressed on religion, He said to the women: "Woe
evidence chronologically. Now, the evidence which was unto vou if you go to the priests, because you will ail be
given by the priests as to hie condition is to be accepted, killed'by the priests." Ail of a sudden, whon the witness
with this obeervation-that if it were possible for any one came to the boat, Riel came up with great politeness and
to suppose that any course of conduct on hie part could said : "Look out, Father; I wiLl help you to get on the
have intUeneed thom to swerve fromn the accurate, honest boat." In an instant ho passed from rage to great polite-
trath-if it were possible, whick I am the last to suggest, ness. Once again at the Council the witness was brought
that "eeh a thing could be, it is elear that they would not up for trial; Riel was enraged, and called h im a little tiger;
have been swerved in favor of this man, from whom they but when the witness was leaving, ho passed again fromn
had uffered so much, who had cast aside thoir religion, who rage to extraordinary politeness, offered a carriage and took
had profaned their churches, who had insulted thomselves, the witness' parcel and carried it ior him. Thon Charles
who had assumed their position, who had led away their Nolin (whoso conduct seems to have been inconsistent and
flock, who they thought was instrumental, directly or indi. certainly unfriendly) says, that. about a month after prisoner
rectly, for the marder of two of their order, who had arrived, say the end of July, ho showed him a book ho had
caused ail the misery of the people in beneflting whom written in the States. The first thing there was to destroy
thoi whole lives had been spent-I say it is impossible England and Canada, and also to destroy Rome and the
to suppose that they could have been swerved in favor Pope. Ho said he had a divine mission to iulfil, and showed
of this man by anything in the way of feeling; and at Bishop Bourgot's letter, eleven years old, as proof. Riel
that time ho had not recanted hie religious errors. But they showed him a book wr itten with buffalo blood, the plan in
state notonlyopinions, but facts, and facts of the mostimport- which that was, aftor taking England and Canada, ho would
ant character. Father André says on religion and politics divide Canada, and give Quebec to the Prussians, Ontario
ho and Ri*l frequently conversed, against hie will; because to the Irish and the North-West Territories ho divided
on these subjects Riel was no longer the same man; it between the European nations. The Jews were to have a
soemed as if there were two mon in him; ho lost all control part, and the Hungarians and Bavarians. As to the money
of himself on those questions. Twenty times ho told Riel ho wanted from the Government, ho said if ho got the
ho would not speak on those subjects, bocause Riel was a fool, mone y he wanted from the Government, ho would go
did not have hie intelligence of mind; that was the witness' wherever the Government wished to send him. He told
experience; ho had the principle that ho was an autocrat Father André, if ho was an embarrassment to the Govern-
in religion and politics, and he changed his opinions as he ment by remaining in the North.West, ho would even go to
wished; hie ideas changed; to-day le admitted this, and fthe Province of Quebec. He said also if ho got the money he
to-morrow ho denied it; ho believed himeilf infallible; he would go to the United States and start a paper and raise
would not allow the least oppositioe at all; immediately his the other nationalities in the States. lie said: "Before the
physiognomy changed and ho became a difforent man. grass is that high in this country, you will see foreign
Then cones a most importantact. Ail the priests met and armies in this country." He said: "Iwill commence by
they discussed whether it was possible to allow Riel destroying Manitoba, and thon I will come and destroy the
to continue in hie rekigious duties, and they unani- North-West and take possession of the North-West." Ho
mously docided that ho was not responsible on these told the witness that he oconsidered himseolf a prophet; one
questions ; that ho could not sufer any contradiction; that evening there was a noise in Riel's bowels, and Riel told
ho was completely a fool in discussing these questions ; it him that it was his liver, and that he had inspirations
was like showing ared fg to a ball. Now, remember that which worked through every part of his body. He wrote
these statements of Riel to Father André were made and his inspirations on a sheet of paper, and said ho was in-
the ofolusiQns reachead long before the outbreak, and spired. Whenever the word "police " was pronounced, ho
before, as ho says, he lad actually risen against the became very excited. He proposed a plan to the witness,
priests. These erroneoo ideas, and these manifestations and said ho had decided to take up arms, and the firet
of irregularity of niind, were during the latter part of thing was to fight for the glory of God, for the honor of
1884. and the early part of 1885, before the rebellion. religion, and for the salvation of our souls. Before the
F'ather Fourmond says that ho was present at this meeting Duck Lake fight, ho was going about with a crucifix a foot
of the priests, that it was he who raised the question'; and and a half long, taken out of the church. Now, ail these
he states the facts on which hie view rested. Hiesays : things save the last are before the rebellion, and a great
l'fore the rebellion it seemed as if there were two mon in portion of them in the year before the rebellion, the year
the prisoner ; in private conversation ho was affable, 1884. Thn, P. Garnot proves that about the beginning
polite, pleasant and charitable ; if contradicted on religion of the outbreak, Riel talked to him about changing the Pope,
and politice le became a different man and would be carried wanting to name Bishop Bourget Pope of the new world;
away with his feelings ; ho would use violent expressions. he said that the spirit of Blias was with him; ho wanted the
As soon as the outbreak began ho lost all control of him, people to acknowledge him as a prophet, and said h. had
self; h. often threatened to destroy ail the churches. H5e the spirit of Elias in him and was prophesying.
had extraordinary ideas on the subject of the Trinity ; Another Lime ho doclared that ho was representing St.
according to hie ideas it was not God who was presen t in Peter. Almost every morning ho would come in front of
the Rest but an ordinary man six feet hi h. As to politios the people and say such and such a thing would happen.
ho wat4 firt to gp to Winnipeg and ower Canada and When ho slept at the witness' house he was praying loud ail
the United tates, and oven to France iand ho said "We night; there was no one else ther. HO weuld not stand
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any contradiction by anyone. He several times said how
this country was to be divided into seven Provinces, one
for the French, Germans, Irish, and others; ho mentioned
Italians; ho expected the assistance of an army of several
nationalities; ho mentioned the Jews, he expected their
assistance and money, and ho was going to give thom a
Province as a reward for their help. He had no doubt of
bis success, or that any obstacle could prevent him from
succeeding; ho always mentioned that he was going to
succeed, that ho had a divine mission, and was an instru-
ment in the hands of God. The witness thought the man
was crazy, because ho acted very foolish, and communi-
cated to others at the time this impression of him. George
Ness says that at the beginning of the outbreak ho wit-
nessed a difficulty between Riel and Father Moulin, in
whieh Riel accused Bishop Grandin and Bishop Taché of
being thieves and rogues; Father Moulin wished to speak
to the people, Riel refused and said: "No, we won't let him
speak; take him away, take him away, we will tie him." Riel
sAid ho would take possession of the ahurch. Father Moulin
said ho protested. "Look at him," said Riel, "ho is a Protes-
tant." fe said that the Spirit of God was in him. Father
Moulin said he was making a schism in the church. Riel
said Rome had fallen. "Rome est tombée," and that the Pope
was no longer legally Pope; that the Spirit of God was in him
(Riel), and that he could tell future events. Dr. Willoughby
says: At the commencement he saw Riel. He said his pro-
clamation was at Pembina, that it was going forth, and ho
would be joined by Indians and half-breeds, and that the
United States was at his back. He intended to divide the
country into seven portions; ho mentioned as parties, Bavari-
ans,Poles,Italians,Germans and Irish. There was to be a New
Ireland in the North-West. These nationalities were going
to assist him in the rebellion, before the war was over, and
they would have their portion. He mentioned the Irish of
the United States, the Germans, the Germans, italians,
Bavarians and Poles. He put Germany and Ireland twice;
first, the Irish and Germans of the United States, then
Germany and Ireland themselves. The proposition did not
appear rational to the witness, who also proves
the excitement of Riel. Saunderson says: Riel told him
that he was going to divide the country into sevenths, one-
seventh for Canadians or white settlers, one for the Indians,
one for the half-breeds, three-sevenths to romain to support
the Government. He said ho had cnt himself loose from
Rome altogether, and would have nothing more to do with
the Pope. Walters says: Riel told him that the land was to
be divided-one.seventh to the pioneer whites, one.seventh
to the French half.breeds, one-seventh to the church and
schools, and the balance was to be Government lands. He
said that if the whites struck a blow, a thunderbolt from
heaven would strike them, that God was with their people.
Lash says : He mentioned that ho was going to give one.
seventh to the Indians and one-seventh to the half-breeds.
He had been waiting fifteen years, and at last his opportu.
nity had come. Astley proposed an exchange of prisoners,
but Riel came up and said he could not see it in that light,
but that he would exchange them for Hon. L. Clarke,
Registrar Sproat and McKay. We know what an exchange
of prisoners is, but Riel proposed that the most important
personages on the other aide should be given up to him in
lieu of inferior prisoners on the same aide whom he had in
his hands. Jackson says Riel told him his brother's mind
was affected; that it was a judgment on him for opposing
Riel. He talked of giving one-seventh of the proceeds of the
land to the Poles, one-seventh to the half-breeds, and one-
seventh to the Indians, and some to the Hungarians, and so
on. I was surprised to hear it stated that it was a mark of
sanity in Riel that ho should have thought Jackson insane,
while we know Lhat inmates of the insane asylums know
that their neighbors are insane and discuss the question of
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their insanity. Mackay had a conversation with Riel. He
appeared very excited and said .-

" It was blood, and the firet blood they wanted was mine There
were some little dishes on the table, and ho got hold of a spoon and
said: You bave no blood-you are a traitor te your people. Your blood
is frozen, and al the little blood you have wil ibe there in five minutes,
putting the spoon up to my face and pointing to it. I said: If you think
you are benefiting your cause by taking my blood you are quite welcome
to it. He called his people and the committee, and wanted to put me
on trial for my life, and Garnot got up and went to the table with a
sheet of paper, and Gabriel Dumont took a chair on a syrup keg, and
Riel called up the witnesses against me. He *said I was a liar, and he
told them that I had said aIl ihe people in that section of the country
had risen against them. He said it was not so, that it was only the
peoplein this town. He said he could prove that I was a liar by Thomas
Scott."1

Then goes on the account of the trial during which Riel was
up stairs. And thon

" When he came down, lie, Riel, apologised to me for what he had
said, that lie did not mean it to me personally, that lie had the greatest
respect for me personally, but that it was my cause he was speaking
against and lie wished to show he entertained great respect for me, he
also apologised in French to the people there, and he said as I was going
out that lie was very sorry I was against him. That he would be glad
to have me with them, and it was not too late for me to join thom yet."
Young says:

" Riel explained that at Duck Lake he gave three commande to fire.
1. In the name of God who made us reply to that.
2. Then they fAred and Orozier's men replied: and Riel sid : In the

name of God the Son who saved us reply to that.
3. In the name of God the Holy Ghost who sanctifies us reply to

that."

He gives a like account in less detail to half a dozen
witnesses of his actions at that tim ; and General Middleton
says :

'' Of course I had heard constantly before about reports of hie ineanity.
I heard for instance one or two of the people that escaped from him,
scouts, half-breede. O ie man, I remember, told me 'Oh ! Riel is mad,
he is a fool.' He told me what ho was doing at Batoche. So that I
really had heard it, but I came to the conclusion he was very far from
being mad or a fool."

To that is to be added the prisoner's own conduct at the trial
the statements he made, even in the course of his interrup-
tions during the trial, with reference to these points, and
thon in his addresses. TI them, you find him declare that
he does not plead insanity, and you find him saying he was
showing that calmness which they said ho could not show.
le obvionly, n the address he made to the jury, was doing
his best to restrain himsolf in respect to those matters which
had been presented as proofs of his insanity, with the view
and in the hope, so far as was consistent with his assumed
position, that he might prevent the jury from coming to the
conclusion that he was insane. For instance, this extraordi-
nary division of the territory into sevenths among different
nationalities was pressed very much. What does he say to
that ? He says :

"I good deal has been said about the settlement and division of lands,
a good deal had been said about that. I do not think my dignity to-day
hore would allow me to mention the foreign policy, but if [ was to explain
to you or if I had been allowed to make the questions to witnesses, those
questions would have appeared in an altogether different light."
A. little after, when the verdict had been given and ho was
showing his reasons against the sentence, you will find he
developed the policy which, at this time ho preferred not to
do, and restrained himself, as these people often do under
similar circumstances, in order to obtain that which he
dosired, a verdict which would not find him insane. He
speake in the same way, thanking General Middleton and
Captain Young fer proving hini as ho believes he is sanc.
Hiaving touched the question of foreign policy, as he calts
it, in the lands, he feels called upon to deal with this ques.
tion of inspiration, and he attempts to explain that matter.
He says :

" It is not to be ospposed that the half-breeds acknowledge me as a
prophet if they had not seen that I could see something into the future.
f I am blessed without meaure I can see something ito the future, we
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aIl see into the future more or less. As what kind of a prophet would I
come ? Would It be a prophet who could al the time have a stick in
hie hand and threatening, a prophet of evil ? If the half-breeds have
acknowledged me as a prophet, if on the other side priests come and say
that I ar polit., if there are general ofcers, good min, come into this
box and prove that I am polite, prove that I am decent in my manners,
in combining ail together you have a decent prophet. An insane man
cannot withhold hi. insanity, if I ar insane my heartwill tell what is in
me. Lut night while I waU taking exercise the spirit who guides and
assists me and consoles me, told me that to-morrow somebody will come
't'aider,' and help me. I am consoled by that While I was recurring
to my God, to Our God, I said : But woe to me If you not help me, and
those words came to me in the morning: 'uIn the morning some one
will come t'aider, that is to-day.' I said that to my two guards and you
ean go for the two guards. I told them that if the spirit that directs me
is the spirit of truth it is to-day that I expect help. This morning the good
doctor who has care of me came to me and said : 'You will speak
to-day before the court,' I thought I would not be allowed to speak,
those words were given to me to tell me that I would have the liberty
to speak. There was one French word in it, it meant, I believe, that
there was to be some French influence lu it, but the most part English.
It is true that my good lawyers from the Province of Quebec have given
me good advice. Mr. Nolin came into the box and said that Mr. Riel
said that he heard a noise in hie bowels and that L told him that it
meant something. I wish that he had said whatI said, what I wrote on
the paper of which he speaks, perhaps lie can yet be pit in the box.
I said toNolin "Do yon hear ?I" Yes, I said there will be trouble in
the North-West and was it so or not, has there been no trouble in the
North-West? Besides Nolin knows that among bis nationality which is
mine, he knows that the half-breeds as hunters can foretell many things
perhaps some of you have a special knowleAge of it I have seen half-
breeds who say: 'My hand is sbaking, this part of my hand is shaking,
you will see such a thing to-day,' and it happens. Others will say: 'I
feel the flesh of my leg move In such a way, it is a sign of such a thing,
and it happens.' They are men who know that I speak right. If the
witness spoke of that fact with which he mentioned to show that I was
insane he did not remember that perhaps on that point he is insane
himself, because the halI-breed by the movement of bis hand, sometimes
of his shoulders, sometimes his leg, can have certain knowledge of what
will happen. To bring Sir John to my feet, it was well reported it
would appear far more reasonable than it has been made to appear. Mr.
Blake, the leader of the Opposition, ii trying to bring Sir John to hie
feet in one way. He never had as much at stake as I had, although the
Province of Ontario le great it is not as great as the North-West.

"I am glad that the Crown have proved that L am the leader of the
half-breeds in the North-West, I will perhaps be one day acknowledged
as more than a leader of the half-breeds, and if I am I will have an
opportunity et being acknowledged as a leader of good in this great
Country.

" One of the wituesses said that I intended to give Upper Canada to
the Irish, if he had no mystery he weuld have sein that U1pper Canada
could not be given to the Irish without being given to England, he
rested only upon is imagination.

" There is another thing about the partition of the lands into seven.
I do not know if I am prepared to speak of it here because it would
become public information, there ls so much at stake that if I explained
that theory Canada would not very long remain quiet."

Then, he says about the delegations:

" The half-breeds also krow that I told them that I would be punished,
that I did not ay it of my own responsibility but that I said it in the
same way se I had told them other things. It was asid to me that the
nation would be punished. Why? Because she had consented to aleve
Rome too quick. What i the meaning of that? There was a discussion
about It too quick. They said that they should do it at once. Too quick
do-e not mean too soon. If we say yes, it shows no consideration to the
man. If God wants something and if we say yes, that is not the way to
answer him; He wants the conscience to say yes : Oh my God I do thy
will; and because the half-breeds quickly separated from Rome in such
a quick manner it was disagreeable to God and they were punished, and
I told them it would happen-fifty of those who are there can prove it.
But you will say: 'You did not put yourself as a prophet' The nine-
teenth century is to be trested in certain ways, and it is probably for
that reason I have found the w-rd '1Exovedeu' L prefer to be called one
of the flock. I am no more than you are, I am imply one of the flock,
equal to the rest. If it is sny satisfaction to the doctor to know what
kind of insanity I have, if they are going to call my pretensios insanity,
I say humbly, through the grace of God L believe I am the prophet of the
new world.

" I wish you te believe that I am not trying to play insanity; there is in
the manner, in the standing of a man, the proof that he i asincere, not
playing. Ton will say 'What have you got to say?' I have to attend
to practical results. la it practical that Vo be acknowledged as a
prophet? Is it practical to say it? I think if the half-breeds have ack-
nowledged me, as a community, to be a prophet, I have reason to believe
that it is beginning to become practical. I do not wish for my satisfac-
tion the name cf prophet. Generally the title is accompanied with such
a burden, that If there is satisfaction for your vanity there is a check te
it."

Thon, the moment the verdict was given and the prisoner
was called to speak in respect of sentence, he congratulates
himuelf, and thanks the jury for having found him sane, and

says: "At least, if I were going to
not be executed as an insane man."
say:

be execated, I would
Then he goes on to

" Must not I take advantage of te situation to show that they are
right and that I am reasonable, and yesterday, when I said by repeat-
ing the evidence which las been given against me, when I said in con-
clusion that you had a decent prophet, I have just to-day the great
opportunity ofproving it is so, besides clearing me of the stain of insa-
nity, clearing my career of the stain of insanity. I think the verdict
that bas been given against 'ne is a proof that I am more than ordinary
myself, but that the circumstances and the help that ie given is more
than ordinary, are more than ordinary, and although I consider myself
only as others, yet by the will of God, by bis Providence, by the
circumstances which have surrounded me for fifteen years, I think that I
have been called to do something which at least in the North-West
nobody bas done yet, and in some way I think that to a certain number
of people the verdict against me to-day is a proof that may be I am a
prophet, may be Riel is a prophet. He suffers for it. Now, I have been
hunted as an elk for fifteen years. David bas been seventeen, I think.
I would have to be about two years stili ; if the misfortunes that I have
hlad to go through were to be as long as those of theold David, I would
have two years still, but I hope it will come sooner."

Then he proceeds to describe what he had kept concealed
in the earlier speech-the question of the lands. He says:

" The half-breeds had a million and the land grant of 1,400,000 aires
owned about 9,500,000, if.I mistake not, which iu about one-seventh of
the land of Manitoba. You will se the origin of my insanity and of
my foreign policy. One-seventh of the land was granted to the people,
to the halt-breeds of Manitoba, English and French, Protestant and
Catholic There was no distinction whatever, but in the sub-division,
in the allotnent of those lands between the half-breeds of Manitoba, it
came that they had 240 acres of land. Now, the (anadian Government
say, that we will give to the half-breeds of the North-West, 240 acres.
If I was insane I would say yes, but as I have had, thank God, all the
time, the conscientiousness that I had a certain degree of reseason, I have
made up my mind to make use of it, and to say that one-seventh of the
lands in Manitoba, as the inauguration of a principle l the North-West,
bad to bring to the alf-breeds of the North-West, at least as soon as
possible, the guarantee for the future that a seventh of the lands wili
also be given to them. And seeing and yourself understanding how it iu
difficul for a emall population as the half-breed population to have their
voice heard, I said what belongs to us cught to be ours. Our right to
the North-West is acknowledged, our co-proprietorship withthe Indians
le acknowledged, sinoe one-seventh of the lands ie given us, but we
bave not the meaus to be heard, what will we do? I said to some of my
friends: If there is no other way, we will make the people who have no
country understand that we have a country here which we bave ceded
on condition, we want the seventh of the land, and if the bargain is not
kept, it la null and void, and we have no right to retreat again, and if
we cannot have our seventh of the lands from Canada, we will ask the
people of the States, the Italians to cone and help us as immigrants, the
Irish I will count them."

" Now, it la my turn, I thank you. I count them and I will show you
if I made an insane enumeration of the parties. I say, we will invite the
Italians of the States, the Irish of the States, the Bavarians of the States,
Pole of the States, Belgians of the States, and if they come and help as
here to have the seventh, we will give them each a seventh ; and to
show that we are not fanatics, that we are not partisans, that we do not
wish only for the Catholice, but that we have a consideration for those
who are not Oatholics, I said, we will invite the Danes. We will invite
the Swedes, who are numerous in the States, and the Norwegians, to
come around and as there are Indianasand half-breeds in British Colum-
bis, and as British Columbia le a part of the immense North-West, we aid,
not only tor ourselves, but speaking for our children, we will make the

proposition that if they help us to have our seventh on the two aides of
the Rocky Mountains, they will each have a seventh and if the Jews
will help us, and on the condition that they acknowledgu Jesus Christ as
the Son of God and the only Saviour of human kind, if tiey help us with
their money, we will give them one-seventh. And I said, aiso, If the
principle of 'ving one-seventh of the lands ia good in the North-West,
if the princip e of giving one-eventh of the lands to the half-breeds in
the North-West is good, it ought to be good In the euat also, and I sald,
if it is not possible that our viewo should be heard, we will-I, as an
American citisen-I will invite the Germans of the States and I willsa:
If you ever have an opportunity of crossing the line in the euat, do it,
and help the Indians and the alf-breeds of th eut to have a revenue
iquivalent to about one-seventh. And what would be the reward of the
Germans ? The reward of the Germans would be, if they were successful,
to take a part of the country and make a new German-ldian world sone-
where in British North America. But that is the last resort, and if I had
not had a verdict of guilt against me I would have never said it. Yesterday
it was just those thtgs that I have avoided to say, when I said, I have
a reason not to mention them. And when I said, as one of the witnesses
said, that my proclamation was lu Pembina 1 I think I am right, because
of this trial. Yon see that my pretensions te that I can speak a little of
the future events: My trial las brought ont the question of the seventh,
and althouh no one uehas plained the things as I do now, stll there i
enough said about the sevenths of the lands and the division of the lands
into seventbs, seven nationalities, while it ought to have been aid
between tn nationalities, that by telegraph to-day my proclama-
tion is la Pembina truly, and the Staytes have m'y ideas. They have
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my ideas. *l*0**And Gabriel Dumont, on the other side of the Une,
fe that Gabriel Dumont inactive ? I believe not. He is trying to save
me from 'bis box. This is no threat. I have written it. I have written
a document of that kind, and put it in the bands of Captain Dean, three
weeks ago. This is not an inspiration of ihe moment. I have the right
to thank God for the prevision of what happens to-day. But there is
another means. I don't wish these means.'

Thon ho reverts to it again, and says:
" My heart will never abandon the idea of baving a nuw Ireland in the

North-West, by constitutional means, inviting the Irish of the other aide
of the sea to come and have a share here ; a new Poland in the North-
West, by the same way ; P new Bavaria by the same way; a new Italy
in the same way. And on the cther side in Manitoba-and since Manitoba
bas been erected it bas been increased since 1870, at least by 9,600,000
acres of land, now it is 96,000,000, say there is abcut 86,000,000 acres
of land to which the half-breeds title has not been extinguished. One
seventh gives 12,000,000 of those lands-and I want French Canadians
to come and help us there to-day, to-morrow, I don't know when I am
called hee to answer for my life to bave time that I sbould make my
testimony. And on the other aide of the mountain there are Indians, as
I have szaid, and hlf-breeds, and there is a beautiful island, Vancouver,
and I think the Belgians-will be happy there, and the Jews who are
looking for a country for 1,800years, the knowledge of which the nations
bave not been able to attain yet, while they are rich and the lords of
finance. Perbaps will tbey bear my voice one day and on the other side
of the mountains while the waves of the Pacific will char t sweet music
for them to console their hearts for the mourningof 1,800 years, perhaps
will theysay: Be is the one tbought of us in the whl, Cree world,
and if they help us there on the other side between the g' eat Pacifie and
the great Rockies to have a share, the Jews from the St.tes."

Then hoesays :
" The Scandinavians, if possible, they will have a sbare. It is my

plan, it is one of the illusions of my insanity, if I arn insane, that they
should have on the other side of the mountain a n- w Norway, a new
Denmark, and a new Sweden, so that those who spoke of thc lands of
the great North-West to be divided in seven forgot that it was in ten,
the Frenh bin Manitoba, the Bavarians, the Italians, the Poles and the
Irish in the North-West, and then five on the other side too."

Then again ho says:
"'Not insanity, because it is disposed of. but whether I am a deceiver

or an irmposter. I bave said to my lawyers: 'I have written things
which were said to me last night,,and which have taken place to-day.'
I sad that brfore the court opened last night the spirit that guides and
assists me told me: ' The court will make an effort.' Your honor, allow
me to speak of your charge, which appeared to me to go on one side.
The court, made an effort, and I think that word was justified. At the
lame time there was another thing said to me : 'A commission will sit;
there will be a commission.' I did not hear yet that a commission is to
take place. I asked for it. You will see if I am an imposter thereby.

"l In Batoche many things which I said have already happened. It was
said to me: N Kot far from here. And that is why I never wanted to
send the half-breeds far. I wanted to keep them, and it was said to
me: 'I will not begin to work before 12 o'clock' and when the first
battle opened I was taking my dinner at Duck Lake. When the battle
began it was a little after 12 o'clock. 'I will not begin to work before
12 o'clock.' And what bas happened? And it was said to me: 'If you
don't meet the troops on sunch a road you will have to meet them at the
foot of a bill, and the half-breeds facing it.' It is said my papers have
been publisbed If they have been published examine what took place,
and you will see we had to meet General Middleton at the foot of the
bill. It was aliso told me that men would etay in the belle prairie, and
the spirit spoke of those who would remain on the belle prairie, and
there were men who remained on the beue prairse."

Now, these were the events of the trial itself, and apart
altogether from the evidence which is before us, although not
official. There was, besides, theo evidence of the other medical
witnessee. Dr. Clark was called and examined. He had
examined Riel throe times, had heard theo evidence, and if
hé was not feigning, ho was insane to the limit of irrespon.
sibitity. But it takes long to find out that a man is insane.
Dr. Wallace, who, 1 believe, is the Superintendent of the
Hamilton Lunatie Aylum, examined him once and heard
the evidence. He could only say that ho did not find out-
hp migbt be insane. It takes long to find out whether a
man is insane. Dr. Jukes, who was a specialist, and
wa the police surgeon in charge of the prisoner, had never
examined or tested him at all ie also says ittakes a long
time to find out, though he had not found out anything to
show his insanity. Now I do not, myself, bolieve that it
can be at all seriously contended that this man was feigning.
The old insanity had recurred. They were the same sort j
of views which ho had expressed during the old insanity.
He was most anxious to avoid the imputation of insanity,
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and to this end ho restrained himself at the trial, to a con-
siderable extent in his expressions. Ho was artful in his
i nsanity, as often happons, and what he wanted was to show
that he was a genuine prophet. All the symptoms which
are stated in cases of feigned insanity are symptoms which
indicate that this man's insanity was not feigned. Taylor
says :

" Insanity is frequently feigned by persona accused of criminl
offences in order to procure an acquittal or discharge. In the first
place, when this is suspected, it will be proper to enquire whether the
party had any motive for feigning the malady. It is necessary to re-
member that insanity is never assumed until after the commission of a
crime and the actual detention of a criminal. No one feigns insanity
merely to avoid suspicio'. In general, as in most cases of imposition,
the part is over-acted-the person does either too much or too little, and
he betrays himself by inconsistencies of conduct and language which
are never met with in cases of real insanity. There is commonly some
probable cause to which real insanity may be traced, but when the
malady is feigned there is no apparent cause; in this case the appear-
ance of the assumed insanity is always sudden ; in the real malady the
progress of the attack is generally gradual, and when the attack is really
sudden, then it will be found to be due to some great moral shock, or
other very obvious cause.

" We should observe whether there hs been any marked change of
character in the individual, or whether his conduct, when he had no
interest to feigu, was such as it is now observed to be."

The same learned author says:
"I am indebted to a learned judge for the following note on

feigned insanity :-'It may be safely held that a person feigning insanity
will rarely if ever try to prove himself to be sane-for he runs the great
risk of satisfying others that hle is sane-the conclusion he desires to
avoid. There is no better proof in general that the insanity (supposing
other evidence of it to be strong) iR real than in the keen and eazer
attempts by the accused to prove that he is sane, and strong and indig-
nant remonstrances against being held to be insane, though that would
protect himself agai-*t trial and punishment lu one case, at idin-
Èurgh, some doubt existed whether a party was feigning iRsanity, and
some uf those ab'ut him, and in charge of him in gaol, from his clearness
ani coherence, were satisfied that he- was quite sane, and that what he
exh'bi ed was merely eccentricity, or imulated attempisbto a<t asa
md man Insane he certainly was beyond ail doubt; but he fought
the pint of his sanity mot ravely in court. He mtde very cear nb
quick remarks upon the evidence of the medical men, who bai na doubt
of his entire insanity; awd when one physician of greit experience with
insane persons stated that he thought him quite incapaule of giving
information to counsel and agents for conducting bis defence, he said
instantly: Then, why did you advise me to apply to see counsel and
agents ?'

Now, Sir, my clear conclusion from this evidence is that in
the evidence at the trial there was overwhelming proof of
great disorder of intellect, of insane delusions on religious
and political topics, those very topics out of which the acts
grew. Now it is unnecessary to enquire for the purpose of
the issuo before us whether those disorders were so great as,
by our law, to justify a verdict of not guilty on the ground
of insanity. On that point minds will differ as to whether
it was great enough or not. Assume, if you please-and I
think there is great forco :n the propoition-that, dealing
with the verdict of the jury and with the judgment of the
court in Manitoba, you may not unfairly argue that it was
indicated strongly so far as the evidence at the trial went-
that the conclusion was that he was not so irresponsible
within the meaning of the law so as to have a verdict of not
guilty returned-though that conclusion would not accord
with my own individual opinion-but assume that. Give
the verdict all its just weight, omit the very strong point to
which my hon. friend from East Quebec alluded, the evidence
in the case of Jackson which I have read in the imperfect
report we got in the newspapers, in which Dr. Jukes
seems to have sworn that, with the exception of some-
thing said about his not speaking rationally all
the while, his delusions were much the same as Riel's
and on which evidence he was found insane-t say that
assumi g, if you lease, that the disorder was not so serions
as to render the prisoner wholly irresponsible, so deciding
yon justify the verdict of guilty and having justified the
verdit of guilty you by no means rid the Executive
from very grave duties. Now, upon this question
there are very serious errors largely prevailing in the
public mind. It is common talk, and this louse has not
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been wholly free from that common talk, that there should
be no interference with the verdict or sentence in capital
cases-talk which, if it were acted on, would render it
impossible to maintain capital punishment on the Statute-
book for twelve months in any civilised country. Now, I
shall prove the errors of this view by statistics. Hy
the statistics of the administration of justice in England
and Wales, during ten years before 1863, the pro-
portion of convictions to committals for all classes of
crimes taken together, was 70 to 71 per cent.; and I
may say that there is a curious run of similarity in
many years in both England and Canada in that regard.
But for murder during those ten years the proportion of con-
victions to committals was only 23J per cent., or one-third
of the number of convictions and committals for all cases.
While thlus you find, in the first place, that a much smaller
proportion of persons in proportion to those charged were
convicted of murder than in the general run, you find the
proportion of executions to the convictions for murder was
but 60 per cen.t, and that 40 per cent. were commuted. In
the 20 years from 1861 to 1880 there were 512 capital
sentences for murder. Ont of those there were only -79
executions, or 54J per cent., and 233 not executed, or 45J
per cent. In the 5 years from 1880 to 1884 there were 168
capital sentences. Out of there only 80 executions took
place, or 48 per cent., 88 were not executed, or 52 per cent.
Thus there are now fewer executions in proportion to sen
tences than there were. In the first period I gave you
there were something more than half, during the second
period there were fewer but still a little more than half, but
for the last available period less than half those Fentenced
were executed. Let me give you the individual cases
which came before Mr. Justice Stephen in three years
IHe sentenced ton persons to death; four were executed,
six commuted, four because the means by which they
caused death were neither intended nor in themselves
likely to cause death. In these cases, under an improved
definition, the prisoners would have been found guilty of
nianslaughter; one, because after the conviction it appeared
probable that he had received provocation, and to reduce the
offence to manslaughter; one because the convict was sub-
ject to epileptic fits, which rendered her frequently uncon-
scions and had permanently impaired her powers, though
she was probably not insane at the moment. Judge
-Stephen had not the least doubt when ie passod sentence
as- to the cases in which there would be commutation and
execution. In France, by the evidence taken in 164, the per.
sons found guilty of murder in four years,from 1859 to 1862
were 1,368; of these 1,'28, or nine-tenths, were found
guilty with extenuating circumatances, leaving only 140 or
onetenth guilty, and liable to death These -were the very
worst aes, yet of these about one-half only were executed
and the rest were commuted. The English Commission on
Capital Punishment state the custom in France as follows:-

Whether the convict bas or has not sued for pardon or commutation
of p aalty, the case is always examined by a commission at the Ministry
of Justice, and by the advice of this commission the execution either
takes place or the penalty is commuted, unless the Emperor should take
the initiative; hisright of pardon bas no limit."

Now take Ontario and Quebec, in the four years, 1880 to
18-3, according to the criminal statistics brought down by
the hon. gentleman opposite, there were ninety-six persons
chargéd with murder ; twenty six only were convicted or
twenty-seven per cent., thirten only were left for execu-
tion ; every second sentence was commuted. During the
same four years seventy per cent. of those charged with all
crimes were convicted ; and the commutations (including
murder and second commutations in capital cases) were
only one in 350, and of these many were due to ill-health.
The result is that of 500 charged with aIl crimes 350 are
convicted, and of these ;349 vor more suffer the sentence of
the 'law, so that practically the Sentence is executed in all

these cases. But of the 500 charged with murder only 135
are convicted instead of 350, the general average; of the
135 only 67 or 68 suffer the sentence of the law, or one out
of two, instead of 349 out of 350 the generai average. Of
the 500 charged with murder only sixty-seven are convicted
and suifer. the sentence of the law, or less than twelve
per cent. of the committals; while out of 500 charged
with all crimes 349 or more are convicted and suffer
the sentence of the law, or seventy per cent. of the
committals-nearly six times as many as in capital cases.
What is the general result ? The general result of these
statistics is that in England, in France, in Ontario and
Quebec there is a more careful sifting in the preliminary
process before verdict in the capital cases than there is in
the general average of crime. There is a greater reluctance
to convict, there is a greater tendency to acquit, and so there
is a very much smaller proportion of persons charged with
that particular offence, the capital offence, who are con-
victed, than of those who are charged with other offences.
What follows ? It is that it is in the residuum, the worst
cases, the plainest cases, the most obvious cases alone that
conviction takes place, and after that preliminary sifting
which results in the most obvious and plainest cases only,
leading to conviction in cases of charges of murder, yet,
while only one in 350 of all classes of sentences is com.
muted, in capital cases in Ontario and Quebec one out of
every two is commuted or 175 out of 350. Why is it
that we do not interfere with other sentences, and yet we
interfere to such an enormous extent with these particular
sentences, capital sentences ? The reason is perfeotly
obvious. It is because there are various classes and degrees
of moral guilt in the same legal offence having the same
legal definition, and because in all other cases than cases of
capital sentence the judge has a discretion to apportion the
punishment to the particular circumstances of the case. He
does so. He tempers justice with mercy himself; he con-
siders the palliating circumstances; he considers among
other things the state of mind and degree of responsibility;
he exercises a wide discretion, he may havearight to commit
a man for life or for one hour, for a long term of years or a
month. The law gives it to him because the law feels that
in ail these classes of cases, of larceny, of intent to commit
murder, of assault, or of what crime you will, it is impos-
sible to predicate the same degree of moral guilt, and
therefore that it is essential to provide some machinery
by which, to some extent, the punishment awarded
shall be proportionate to the degree of guilt in the
specific case. But in capital cases there are not less-there
are even more-shades of guilt than there are in other
cases. No one will dispute that; no one who has read the
interesting but harrowing accounts of murder trials but
must agree that there are all sorts and shades ofg.ailt iàuthe
commission of that which, according to the law uf the land,
is yet always murder. And yet, in that particular case, the
judge has not any discretion at all. He must pronounce the
only sentence, the ultimate sentence, the maximum sentence,
the sentence which is the worst and severest sentence now
applied, not to all murderers, but to the worst murderers.
But there is a discretion notwithstanding. There is noreason
why, in this particular case, thea should mot be somewhere
that discretion which exists in other cases-not as the pIart
of mercy, not as a part of the prerogative of mercy, but as
part of the administration of criminal justice which in other
cases is vested in the judge. It is impossible to say that you
should not find in the case of murder the discretion to
apportion the punishment to the moral guilt, when you give
it by your Statute books in all the other cases in the land.
For reasons which 1 need not discuss, the discretion is not
in capital cases vested in the judge. The reasons may be
satisfactory or unsatisfactory, it is no matter ; but, in fact,
that discretion rests in capital cases, not with the judge,
but with the Exeoutive, and in this ease the Ministers

1886. 251



COMMONS DEBATES. MAcO 19,
discharge under the law of the land a duty which is
part of the administration of criminal justice, and which in
all other cases is, under the law of the land, discharged by
tbejudge who tries the case and awards the sentence. They
have combined and commingled also the prerogative of
mercy strictly so called, as distinguished from this part of
the administration of justice, the prerogative which they
exercise with reference te all cases. If they think the
judge's sentence is too severe, they may-though I am glad
te say the power is rarely exercised-commute a severe
sentence by the judge. That is a distinct exercise of the
prerogative of mercy, and in the capital cases they
have, as a matter of course, te consider the two positions,
and they are commonly and properly considered together;
the whole case and the circumstances are considered
together. Now, I think I have shown you perfectly
plainly and perfectly clearly that there is the most marked
distinction that can be conceived between the capital
sentence and its execution and all other sentences and
their execution. I might put it te yen in another point
of view, in this way: the case would be the same in kind,
though not in degree, if your law, for all other crimes than
the capital crimes, obliged the judge te award the maximum
sentence which the law now awards for the particular crime.
Then you would immediately have the Executive necessarily
invaded with applications, as a branch of the administra-
tion of criminal justice. They would say : Your law has
made no distinction at all, yet the moral guilt and the
degree of responsibility varies, and in this case it is very
light, and yet there is a twenty years' sentence; you must
mitigate. You accomplish this result by another operation in
al cases of capital sentence. Yeu do it by the operation of
the Executive in the case of a capital sentence. Thus the
capital sentence is not in the sense which has been applied
te it, the sentence of the law with reference te the capital
crime. It is the extreme sentence of the law. It is net
the rule te execute that sentence. In Ontario and Quebec,
as many sentences are commuted as are executed, and
in England and Wales, more. There it is the exception
te execute, and why? Because it s net fitting there
any more than in other cases te apply as a rule
the extreme, the maximum penalty of the law te
this class of crimes. Now, Sir, I have spoken up te this
point of the capital offence of murder, because it is in
practice-or was in practice until the 16th of November,
in modern times-the only capital offence. The old law
as te high treason, of course, remains, but milder viewe
have long prevailed with reference te political offences.
Since June, 1848, in England, and since a later period here,
the same offences precisely, the samne character of offences
may be, and since that time, as far as I know, have always
been uin England, tried under the milder Act as treason-
felony in respect of which the maximum sentence is impri-
somment for life. I do net mean that this observation
applies to isolated acte of murder which are enerally
excluded from amnesties and are tried as such. f, there-
fore, there be any distinction with reference te the appli-
cation of the general principles of the administration of
criminal justice te which I have adverted and which I have
egtablished, if tliére be any distinction between murder and
treason, it is net what hue been intimated from the other
side. It is net that your law is more severe in the case
of treason; it is that your law is milder in the case of trea-
son. It is that while you continue in the case of murder
te provide only the machinery under which the
sentence muet be capital, yet yen have provided
in the case of treason, and you have used in every
case in the North-West except one, a milder procedure,
another law in respect te which the maximum penalty is
imprisonment for life for the saie offence. There is the
distinction as it is enshrined in the Statute-book in England
and in Canada, and you cannot from that make out this con-

Mr, BLAÂI,

clusion which hon. gentlemen opposite have made of treason
as the highest crime. I know there is à sense in which it
may be so regarded. You may talk about the life of the State,
the body politic, the corporation, and so on ; but I think I
shall show before I sit down how much there is in all that.
The distinction, then, is that. Now, Sir, I ask what more
is to be said, after this statement, of its being a duty on the
part of the Exeoutive to carry out the sentence of the law ?
I maintain that there is no duty on the part of the Executive,
to leave the law to take its courge, when, in this parti-
calar case, it is the maximum punishment which the
law obliges the judge to award, and when as I
have shown, as often as not, that maximum punishment
is not inflicted. In truth and in fact, disguise it how
you will, in England, in France, in Canada, it is the
Executive that awards the real sentence of the law in capital
cases; and in this particular case the duty of the Executive
was emphasised and enlarged by the special provision in the
North-West Territories Act, which having a due regard, or
some regard, to the comparative weakness of the tribunal
and the circumstances of the case, made a special provision
under which the sentence was not to be executed until the
pleasure of the Executive was known ; which the learned
Chief Justice oflManitoba described as providing, in fact, three
trials: First, before the judge and jury; secondly, before the
court in Manitoba; and thirdly, before the court in Ottawa-
the Executive of the country. Now, Sir, I propose to reinforce
the position which I have taken as filowing inevitably from
the statistics and the reasoning which I have given you, as
to the principle.3 and the practice of the exercise of what is
called the prerogative of mercy; and first of all, let me deal
with it in capital cases generally. I quote from the same
learned authority to which I before referred, Sir James
Stephen's work:

" The subject of the discretion exercised by the judges in coamon
cases, and by the Executive Government (practically the Home Secre-
tary) in capital eases appears to me to be little understood. As to this
it muet be remembered that it is practically impossible to lay down an
inflexible rule by which the same punishment muet in.every case be
inflicted in respect of every crime falling within a given definition,
because the dogmes of moral quiet and public danger involved in offences
which bear the same name and fall under the saine definition mut of
necessity vary. There muet therefore be a discretion in aU cases as to
the punishment to be inflicted. This discretion must from the nature of
the case be vested either in the judge who tries the case or in the
Executive Government or in the two acting together.

"Friom the earliest period of our history to the present day the dis-
cretion in misdemeanor at common law has been vested in the judge. *
The cases which still continue to be capital-practically marder and
treason-supply the only instances worth noticing in which the judge
has no discretion. The discretion in such cases is vested lin the cre-

tayof State.
Ia It was never intended that capital punishment should be inflicted

whenever sentence of death was passed. Even when the criminal law
was most severe the power of pardon was always regarded as supple-
mentary to it, and as supplying that power of mitigating sentences of
death which the words of the law refased.

" The power of pardon, in the exorcise of which Her Majesty, advised
by the Home Secretary, etill remains unaltered, and in respect of capital
sentences, it answers the purpose falfilled in other cases by the discre-
tionary power entrusted to the judges. The tact that the punishment or
death is not inflicted in every case in which sentence of death is inlicted,
proves nothing more than that munder, as well as other crimes, has ite
degrees, and that the extreme punishment which the law awards ought
notto be carried out in all cases.

He says furthur :
"I am strongly of opinion that capital punishments should be retained

and that they should be extended toe some cases in which offenders are
at present liable to them ; but I am also of opinion that no definition
which can ever be formed, will include ail murders, for which the
offender ought teobe put to death and exclude aIl those for which sacond-
ary punishment would be sufcient.

"The mont careful deinition will cover crimes involving many
diffrent degres, both of moral guilt and of public danger ; moreover,
those murders which involve the test public danger, may involve
far les. moral gailt than those which involve little public danger."

" The question of the necessary disproportion between gradations ot
crime and gradations of punishment ie brought to the most perplexing
issue in the case of the punishment of death. This unishment bas the
following characteristios as distinguished from ail oters : It admits in
itself of no gradation ; It l irrevocable ; and it la more dlfferent in
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kind from all other punishinents than they are from each other. • • •
Murder is the ofenoe to which the punishment of death la now almoSt
universally restricted."

Then the Commission on Capital Punishment declared:
" There is one point upon which the witnesses whom we have exam-

ined are almoet unanimous. viz., that the power of directing sentence
of death te be recorded should be restored to the judges. We think
this change desirable."''
What was that? There was a power for some time allowed
the judge, instead of passing the sentence of death, to per.
mit it to be recorded, which was equivalent to a reprieve.
and was invariably followed by a commutation, thus grant,
ing to the judge some measure of that judicial discretion,
which bore is applied wholly by the Executive. Then, if you
deal with cases ofpolitical offence, as has already been point-
ed out, the severity of the law has been mitigated in France
by the constitution of 1848, which abolished the punishment
of death £n matière politique. Now, let me come to the
mode and extent of the exorcise of this prerogative in these
cases. The Commission on Capital Punishment examined,
among others, Mr. Walpole, the Home Secretary. Mr.
Hardy asks him:

" Q. You have the Chancellor and other judges ; in addition to that, I
think you will remember that in your own time there was uone case in
which it became very important to assertain the facts with regard to
the locality ?-A. Certainiy•

" Q. And do you rememLr that you there authorised an intelligent
person upon the spot to have the distanees measured to show whether
they were in conformity with the evidence, which was impugned upon
that ground?-A. Certaiuly, I did."
So that you flnd that examinations of that kind took place
where evidence given at the trial was impugned in order
to test whether it was really accurate or not. Again, the
Royal Commission on Indictable Offences, composed of the
learned Judges Blackburn, Barry, Lush, and Stephen, re-
port thus:

" Cases in which, under some peculiar state of facts, a miscarriage of
justice takes place may sometimes though rarely occur; but when they
occur it is under circumstances for which fixed rule of procedure cannot
provide.
po Experience bas shown that the Secretary of State is a better judge
of the existence eof such circumstances than a court of justice can be.
He bas every facility for enquiring into the special circumstancesa; ho
can and does, if necessary, avail himself of the assistanceeof the judge
who tried the case, and of the law officers. The position which he occu-
pies is a guarantee of bis known fitness to form an opinion. He is fettered
by no rule, and bis decision does not frain a precedent for subsequent
cases. We do not see how a better meaus couil be provided tor inquiry
into the circumstances of the exceptional cases in quetion. The powers
of the Secretary of State, however, as to dispoair.g uf the, cases which
come before him are not as satisfactory as bis power of inquiring into
their circumstances. He can advise Her Majesty to remit or commute a
sentence; but, to say nothing of the inconsistency of pardoning a man
for au offence on the ground that ho did not commit it, such a course
may be unsatisfactory. The result of the inquiries of the Secretary of
State may ho to show, not that the convict in clearly innocent, but that
the propriety of the conviction is doubtful; that matters were left out
of account which onght to have been considered; or that too little
importance was attached to a view of the case, the bearing of which was
not sufficiently apprehended at the trial."
Rather extensive powers, Sir. Then, I refer to a series of
authorities of the highest character, being the explanations
which have been given by successive Home Secretaries in
the British Parliament, with reference to the discharge of
their functions. In 1>35, with regard to the Dorchester
laborers, Lord Russell, then Home Secretary, said:

" What I have to say is, that in this case, as in any other that may be
brought before me, whether in the House or out of it, I do not hold my-
self precluded from entering upon the consideration of any facto or
circumstances that may come to m' knowledge, or trom forming a
judgment upon them without reserve. '

Lord Loughborough, who was at one time Chief Justice,
said in the House of Lords:

" That hbe had tried prisoners who had been capitally convicted, and
h. had carefully examined and revised all the circumstances of their
cases without being able to find a single reason which would justify bis
recommending mercy to be extended to them, and ho nad reported to the
Government that he did not think himself warranted in saying that they
were entitled to favorable consideration, and yet mercy had been

extended te them more than once, and, he verily believed, on fair and
just principles."

Sir Geo. Grey, Home Secretary, said:

" I cannot accept the doctrine of the hon. member, that the Secretary
of State is bound to consider the verdict of a jury in a capital case as
absolutely final, and to refuse to investigate any allegei facts which
may be stated to him tending to alter the view of the case submitted to
the judge and jury. The duty of a Secretary of State would be easy if in
all cases he refused to receive any appeal for mercy founded upon facts
not stated at the trial. But he cannot shrink from the performance of
the dut which is now imposed upon him however painful it may be ; if
he did his conduct would meet with universal condemnation."

Mr. Home Secretary Walpole said, that a murder referred
to was one of aggravated enormity and barbarity; yet the
sentence waucomruted. Again Mr. Gathorne Hardy,
Home Secretary, said :

" After the trial and condemnation facto might come ont which it
would be desirable tosift;'and however long it might be after a man's
conviction, if circumatances transpired sho-wing that the conviction was
unjust, or throwing such a donbt on it as to make it clear that there
ought to be some interference, there must necessarily be some authorizy
to exereise the prerogative of mercy."

Mr. Secretary Walpole, said:
" Do not it be supposed that I think that the Home Secretary has not

a very large power vested inhlm et advising the trow to exercise its
prerogative of mercy. T think there is such a power vested in him, not
for the purpose of re.hearing a case which can only be properly reheard
before a judge and jury, but for the purpose of takng into consideration
net only the facts proved at the trial, but any other facts and circums-
tances that may. be brought to light subsequently, of weighing them, and
of determining whether, under ail the circuimstances, it is hie duty to
reiommeid the Crown to exercise its prerogative of mercy, and to
mitigate the severity of punishment. In no case, however, should he
interfere against the decision both of judge and jury, unless the cage is
se plain as torleave no reasonable doubt on the mind of any intelligent
man tliat a great inj ustice lied been dune."'

Mr. Gathorne Hardy, Home Secretary, said:

" ertainly, in this instance, the jury did not neglect their duty, but
found a verdict of 'wilful murder' in a case which was undoubtedly
one of wilful marder according to the law of this country. As far as
1 am concerned in this transaction,t 1have no hesitation in explaining
ali that has taken place in regard to it. * * The memorial was sent
down to the judge, and by return of post I received an answer in which
the judge recommended that the sentence of death should be commuted
to penal servitude."

And it was commuted. On the Bill to abolish capital pun-
ih rnent which came U in 180, Mr. Secretary Bruce, said :

"ife would undertake to say that the law (as to capital punishment)
could not exist at ail were it not for the larg- discretionary power en-
trusted te the Home Siecretary, which devolved upon him duties, not
only of the most difficult, but of the most painful character. *l*0*

" It was hard, for instance, to justify the cont;nned existence of a law
under which it was not merely in the power, but became absolutely the
duty of the Secretary of State to remit sentences ot death solemnly
passed by a judge after verdict found by the jury. In accordance wita
long tradition lu his office, it was the duty of the Home Secretary te
remit the extreme sentence in all cases of infanticide. Another custom
which had grown to be invariable-at least he had not been able to find
a single exception-was that no sentence of death was ever inflicted in
a case where, in the opinion of the judge, it ought not to be inflicted.
Everybody acquainted with the subject, must be aware that after every
assize there were judges who hastened to inform the Home Secretary,
ibat although, according to the defnrition of law, th jury had heen
right iu fiuding the prisener guilty of murder, and aithougli the judge
was himself bound to pass sentence of death, yet, in his opinion, that
sentence ought net to ho carried into execution Then no inconsiderable
number of cases arose where the judge pasaed sentence of death, himselr
disagreeing with the jury lu the two latter classes cf cases, the Home
Secretary, whether he agreed with the opinion of the judge or not, was
bound, according te the-p actice, te abandnn his own opinion and act
upon that of the judge-morally bound, ho meant, f course, for there
was no legal obligation resting upon him beyond the precedents inva-
riably recognised by hie predecessors."

Mr. Bruce &gain said :
" A third clase of cases, extremely difficult te deal with, and exposing

the holder of the office te comments, harsh and very frequently unjuat,
was when fresh evidence arose after the conviction of the offender, and
he must say that, in his opinion, this was the weakest part of our pre-
sent system, and one deserving the most serions consideration of the
Legislature. The case was that of a very poor class of persons, who
either where unable to obtain legal assistance, or, from their position or
perhaps from their previous character, excited but little sympathy in the
neighborhood, and facta which might have told in their favur were net
brought out till the consciences of those acquinted with those facto
were aroused by the impending .death of the convicts. Cases snob au
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these were by no means infrequent. In hie short experience he ihd lai-
ready had two or three signal instances in which evidene of the-most
unbounded impor tance had been kept back, either from want of means
on the part of the prisoner to have his case properly investigated, or from
want ef interest on the part of those by whom the evidence could be
given."

Then on the remision of capital punishment Bir. Bruce
said :

" It is well that the House and country should understand how in
these cases, which so often offend the honest opinion of the public, there
is apparent discrepancy between the opinion of judge and jury on the
one band and that of the Home Secretary on the other. It arises fron
this-that the jury is obliged to fiad, from the direction of the judge, a
verdict of wilful murder, and that the judge is constantly required to
pas. a sentence of death, when it is quite certain it wili not, cannot,
ought not, to be executed. * * Such ia the state of
the law, and so long as it is the state of the law it le absolutely impos-
sible but that the decision of the Secretary of State muet occasionally
be in disaccord with the finding of the jury and-the sentence of the
judge."

On another occasion, ho said:
" I may be' mention another case whichi was brought under my

notice more recently. A prisoner was entirely undefended, not a pallia-
tive circumstance was adduced on his trial for murder, and he was con-
sequently convicted and sentenced to deathi; but other evidence 'was
afterr-ds brought forward which, in the opinion of the judge, would, if
laid before the jury, have turned the soale in favor of the prisoner and
shown %hat he'was guilty of manslaughter instead of murder."

Mr. Bruce says again:
" While the law respecting murder remains as it is, and while the

spectacle isso often seen of judges and juries dissenting-the one from
the verdict and the other from the sentence whih, in accordance with
law, they are obliged to pass-there must be lodged somewhere the
powvtr of adminiaterng the prerogative of mercy."

Lord Penzance says:
" Now, independently of the cases in which the punishment of death

bas been commuted, it han, I believe, been the ractice for many years
of the Home Office te mitigate severe sentences.p'

Mr. Trevelyan, Irish Secretary, said:
'l I amglad te have an opportunity of saying a word about the Kil-

martin case. If Ris Excellency errea at all in that case, he erred on the
right side. In the last paragraph of bis letter it i. stated :

" His Excellency has determined to release Kilmartin. He does so
without inpeaching the correctness of the original conviction, or the
boafides cf Hernon; but, subsequent information having created some
doubt as to the identification of Kiimartin, His Excellency feel bimseif
enabled to exercise the prerogative of mercy on Kilmartin' s behalf."

Si late as 1b84, Mr. Gladstone, in a great debate towhich
I shall have occasion subsequently to allude, said this:

" The constitution of this country knows nothing of criminal appeal,
properly so called, nothing of the retrial of cases, as was explaitied by
the Home'Secretary last night. It knws of the refrence to the respon-
sible Minister, who, surrounded by the very best advisers, and actig
under the deepest sense of responsibility, is entitled to exercise the pre-
rogative of mercy. That moue ot operation you begin by excluding,
because what you are asking for is not a further investigation of the
question by the responsible'oifcer of the Queen, but it is afull and public
lnquiry, a description to which bis opefation could not orrespond."

I think I have suffliently established the accuracy of my
atatement, and enlarged even my own statement by these
proofs of the extensive powers aud consequential duties of
the Executive in exercising this branch of the administra,
tion of criminal justice, particularly in capital cases, but
before i puas to the question of what should be done in cases
of insanity and the specialties of those cases, I wish to
make an allusion, at this point, to the effect of the recom-
mendation to n»ecy.~ The ihon. - ni ber from Ottawa,
quoted~a portion of a passage, which I deem it my duty to
read, from Sir James Stephens' book:

"There is one other point on which the English and French systeme
are strongly contrasted. This le the French system of circonstances
atténuantes and the Engliah system of recommendations to mercy. The
fmiding of circonstances atténsantas by a French jury ties the handa of
the court and compels them to pas. a lighter sentence than they other-
wise would b. entitied te pass. It gives a permanent legal effect to the
frst impressions of seven out of twelve altogether irresponsible persons
upon the most delicate of al questions cunneoted with the administra-
tiun of justice-the amount of punishment which, having, regard to its
moral eourmuy and also to its political and social danger, ought to b.
awarded to a given offence. Ths are I think matter which require
mature ad deiberate tonaidmration by the persons-bet -qualied by
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their pouition andtheir previeus training to ocide upon them. In all
caseenot capital the discretion is by our law vested in the judges. In
capital cases it is practically vested in the Secretary for the Home
Department advised by the judge, and insmuch as such questions ulways
attract great public interest and attention and are often widely dis-
euwsed by the press, there is little fear-that full justice will not b. done.
To put such a power into the hands eof seven jurymen to be exercised
itrëvocably upon a first impression is not only to place a most important
power in moet improper hande, but is also to deprive the peblic of any
opportunity to influence a decision in which it is deeply interested.

" Jurymen having given their decision disappear trom public notice,
their very names being unknown. A Secretary of State or a judge is
known to every one, and may be made the mark of the most searching
criticism, to say nothing of the political consequences which in the case
of a Secretary of8tate inay arise from mistakes in the discharge of his
duty. On the other hand one English system allows the jury to exercise
at least as much infience on the degree of punishment to be inflicted
on those whom they may eonviet as they ought to have. It is true that
the recommendation to mercy of an English jury has no legal effect and
is no part of their verdict, but it is invariably considered with attention
and is generally effective.'

"l I cases where the judge has a discretion as to the sentence, ho
always makes it lighter when the jury recommend the prisoner to mercy.
In capital cases, where he has no discretion, h. invariably in practice
informs the Home Secretary at once of the recommendation, and it is
frequently, perhaps generally, followed by a commutation of the sen-
tence. Tis seems to me infinitely preferable to the system of circon-
stances atténuante. Thongh the impression of a jury ought always to De
respectfully considered, it is often founded on mistaken grounds, and ie
sometimes a compromise. It is usual to ask the reason of the recom.
mendation, and I have known at least one case in which this was
followed first by silence and then by withdrawal of there commendation.
I have also known cases in which the judge bas said: 'Gentlemen, you
would hardly have recommended this man to mercy if you had known
as I do that h. has been repeatedly convicted ot similar urfences.' There
are also cases in which the recommendation is obviously founded on a
doubt of the prisoner's guilt, andin such cases i have known the jndge
tell the jury that they ought to reconsider the matter, sud either acquit
or convict simply, the prisoner being entitled to au acquittal if the doubt
seems to the jury reasonable. This will often lead to an acquittal."

Then I refer to two cases in wh ch Home Secrotaries have
expressed their views on the subject. In the case of the
convict Wager, Mr. Walpole said :

" His first impression was that it was a case of uch barbarity and
cruelty that it was proper that the law should take its course. On the
other hand, he founa that the jury recommended the criminal to mercy.
Moreover, ho felt that in this, as in all similar cases, it was his duty to
appeal to the jadge who tried the criminal, and he did so without inti-
mating any opinion one way or the other. The learned judge had twice
favored him with hie opinion, and he would read a portion of the report.
It was as followe:-

Il'The murder was not premeditated, and i do not think that when he
comnmenced the pursuit after his wife he intended that act of violence
which h. afterwards made use of. I an, therefore, of opinion that the
case is not an unfit one for the exercise of the prerogative of mercy.'

"After the recomm-ndation of the jury, expressed not only at the time
when the verdict was given, but since conveyed to him in stronger lan-
guage than the original recommendation was couched in; and after the
deliberateeopinion of the judge that the case was, in hie opinion, not
unfit for the exercise of the prerogative of mercy, he did not think that
he could have taken an yother course than the one ho adopted, and the
sentence was commuted to penal servitude for lif.."

In another case, the case of John Toomer, the same Home
Secrotary said :

" Perhaps upon this point, I shall not trauagress my duty by saying
that from the very beginning I thought the punishment te whicii
Toomer was sentenced was so severe that it ought notto stand. Inever
had the slightest hesitation upon that point, but that question has neyer
been brought before me. The reason why I thought the punishment
ought not to stand was, because [ felt that the jury's recommendation to
mercy, founded probably upon some indiscretion of the prosecutrix,
should bave been attended to."

Now, I ventured to observe, on the only occasion on- which
I have spoken in publie on this case until to-day, that it
was a matter of regret that the jury were not asked to
atate what their reason was for the recommendation-I do
not mean by the Executive, of course, but by the judge at
the trial, as it was fitting that he should have done. We
had some public information given to us from a sont ce
which I suppose hon. gentleman will not challenge as
dibtinctly untriendly to them or as being biassed in any
way against them. At the time of the trial, the Mati
correspondent at that trial telegraphed to the Mail news.
paper as follows

"l Rsnu, N.W.T., 8rd August.-Three of the jurora in Biel'a eae tell
me that the meaning of that recommendation to:meroy is that in their
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opinion Riel should not be hanged, as they think that, while hoe l not
absolutely insane in the ordinary accepted meaning ot the word, ho is a
very decided '1crank.' The other three jurors I have nut been able to
see, but this is their view also. go t of the witnesses for the Crown
admitted on cross-examination that Riel, in their estimation, wae 'not
all there' ; and this, with the testimony of the expert sand that of Rev.
Father André, of Prince Albert, who fought with might and main
against Riel during the agitation which culminated in the rebellion,
produced a profound impression upon the minds of the jury. Lastly,
tLe jury saw and heard the prisoner in the box."

That was the only information which, at the time I spoke,
I had as to the meaning of the recommendation. A gen-
tleman residing in the North-West, with whom I had no
acquaintance, wrote to me, stating that he had seen the
statement made that it was not known wbat the meaning
of the recommendation was, and ho enclosed to me a letter
addressed to himself from one of the jury, which I think it
necessary to give to the louse as the only information I
have had since on the subject, given to me without any
solicitation on my part, and simply coming in the way I
have stated. That letter is as follows:-

"My DMiE Sm,-In answer tc your enquiries regarding our verdict,
&c., in the Riel trial, I would say that as a friend I have no objections
whatever to giving T ou our reasons for recommeLding the prisoner te
the mercy of the Crown, but I would aek you as a favor not to make
public my name or residence.

"The judge, in hie charge, told us dietinctly that we muet take into
consideration these two pointe, theprieoner's implication in the rebellion
and the state of hie mind at the time. He said: 'If you are perfectly
satisfied in your own mind that the prisoner wae implicated in the
rebellion, directly or indirectly, and at theesame time able to distinguish
between right and wrong, you muet bring him in guilty ; if, on the other
band, you find him implicated in the rebellion, but of unsound mind,
yon muet bring him in not guilty, and state, on account of hie insanity.'
This was the purport of the charge, although by no means the whole
of it.

"After we had retired to consider the verdict, our foreinan asked each
and every one of us the followiag questions:-' Is the prisoner guilty or
not guilty ? and, is he sane or insane' We each answered in our turn.
Guilty and perfectly sane."

" In recommending him to the mercy of the court, we did se because
we coneidered that while the prisoner was guilty and we could not by
any means justify him in hie acte of rebellion, at the same time we felt
that had the Government done their duty and redressed the grievances
of the half-breeds of the Saskatchewan, as they had been requested time
snd again te do, there never would have been a second Riel rebellion,
and conscquently no prisoner to try and condemn. We could not but
condemn in the strongest terme possible the extraordinary dilatoriness
of Sir John Macdonald, Sir David McPherson and Lieutenant-Governor
Dewdney, and I firmly believe that had these three been on trial as
arcessories, tery little mercy, if any, would have been shown them by
the jury. *0

"AI hough I say we, in nearly every case lu the above, it may pos-
sibly be that not everyone held the same views as myself, but I certainly
thought at the time that they did se, and am still ot the same opinion.

"IYou are at perfect liberty to make use of thie letter in any way yuu
see fit, provided anything therein relating to myself is not made public."

I have given everything which does not relate to himself,
and which bears upon this case at ail. I thought it my
duty to read that letter particularly, b.cause, having in my
hand the statement from one of the jury that the jury
thought the prisoner sane, I did not think it would be
consistent . with the frankness I owe to the House to
withhold that, inasmuch as they will see it is not a
view which I myself share. I repeat that I do
not at all contend that a recommendation to mercy is
necessarily to be yielded to. I have never said so or
thought so. I think that would be a still more unsatisfactory
mode of dealing with the case than the French system. But
I do argue that the statement given in the author whom I
have quoted is a fair statement of the general results and
of the degree of attention which is proper to be given to
a recommendation to mercy; and, if the hoD. member
for Ottawa (Mr. Maekintosb), who seems to have had
special opportunities of investigating the cases of the
exercise of the prorogative of mercy for several years pst,
opportunities not vouchsafed to other hou. gentlemen, had
extended his enquiries and had gone into those cases in
which the recommendation to mercy was effectuai, instead
of confining himself to those in which it was ineffectual, I
think ho would have given us an array of facts more impor-
tant and more satisfactory than the. repreentation -of only

one side whiohhe has given us.- The question. is in what
cases, and in what classes of cases the recommendation has
been made, and what degree of weight bas been given to it.
I turn to the question, so far as it may be specially illus-
trated by authority, of the exercise of mercy in those
cases in which the defence of insanitv arises, and upon that
subject no less a learned judge than Lord Cran worth was
examined by the Capital Punithment Commission, in 1865,
and the Attorney General for Ireland put to him this state.
ment:

" I happen to know a recent case where a man was tried, and the
defence was insanity-incapacity to judge of his actions. The jury cou-
victed this man, not believing that he was insane The E xecutive pub-
sequently received information from varions doctors which had not been
produced, showing that the man rally was insane, and in that case' the
prerogative of mercy was exercised, the man being retained in prison ?"

And the answer was:
" That would be the reasonable mode of dealing with him."

So you see that where the question of insanity was raised
at the trial, and where the jury decided against it, and
where the Executive, upon the evidence given at the trial
and before them, did not think they were wrong-and where,
of course, the judge was not diesatisfied with the verdict
either-yet, where subsequent medical testimony was
brought forward, it was acted upon by the Evecutive, and
they commuted upon the score of the subsequent medical
testimony, and therefore they received it. Now then, on
the Bill to abolish capital punishment in 1869, the Home
Secretary, Bruce, said:

" One of the firt cases he had to adjudicate upon ws that of the
convict Bisgrove, the circumstances of the murder being such as in them-
selves to excite suspicion of insanity. No evidence was sdduced before
the court as to the previous life of this unhappy man: but after sentence
had been passed the conscience of the neighborhood was aroused, and
information was given which led to the discovery of what the facts
really were, viz., that for three years he had been subject to fita of
epilepsy, and while quite peaceable at other times, under the influence
of these he was dangerous, so much so that he had been dismissed from
one employment. With a knowledge cf these ficts, it was impossible to
allow the sentence of death to be carried ont, and the result of two
medical examinations since instituted at different places, and conducted
by most competent persons, established that the prisoner wsasctually
insane."

So you see subsequent evidence of the facts was received by
the Executive and upon that subsequent evidence they
started separate medical examinations, conducted at differ.
ont places, to test the condition. Their report was
accepted, and upon it the prisoner's sentence was commuted.
Thon Mr Gilpin said, in the same debate :

" The Home Secretary himielf stated, only a few weeks ago, that at
the last spring assizes two persons were sentenced to death who were
entirely innocent. Mr. Bruce, Home Secretary said, the one was
innocent and the other insane."

So thatthe innocent person had been sentenced to death,
but his sentence had been afterwards commuted on the
ground that he was insane. Thon Mr. Bruce, in 1870, in
the case of Jacob Spinasa, said:

"I murder was committed, for which no motive could be assigned,
by a person who was apparently laboring under some temporary and
violent hallucination. The judge and jury, however, thought there was
not sufficient evidence of this state of mind, and therefore they treated
the prisoner as a man who had committed a murder, with a full know-
led e of what ho was doing. After the trial evidence was given upon
esth in Switeriland by a surgeon who had repeatedly attended Spinasa
while he was in a militia regiment, and who had seen him in a state of
hallucination similar to that described at the trial, and accompanied by
acts of violence, of which he was unconscious. Then it was proved that
porions in a Germai hospital in London had seen him under similar
circumstancesa"

Thus the sentence was commuted on the score of these suh-
sequent enquiries, in a case in which proof of hallucination
had been given at the trial, after which proof both judge
and jury agreed that the prisoner was, within the law, respon-
sible and properly convicted. Thon, on the motion by Lord
Penzance, the Lord Chancellor, speaking of the character
of the enquiries which were made by the Rome Secretary,
said this:

1886. 2M-
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"8 In particular cases other matters are Inquired into, but those cases

are extremely few. In some of them the delicate and difficu't question of
the state of the criminal's mind is raised, in which experience proves
there is obviouglv a large margin for diff -rence of opinion ; but this
would not be improved by requiring all evidence to be on oath, for on
matters of.opinion there will always be great variety of opinion, and
the oath-is no security, because a man giving bis opinion may
honestly swear that he believes so and so. Certificates, therefore, are
just as valuable whether thev are on oath or not; and the only other
evidence is that occasionally given by friends and relativeg, as to the
convict's state of mind at frser periods-matters which are not ofsucb
diffiCUIt solution aq May Rt first ight appear.* * At preseut
the functionary to whom this duty is confided, having ample assistance,
is able to consider this subect wilbout delay. He ie, moreover, a
responsible Minister of the rown, and is. therefore, aeccountable to
Parliament for the manner in which he discharges bis duties.,,

There you find the responsibi1ity of the Government
declared hy the Lord Chancellor, the head of the judiciary
and the legal official of the Government, who explains what is
done in crimiral cases where a man bas been convicted and
sentenced; and a question exists as to the state of bis mind.
You tind that an enquiry is made, that medical opinions are
taken, and evidence is taken as to the facts from which con-
clusions are to be drawn. Thon the Royal Commission on
Tndiciable Offences in '18178 composed es I said before, of
Judges Blackburn, Barry, Lush and Stephen, said:

"It muet be horne in mird, that, although insanity is a defence which
is applicable to any criminal charee, it ie most frequently put forward
in trials for murder, and for this offence ihe law-and we think wisely-
awards upon conviction a fixed punishment which the judge bas no
power to mitigate. Inl he case of any other offe.n ce, if it ebould appear
that the nffender was afflicted with some unsoundness of mind, but not
to such a degree as to render bim irrespornsible-in other w ords where
the criminal element predominates, thouigh mixed in a greater or less
degree with the insane element-the judge can apportion the punish-
ment t the degree of criminality, making allowance for the weakened
or disordered inte lert But n a case of murder this can only be dnne
by an qppeal to the Fxecutive; and we are of oiinion that this diffiiulty
cannot be successfuly avoided by any definition of insanity which would
be both sfe and practicable, and that many cases muet occur which
cannot be satisfactorily dealt with otherwise than by such an ppeal."

Now, this is stated at a late day by men of the bighest
authority, having had the advantage of the evidence of many
learned men engaged in the actual administration of the
criminal law, declaring the theory and practice of that admin-
istration in cases in which there is a weak or disordered
intellect, though not so weak or disordered as to justify a
verdict of not guilty on the ground of insanity; and in ]an
guage in which I would only weaken by attempting to restate
the nrgument, they point out, what common sense and com-
mon humanity approve, that a weak and disordered intellect,
although there may be enough to leave a man responsible,
leaves him net responsible to the same degree as to the
severity of punishment as if he were of perfectly sound
mind; and that which, in all other cases, by the law, the pre-
cise sentence proper to be awarded as proportioned to the
moral guilt and to the palliative circumstances, is to be
fixed by the judge, in the particular case in which the
sentence is that of death, that duty is to be discharged by the
Executive. Sir James Stephen, in bis book to which I have
so frecrently alluded, alluding to the provision of recording
sentence, which, as i bave said, had the effect of a reprieve,
says :

" I remember a case in which Mr. Justice Wightman ordered sentence
of death to be recorded upon a conviction for murder. The prisoner,
though not quite mad enough to be acquitted, was obviou'ly too mad to
be hsanged. I have met with cases in which I wished I had a similar
power."
Sir James also says:

" These considerations appear to me to show that murder, however
accurately defined, muet always admit of degrees of guilt, and it seems to
me to follow that some discretion in regard to punishment ought to be
provided in this and in nearly every other case. This discretion does in
fact exist at present and le exercised by the Home Secretary, though on
every conviction of murder sentence of death is passed by the judge."
Thon ho gives cases affecting the guilt of such an offence:

"(1) Absence of positive intention to kill, &c.
(z) Provocation, &c.

" (3) There are many cases in which a man's mind la more or les.
affected by disease, but in which it cannot be said that he i4entitled to
be altogether!acquitted onthe.ground of insanity."

s And then ho gives a long series of other cases, the preocise
f case to which I allude being number 3, and proving demon-

stratively that this case was recognised by our law, which
else would be a barbarous and inhuman law, and that it
justifies the principle of dealing with the case according to
the circumstances. Then Lord Penzance, during a debate
in the House of Lords in 1870, said:

"Well, the Home Secretary does as much as any man can do, under
the circumstances; He makes his inquiry. It very often happens that
the crime is one which depends on scientific evidence, as in the case of
poisoning, and then he bas often a very delicate task. In other cases
new and additional facts are alleged; but there are no authorised sources
of intormatior# I believe, indeed, that he sometimes sends down per-
sons to make inquiries on the spot"

Again, Sir James Stephen in bis book, speaking as to the
doubts thrown on the justice of a verdict, or the accuracy
of the evidence, and the course of the Home Secretary in
Smethurst's case, shows that:

" Sir George Lewis, Home Secretary, says: *
I have come to the conclusion that there is sufficient doubt.of the pris-
oner s guilt to render it my duty to advise the grant to hi n of a free
pardon. • • • • The necessity which I have felt
for advising Her Majesty to grant a free pardon in this case bas not, as
it appears to me, arisen from any defect in the constitution or proceed-
ings of our criminal tribunals ; it bas risea from the imperfections of
medical science, and from fallibility of the judgment in an obscure
malady, even of skilful and experienced practitioners."

I am unable to deal with some of the cases in our own
country as fully as the hon. member for Ottawa (Mr. Mack-
intosh), but I observe a report in the Mail newspaper of a
trial which took place in October, 1882, at Napanee. One
Lee was tried for murder and the defence was iusanity.
The medical evidence was conflicting. One doctor provod
that be had examined the prisoner and in his opinion he was
insane, aid insanity was not feigned. Another doctor was
called and said ho had come to the same conclusion. The gaol
surgeon thought the examination disclosed delusions, and he
saw indications of insanity. Another doctor thought the
prisoner was acting a part and knew quite well what ho
was doing The judge charged that the evidence showed
that his mind was, perhaps, not very strong, although some
years ago ho had labored under delusions. At and about
the date of the crime, persons who were in frequent
intercourse with him discovered nothing to lead them to
suppose him of unsound mind. A person taking revenge
is not acting under delusion; he is doing it with some degree
of knowledge of the difference between right and wrong.
There was a verdict of guilty rendered, and there is no
report of a recommendation for mercy. The judge in pass-
ing sentence said that after hearing all the evidence ho was
quite of opinion that at the titre the prisoner committed
the crime ho knew what he was doing and was pe.fectly
accountable for bis action. He was sentenced to death.
That sentence was commuted. It was commuted by hon.
gentlemen opposite. I am not able to speak with authority
as to the cir cumstances of the commutation; and I state
simply that I received a letter on the case this morning,
and ,herefore too late to enable me to apply to the hou.
gentleman as I otherwise would have doue to bring down
the paper s, but I now make the application. The letter is
written by a respectable person who ought to know and
who professcs to know as to the ciroumstances which pre-
ceded that commutation. But before I refer further to that
letter, I should like to give the reporter's account of the
prisoner as published in the Mail:

" The prisoner whose appearance is not such as to give the unpro-
fessional eye much, if any, indication of insanity has watched the case
apparently with much interest throughout. He seemed to understand
about what evidence each witness called would give, and it could he
noticed as some of the more important ones came to the stand that he
placed bimseIf in an attitude of close attention as if to catch every word
said. He did not at any time display indifference, and toward the close
though snowing signs of weariness seemed to take, if possible, more
interest than at first and to be in a measure impressed with a unse of
his peril. in this respect there was a visible change in his countenance
after he heard the address of the (rown counsel and the ,judge's charge,
and a very marked one when the verdict was dered,
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The information communicated to me by letter this morning
is as follows :-When the trial of Michael Lee for murder
took place at Napanee some time ago, Dr. Motcalf, of Rock-
wood, Dr. Clark, of Toronto, Dr. Lavell, of Kingston,
examined him. Dre. Metcalf and Clark pronounced him
insane; Dr, Lavell pronounced him perfectly sane. Ris
sentence was commuted and he was sent to the penitentiary,
where he was transferred to the criminal insane ward
as insanity became marked. Whether ho still remains there
or not I do not know. I know, having had some reason to
learn, that a very great number of those whose minds are
disordered are kept, and perhaps not unwisely so, ont of the
insane ward and mix with the other prisoners. That is the
statement given to me; and I think, considering the cir-
camstances and the names 1 have given, it would have been
fortunate if the hon. member for Ottawa had so far per.
fected his investigation as to be able to state all the facts
respecting the case of Lee. I think it is established beyond
ail contradiction that the practice accords with reason, that
a disordered condition of the intellect, which in the view
rightly or wrongly of the law is not sufficiently disordered
to entitie the prisoner to immunity from crime, is yet to be
regarded in dealing with the quantity of punishment
awarded; that in ail other cases than the capital cases that
regard is paid by the judge, and in the capital cases it is to
be paid by the Executive, wbose duty is, not as a matter of
clemency or mercy simply, but as part of the administratiod
of criminal justice, as part of that justice which we deelare
in our Statute-books we seek to accomplish by the appor-
tionment of the punishment to the moral guilt, to have regard
to what surely must b an element of tle moral guilt, the
degree of the disordored intellect, the degreeof the insane im-
pulses, of the insane delusions of the unbalanced mind.
Even although this degree may be not enough to
entitle him to acquittal, though the verdict may be
right and the judge's sentence under the law may
be right, there is not a more discretion but a sacred,
solemn and imperative duty to have regard to the circum-
stances disclosed on the trial, and all other circumstances
which may be made known; and if upon the whole of the cir-
cumstances, you find, as was said by Mr. Justice Stephen,
that the man was not mad enough to be acquitted but too
mad to be hanged, you cannot shelter yourself under the
proposition that it was your duty to carry out the
sentence of the law, and that the verdict of the
jury had settled all that matter. The verdict of
the jury settled no more than this; the prisoner
was not so completely insane as to be entitled to be absolutely
acquitted on the ground of insanity. Consistently with
that finding, bis intellect might be seriously disordered.
He might be seriously disordered mentally though not suf-
ficiently disordered to give him immunity. Is not that
question to be decided ? Was that question settled by the ver.
dict ? No, it was left unsettled. It was to be settled by
the Executive. Has it been settled ? If not, they did not
discharge their duty. If they settled it, and decided that
it did not apply in this case, thon I humbly say that I wholly
disagrce from them in opinion. Now, Sir, to come to the
other branch of this case, the question of polit ical offences,
that has also to bo considered on the question of the award of
punishment, and in this matter I am obliged to differ very
muh from the spirit of a good deal that has been said by
hon. gentlemen opposite. The prerogative of pardon is
dealt with by Mr. Amos, as applied to these cases, thun

"There are other cases in which the faculty of granting a remission
or diminution of the penalty may also properly belong to the Executive.
Thus in cases of what are sometimes called 'political crimes ' in which
the perpetrators of them are as often as not persons of virtnous habits
and tendencies,.and even in some cases of a heroic spirit of self-sacri-
faces, it must depend entirely upon the danger te the community t obe
apprehended from a repetition of such particular offences whether any
and what penalty should be exacted. It may not be wise to leave te
the judge the supreme decision of a question more of political cireum-
spection than of simple moral insight. The usual if not necessary rule

is to leave a considerable amount of choice of penalties to the judge,
but te reserve te the Executive the opportunity of entirely rebutting or
as political sagacity prompts from time to time the penalty exacted by
the strict letter of the law. -hese remarks while justifying theI institu
tion of the prerogative of pardon, none the less point to the essential
importance of hedging round the exercise of this prerogative with all
the safeguards which a vigilant legislature and an active public opinion
can devise."

With reference to the exorcise of the prerogative in caae
of political offences, an instructive statement was made on
tihe application in the case of certain Fenian convicts in
1869, when Sir Frederick Reygate said:

"I e would beg to ask the Chief Secretary for Ireland, whother, in
the selection of those Fenian convicts now proposed to the released
the course had been adopted usual in the remission of sentences
obtaining the approval of the judge who tried each case.

" Mr. Chichester Fortescue, in reply, said, that in ordinary cases
when a memorial was presented from a prisoner for a mitigation of
punishment or a free pardon, that memorial was referred to the judge
who had tried the case. But iu the prosent instance no such memorial
had been received by the Government and the question was not consi.
dered as one respecting a mitigation of an ordinary sentence. On the
contrary, it was regarded by the Government as a question to be decided
by themselves and by the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland. What they did
was to institute a most rigid examination into the case ofeach prisoner,
and in conducting that examination they had the assistance of the law
oficers of the Crown, and more especially of the Attorney-General. The
examination was conducted in every case in reference te the character
of the person and the circumstances of the case, and te aIl that came
out of the trial. Having done that, Her Majesty's Government and the
Lord Lieutenant wereof opinion that it was their duty to deocide the
question solely on their own responsibility, and without inviting the
judges te share that responsibility."

Thon, Sir, there is a most interesting and instructive discus-
sion on Mr. O'Connor Power's motion, in 1877, with refer-
ence to certain Fenian convicts, notably the Manohester
murderers, of whom three suffered the extreme sentence of
the law, and the others sentences of imprisonment for
considerable terms; and afier a period, an agitation took
p lace for a remission of these sentences. Mr. Gathorne

ardy said :
"He would aImit that this question came very near the hearts of a

great many of the Irish people ; but they were not the Irish nation,
and the Irish nation was not the whole people of the empire. This was
an empire and not an aggregate of separate kingdoms, and the Govern-
ment had te consider the interests of the whole of this great empire. It
was alse a free empire. Every man who was wronged had an oppor-
tunity of bringing his wrong te light, and there was no man who
suffered an injury who had not an opportunity of obtaining redress in a
constitutionai manner. Therefore, the man who took up arms had to
vindicate himselt from a charge of the deepest dye. Where there was no
necessity-not even an excuse-for shedding blood, the man who raised
his arm to shed blood, committed a crime ; and for that crime the
country had a right to demand, he would not say vengeance, but the
utmost punishment the law allowed. Much more when men who had
taken upon themselves the character of defenders of the country, violated
the oaths they had taken and conspired to destroy the country, no
punishment could be inflicted upon them which they did not deserve."

Thon the Attorney-General of England, in the same debate,
describing the offences, used these words :

" When the van emerged from under a railway arch, about half-a-mile
from Bellevue, a large number of porions were seen upon some vacant
ground, slightly elevated above the road. They were armed with
revolvers, and had evidently been waiting for the approach of the van,
determined to ail hazards tu rescue the prisoners. It was proved after-
wards that messages had been sen t in order that they might be prepared.
They discharged tiheir revolvers at the policemen, stopped and surrounded
the van, and some of them got on the roof and attempted to break it
in by means of hammers, wmie otners handed up largeo stones to aid
them. Others, again, tried to break open the door. Lt was the dty
of Sergeant Brett te guard the door. He was a brave officer and he did
his duty. He positively refused te admit the assailants. When he was
in the act of closing a ventilator-which was sonething in the shape of
a small venetian blind-for the purpose probably of preventing them
from getting a bold there, one of the conspirators pointed a revolver at
the aperture, and, deliberately discharging it, shot the officer. Sergeant
Brett fell in the van, the door was then broken open, and the prisoners
were released. Hon. members might, if they liked, call that accidental
shooting, but he (A ttorney-General) called it deliberate homicide.
lb • * They might call it a technical crime; ho called it vulgar mur-
der. They might call it a political offence ; he called it deliberate and
atrocious assassination. It was a deliberate planned attack, carried out
by the prisoLers who were afterwards convicted, regardless whether
they comaitted murder or not, but determined to do murder rather
than fail in their object.'
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Mr. Pese, the member, I think, for South Durham, said:
sWelig thy hadb had a real rebellion some years ago in Ireland,

heàded by a gentiemn who mat for many years in that House, and was
highly reseted by al whô knew him-he alluded to Mr. Smith O'Brien,
He wuliretaeh while ln arms, holding a cottage for some hours agaist
the-Queen'tsoldiers ; and, in that extrtme case, when the ofender was
actually convicted of treason, and formally sentenced to be hanged,
drawn and quartered, the dread sentence was afterwards commuted te
14 years' banishment, and was afterwards again commuted, and Mr.
Smith 'Brienwai brought home to bis country. Had an of the men
whose fate was now before the House of (ommons been ty of such a
gre ahcimne ah Mfr. Smith O' Brien? Hie badi signed the roi cf Parliament,

ad taken the oath of allegianee, was in the Queen's commission of the
peace, and yet it was feit consistent with public safety to commute his
punishmeut twice after ho had been sentenced ho death, and had been
transported to mark the turpitude of his crime."

Mr. Gladstone said:
"The question which we hae to determine id, what constitutes a

olftiòal ofece It is quite clear that an act does not become a politi-
cal cffence bèeae there was a pôlitical motive in the mind of the
offender. The man who shot Mr. Pexcival, and the man who intended
te shoot Sir Robert Peel did not become political offenders merely on
this ground. By a political offence, I, t leait understand an offence
committd- under circumstances approaching to the character of civil
war. Whenever there is a great popular movement, the offences com-
mittedingivin efect to the intentions-of the people partake of the
charater of civii war. Reference bas been made to the action of the
P èsideät-f the Freneh Republic in pardoning offences committed b
o~inunistsb; but it must not be forgotten thát the offences-thongh
darkeitiman-the crimes for which the Irish prisoners are under punish-
neit--wéretominitted in the progress of a civil war. But the riot com-
nifttid at'Mandhester by a crowd locally gathered together was a pro-
eeding-tbt.lly ôf adiferent character, and must be considered as in the
main belonging to the category of ordinary crime, though it is not on
the ground that the offence i a political offence, that I think the
prisoners i question can be recommended for consideration. But if
the»e offngeu be not political offences in a strict sense, yet they were
undertàken for a'pobtical motive, and in so far partake of that character
as to affect, in a material degree, the moral gailt of the persons con-
berned.I
That was the observation made by the most eminent of
Englishinen as to the ingredients of a political offence, even
in -a- case so obviously gross and, as many of us would
regard it so totally alien from the ordinary category of poli-
tical offences as the case of the Manchester murder. Well,
Sir, let us come to our own country. History repeats itself
inîa wonderful way. I remember when we brought this
6ase firt on the tapis last Session, amongst other things,
we enquired »f the Government what they had done with
certain persons who were very active, apparently, in stirring
up discontent, in the latter half of the year 1884 -Schmidt,
Dumas and others ; and after a while we found out that the
Goventnent had been giving them little offices, contracts,
and one thing or another, and that the> had been thns either
markiàg their sense of their worthiness, or attempting to
isolate them-froiu the, popular movement. And that is an
old plin. I was looking awhile ago into the earlier his-
tory of Löwer Canada, and I found an account of what used
to go'-on in t.he long agitation which culminated in the
rebellion of 1837. As long before that time as, I think, a
quarterof-a century, Governor Oraig sent home Mr.. Ryland
es 1is 'secrétary, to communicate with the HRome Govern-
ment with reference to the affaira of the colony, which he
was endeavoring to carry on with large assertions of prero-
gitive and limited local rights ; and M. Ryla.nd gives an
amusing account of an interview with Lord Liverpool, then
Prime Minister, on the subject of agitators:

"Lord Livepool thon adverted to the particular eharacter of the
persons who ted the "-

Blank, I will ay, for the moment-

"*anx awkd whether they might net be brought over. I observed that,
ùnfotunately, this system had bitherto been acted on in Canada, and
thatT Ieonsidered the late proceedings of these individuals as the natural
onsnenieetf $, mn cf deiperate fortunes With somoe talents, but
destitute ùf'þinè!ple, having been thdreby enoouraged to oppose Govern-
ment for the purpose of forcing themselves into place.'

Sir, the paper of which that was written was the Quebec
Canadien. The anadien still lives. Now the signatories of
the response in 1837 by the committee of the county of

Mr. BuAxz.

Montreal to the Workingmen's Association of London made
this representation:

" Our grievances are not of new characters or of recent date. They
have been publicly and distinctly stated, and the mode and measures of
redresa have been plainly defined. Our citizens have tpublie meetings
reiterated them for years paht. They have founded upon them humble
petitions to your Parliament, which turning a deaf ear, now adds aggres-
sion to contempt."

That was signed among others, by Papineau, O'Callaghan,
Nelson, Duchesnois and Cartier; and then comes also
something which shows us how power generi4ly acte under
circumstances like these. We remnember the events-so
widely differing in many particulars-of the Lower Cana-
dian revolt. But see how power treated it in the proclama.
tion of Sir John Colborne on the 29th of November, 1837 :

" Whereas, in divers counties of the district of Montreal, disaffection
with the Government of Ber Gracions Majesty Queen Victoria, has
unequivocally declared itself and divers outrages upon the persons and
properties of Her Majesty's loyal subjects have been recently-perpetrated
therein; and whereas, prisoners arrested on charge of hgbhtreson have
been rescued from the hands of justice, and the troops of. Her Majesty,
in the lawfal discharge of their duty, which aiding the civil authorities
have been assailed and fired on by the hands of an armed peasantry :

" And whereas, it is notorions that the present blind and fatal excite-
ment in that district is to.be attributed to the machinations of a few evil
minded and designing men, who have imposed upon the credulity of an
unsuspicions peasantry, and by plausible misrepresentations and wilful
calumny, by practising upon their fears and infiaming their passions, by
appealing to national distinctions and exciting political prejudices,
which it has been the unabated endeavor of the British Government to
extinguish, have at length sucoeeded in implicating a part, of a peace-
able and loyal population lu the first excess of a recklesa and hopeless
revolt.

You would almost think I was repeating a speech we
heard the other day. Thon, we find how power acted again
in the proclamation of Lord Gosford:

"Whereas, L. J. Papineau is charged with the crime of high treason,
and there is reason to believe he has fied from justice; and whereas, it
is expedient and necessary for the due administration of justice, aud for
the security of Her Majesty's Government in this province, that so great
an offence should not escape unpuniaed:

" I do hereby require and command all subjects to diacover, take and
apprehend the sad L. J. Papineau and carry him before a justice; and
for the encouragement of al persona to be diligent, a reward of
£l,000."

A imilar proclamation was issued against Wolfred Nelson,
E. B. O'Callaghan, J. T. Drolet, M.P., W. Il. Scott, M.P.,
A. Girod, T. S. Brown, C. HL. O. Côté, M.P., J. J. Girouard,
M.P., E. E. Rodier, M.P., and Jean O. Cherrier, offering £500
reward, and others at the lesser price of £400. Then
the ordinance of Lord Durham, who assumed to banish
Wolfred Nelson, R. S. M. Bouchette, B. Viger, S. Marches-
sault, H. A. Gauvin, T. Goddu, R. Dearivières and L. H.
Masson, to Bermuda, also provided:

" If an of them, or if L. J. Papineau, O. El. 0. côté, J. Gagnon, R.
Nelson, E. B. O'Oallaghan, E. E. Rodier, T. 8. Brown, L. Duvernay, E.
Cartier, G. E. Cartier, J. Ryan, sen., J. ttyan, jun.,I.. Pertault, P. P.
Demaray, Jos. F. Davignon and Louis Gautier, against whom warrants
for high treason have been issued, shall hereafter without permission
come into the Province they shall be deemed guilty of high treason and
sufer death.

" Nothing in any proclamation shall extend to the cases of certain
named persons, or if any other rson charged with the murder of Lieut.
Weir, or with the marder of te late J. Chartraund, .and they shall
derive nu advantage from sucb proclamations."

The case of these persons was raised in the English House,
and Lord John Russell says :

" The Government has not neglected to let Sir-J. Colborne know its
opinion of the inexpediency of inflicting capital punishment on occasions
of this ature."

Sir Robert Peel argued that an exception should be made in
the case of the murderers of Lieut. Wier. , Asoon after.as
1841, the following resolution was passed in the House of
Assembly by a vote of 39 to 9:

"Rolved, That it is the opinion of this commnittee that au humble
Address be presented to His Exoellency the Governor Geueral, ms repre-
senting the Urown in this Province, prayg tor. the exercise of the
royal prerogative for granting a fre oindmnity ad.blivin,
of all erimes, offences and miedemmanors, con-nected with the late
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unhappy troubles in the late Provinces of Upper and Lower 0anada, to
auch ofHerMajesty's misguided subject, in so far as may be compatible
with thesafety of the Crown and the security of the Province, and of
all attaindensand outlawries during the period of four yeara."

[n 1842, Mr. Lafontaine proposed to Sir Charles Bagot an
amnesty, to which ho agreed for al except Papineau.
M1i.-Iifontaine déclined, and thréatened to resign. The
Government yielded, and a nolle proseqi was ordered as to
Papineau 'whereon he was able to return, as he did in
1845. It is unnecessary, Sir, for me to refer to the Upper
Canadian rebellion, in respect of which, one might almost
go through a similar history. I have gone so far, in order
to show'the langiage which is used in events of this
deseription while they are going On, as contrasted witb the
language used a few years afterwards, as illustrating the
view taken whon passions have subsided and the mists of
prejudice have disappeared. It is to that view that the
Executive should look in their determination of cases of
this description; it is not the view of the moment; it is
the view of the future they should look to. Then I turn to
another case of a more recent date-the case of the Fenian
invasions of Canada. These Fenian invasions harassed us
for a number of years. On the 9th of March, 1866, Lord
Monck reports to the Secretary of the Colonies:

"These reports, taken in connection with the open avowals et their
publie meetings, held in the United States, of the leaders of a portion of
the Fenian Society, that it was their intention to attack this Province,
hîd induced a feeling of great uneasiness and insecurity amongst the
people. * * It will be satiefactory to you to learn that the order
calling ont the force was isued by telegraph from headquarters to the
different stations, late in the afternoon nt Wednesday, the 7th instant,
and that by noon on Thursday, the 8th, answers had been received
showing that et that time about 8,000 men were mustered and prepared
to move on any points where they might be required."

Well, the advance did not come at that time. On the 4th
June, 1866, Lord Monck says :

"The body of Fenian conspirators who crossel the frontier from Buf-
falo to Fort E rie, on the morning of Friday, 1st June, proved to be between
800 and 900 men, and seemed tb have been well armed. * *' *
Immediately on the receipt of the intelligence of the invasion, Major-
General Napier pushed on by rail'to Ohiprawa, a forre consisting of
artillery and regular troops, under Coi. Peacocke, 16th Regiment. *
* They came upon the Fenians encamped in a bush, and
Immediately attacked them, but were outnumbered and compelled to
retire to Port Colborne. This occurred some time on Saturday, 2nd
June. * * We have 65 prisoners in our possession,
who have been, by my direction, committed to the common gaol, at
Toronto, to await trial."

On the 8th June, 1866, Lord Monck writes thus:
" Immediately after the first news of the invasion resched me the

whole volunteer force of the Province was placed on active duty. * * *
'9I am sure I do net exaggerate when I say that within twenty-four

hours after the issue of the order 20,000 men were under arme, and that
within fbrty-eight hours after the same time they, In combination with
the regular troops, were disposed, by the Lieutenant General command-
ing, in positions which rendered the Province secure from attack.

"With the assistance of the offcers and men of the ships of war now
in thé St. Uawrence, a flotilla of steamers han been chartered by the
Provincial Government, sud fitted up as temporary gun-boats for ser-
vice, both on the river St. Lawrence and the laesa. •* • •

" Pasliament is to assemble this day, and it is intended at once te
suspend the Habeas orpuA Act and to extend te Lower Canada the Act
aIt present in operationin Upper Canada (Consolidated Statutes Upper
Caada, -chap. 9)y providing for the trial by military courts martial of
the prisoniers."

Thon on the 29th May, 1869, Sir George Cartier and Hon.
Wm. McDougall, presetitibg the claims of Canada with
regard to the Fenian invasion, made the following report
to6 Ris Excellency Sir John Young, Governor General

" The undersigned * deemed it their duty to
represent on behalf of the Government of Canada to the Right Hon.
thé Secretary'of State forthe -Colonies, Earl Granville, that the Domi-
nion of Osnadi uand the Provincescomprised in it had expended several
millions ofdollars iu resisting the attcks of the so-çalled yenians.
That such invasion did take place, and that several of Her Majesty's
subjects lst their lives in repelling their murderous attaeks, and a
large ameunt of property was destroyed, and heavy loses and damages
yere snatained.b several of Ber Majésty's subjects."

"GEO. E. CARTIER,
".WM. MoDOUGALL."

The report of the Privy Council, 2nd June, 1870, calls the
Fenian invaders "brigands." The despatoc of Loird Gran.
ville expressly calls them "a body of conspirators" and
declares that "il is not often in the history of civilised
nations that a country has suffered from an attçk s.o
gratuitous and unjustifiable." The report of the Privy
Council on 1st July, 1870, speaks of the Fenians as "ithe
miscreants concerned in these outrages." The report Qf
the Privy Council, 28th July, 1871, states that:

" The Fenian organisation bas for nearly seven years been a source of
irritation and expense to the people of Canada."

The memorandum of the Privy Council of 1871 declares
that one of the principal objects of the organisation created
in November, 1863, has been the conqest of Canada againot
the peeple of which it is not pretended it bas had any
cause of complaint. The report of the Privy Council of
November, 1871, says of the expedition:

" These plundering and murdering expeditions were promptly repul-
sed,.but no, without the lois of valuable lives and gréat .i1ury to the
country."

So much with reference to the view that high political
authorities took of the character ofthose expeditions. Liste*n
also to the language of Judge J. Wilson in passing sentence
on R. B. Lynch found guilty without any recoiamendation
to mercy :

" You and those who were with you profess to have come here to
redress the grievances of many centuries and to right thé wrongs of au
oppressed people. You allege that the iron heel of the Saxon was plaed
on the neck of the Celt hundreds of years ago, and that your object was
to free your land from that oppression. If you had reflected you would
have seen that you began to do this by attempting to inflict on us the
very injuries under which you contemplated yournative land as suffering.
Why should your iron heel be placed on our necke ? In what way'd[d

we hurt you that you should endeavor to do this grievous haum, td
why should our homes be made desolate, our young men slain, and our
farme pillaged by you? Will any man of sense answer these plain ques-
tions? Was it anything lese than murder, was there any possible excuse
for you to come hre in the dead of night to kill our people, to ravage
our homes, and to lay waste our farme and habitations, in order, as you
say, to relieve the conditions of Ireland ? What right had yon, or who
could have authorised any man to commit such a wrong as you
trated upon us? It is putting the matter in a very plain and clear lt,
jusi such a light as you must have perceived it lu, if yo had lthondt
for a moment before going with this mad and wicked enterprite. on
stand there surrouaded by the friends and relations of the mon yon slew
on that occasion. * *
You cannot be surprised that the law should be enforeid, and that you
should enfer its dread penalty, as I am very much afraid you will; for
how could we permit the young unrefiecting men who were brought
here by you and others like you, who placed confidence in you, who put
faith in what you said; how, I say, could we in ustie punish them if
we allowed you, the greater criminal, to escapi.'

And after that sentence and under those circumatances, that
sentence was not executed. The prisoner's sentence was
commuted, not even for life, but for twenty years' imprison-
ment, and as far as my knowledge goes h. was pardoned not
very long after the sentence was given. That was the case of
a person who never had any pretension of being a Canadian
citizen, who never had a pretence of having A grievanpe
against Canada, and who cost us so much in time, money,
anxiety and life. That indicates that the modern doctrine,
as applied by ourselves in this case, is a doctrine which
practically excludes from almost any conceivable case of a
political offence a capital sentence. Nçw I turn to this
case in band, and I say that some language has been used
before and in the course of this debate, which 1, for My
part, cannot approve of, language which seems to ignore as
non-existent the right of resstance. I think lere, an4. I
have nover disguised my opinion, that the half-btreeds
should not have risen, and that in that sense the rebllign
was not justifiable, but the position which was taken by
the Minister a.Militia at Winnipeg, and the position he
took the other eeening, and the position which Other 1Q.
gentlemen have taken in thia debate upon this general
question, seems to me to be at variance with our under-
stood constitutional rights in the larger sense. Always
there is legal, but only generally is there moral, guilt
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in a rising; always legally, generally morally, is
there guilt, but not always morally. I cannot approve
of the spirit of those observations. God forbid that we
Canadians should forget for a moment that the corner stone
of our liberty is the sacred right of resistance. Some,
through their blind zeal, forget this. They forget that the
sacred right of resistance was exemplified in the events
which preceded the great charter, and is enshrined in that
instrument itself; they forget that the pious and immortal
memory of William is the memory of an intruder who rose
to the throne through the people's resistance to their king;
they forget that the battle of the Boyne was the triumph
of the insurgents over the monarchy; they forget that the
glorious revolution was the consecration of the right to
resist, and that the present settlement of the British Crown
is the visible embodiment of that right. Let me read you
just two passages on that point to show that I am not extreme
in those views. Amos says:

" But as non-resisting tests were inconsistent with the resolution
which was founded upon resistance, those of the acts of uniformity and
militia were abolished at that epoch; and the non-resistin test in the
Corporation Act was expunged from the Statute-book at t e accession
of the Boule of Brunswick.

" Thus there is no longer any obligation of conscience 'binding our
soul in secular chains,' to regard the royal dignity merely as a descen-
dible property, instead of viewing it as a trust for mi:lions, subject to a
right of remistance when rendered indispensably necessary by the salua
populi."
And take Brougham's Political Philosophy:

IlThe national resistance was flot ouly in point of historical fact the
cause of the revolutionary settement; it was the main foundation of
that settlement. The structure of the Governmnt was made to rest
ugJn the peole's right of resistance as upon its corner atone, and it is
0incalculs.b e importance that this neyer sholild be loat iglit of; but

Iti ofequal irmpnrtancethat we thould bear e nindo ow essential to
the preservation of the constitution, thus established and secured, this
principle of resistance is ; how necessary both for the Governôrs and the
governed it ever must be to regard this recourse to that extremity as
always possible-an extremity no doubt, aud to be cautiously embraced
as such, but still an extremity within the people's reach, a protection to
which thev can and will resort as often as their rulcrs make such a
recourse necessary for self-defence."

I say I cannot, as a Liberal, permit sentiments which
appear to me to be sentiments of retrogression to the ages of
absolute government, sentiments which from time to time
in the best eras of English liberty, have been repudi-
ated, to pass without saying what I feel of the
sacred right of resistance; and I think it came with a very
ill grace from the hon. the Minister of Militia to throw
taunts at this side of the House upon that subject, and to
accuse us in effect of having stimulated by our views feel-
ings of this description, when he ought to have remembered
that the Minister of the Interior under whose reign this
rebellion broko out was the very gentleman who, in 1849,
signed the annexation manifesto, declaring thaL it was the
objeot and intent of the signatories to agitate, peacefully, of
course, for-and they set that up as their object-separation
from England and annexation to the States. According to
the high-flown views of loyalty which hon. gentlemen utter
opposite, that would have been a treasonable act. I do not
say it was a treasonable act. I shall not enquire into its
motives and shall not ask how it was that the high-flyingi
Tories suddenly turned round and advocated annexation.i
I believe there was a great deal to be said against the1
action of dismissing those who signed that statement fromq
the militia, but for a gentlemen who had for his colleague a1
Minister ofthe Interior who signed that declaration and set
thai great exam ple to the half-breeds,to give us the high-toned
notions wbich he expressed, was, I thought, a little out oft
place. Now, having said this as to the abstract right of resist-1
ance, I think it is important that we should remember alsot
that the more representative and popular is our form of Gov-E
ern ment, the rarer are the occasions upon which resistance isi
necessary or justifiable for the redress of grievances; and, if,t
as stated in our Canadian charter, in that Colonial Secre-i
tary's des atch upon which our rights have chiefly depended
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for so many years, if, and so long as the spirit of our
charter is observed, and the Government is adminis-
tered according to the well-understood wishes of the
people, there will be no grievances to redress, and conse-
quently there will be no cause for agitation, moderate or
extreme, resistant or otherwise; and, on the other hand, if
the Government is not administered according to the wishes
of the people, this Parliament is the field of battle and we
members of Parliament and répresentatives of the people
are the army, and it is in this peaceful way that our
contests are conducted and our grievances are redressed,
and that government according to the well understood
wishes of the people is eventually obtained. We muet
remember as well, that whatever the form of government
may be, whether you have a parliamentary form of govern-
ment or not, there are two other conditions which are
essential to the moral justification of the exercise of the
right of resistance; first, that the grievances must beserious,
must have been long endured, patiently represented, all
peaceful means used and exhausted, so that there seems
no hope of amendîment by other means; and, secondly, that
there may be some reasonable hope of success by this the
last resort, not indeed without los& to those engaged, but of
imporfant practical results. Now, in the case before us,
unfortunately, so far as the unhappy persons who rose are
concerned, our constitution was lame and imperfect. There
was no representative in Parliament for them, and therefore
we had not that safoty-valve, that opportunity, that means
of averting difficulties which a representative governmOnt,
applied to every part of the general body of the people,
gives. My own opinion is that, if at an earlier date that
represertaiive goverument had been accorded, that circu m-
stance would have prevented this rising. My opinion is, that
if thei e had been a representative from the North- West,
knowing what Mi. McDowell knew, what Mr Lawrence
Clarke knew, what the other persons who have made repre-
sentations, some of which are before us, knew, a representa-
tive here in Parliament, speaking on the floor of this House
the sense of this people, telling us what their difficulties were,
calling for the papers,showing the grounds of their grievances
and pointing out their neglect by the Government, each Ses.
sion pointing out to the Government and to the House their
remissness, and declaring the growing condition of discontent
and difficulty, the Government would have been stimulated
to action, and that which ought to have been done would
have been done, if not as early as it ought to have been
done, yet early enough to avoid the frightful results which
have given rise to this debate; and the absence of that guide
and safety-valve, of course, at once increase the responsi.
bility of an autocratic and paternal Government such as
ours was in reference to the North-West; a paternal
Government which refused this assistance, and it also
operated, more or less, inasmuch as they had not
provided for thcm the representative machinery to diminish
the moral guilt of the people. But, with regard to the other
aspects and conditions to which I have referred, I have
already said that, while I condemn as in the highest degree
censurable the conduct of the Government, I myself have
not been able to agree that this rising was justified, that
the conditions remove, although they may, and la my
opinion do, lighten the stain of moral guilt; and therefore
the case had to be deait with on the question of the degree
of punishment, and by the Executive under their responsi-
bilty W us. Unhappily it was impossible in this case for
the Government to judge this question fairly. They had
precluded themselves from that postsibility. They bad made
this their issue, They had declared that to admit the exist.
ence of grievances as a justification or a palliation for the
insurgents, would be their own condemnation, and they,
therefore, had declared that that death, which would be the
indication that the extreme rigor of the law was the
appropriate punishment, that deatly on the scaffold waa
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needful, in order to avert their own death bore, and thus
they had become disqualified for sound judgment.

An hon. MEMBER. That is your opinion ?

Mr. BLAKE. That is my opinion. In this connection I
desire to say a word, and a word only, with reference to a
charge bighly calculated, if true, to increase the guilt, so
far as ho was morally responsible, of Riel. I refer to the
charge of venality. I have already read that portion of the
ovidence of Nolin wbich shows the purpose to which this
man stated ho would apply the money whicb he was about
to get from the Government-tbat ho would apply it in
starting a newspaper and in raising other nationalities in the
States, and in effecting the prosecution of bis designs. I
say that however plainly that may appear to be a violent,
a wicked, or a mad sentiment, it is utterly inconsistent
with the charge of venality; it shows that this was the mode
which, in bis disordered mind, ho thonght would ho most
efficacious in order to accomplish the design for bis people
and for himself, as part of his people, which he entertained.
But the very circumstance that ho made that statement to
Nolin to my mind proves that it is impossible that ho could
have made the proposal for a venal purpose. I know per-
fectly the prejudices wbich exist. I know how many men
would like to ease their consciences by saying : Oh, this was
a base, and venal man. But it wouldh be an act of
humiliating cowardice on the part of one who bas
formed another conclusion on this subject, to bond to snob
prejudices, and to allow a name which must ever be
deeplv clouded and stained, to receive another cloud or stain
which ho, at any rate, in my judgment, does not deserve. But
I will add this, that I had expected to hear ýere now from
an hon. gentleman who was very intimately associated with
Louis Riel, who worked together with Louis Riel in the
NorthWest, bis appreciation of that portion of the case. I
have been told a story-I was told it by one who knew-on
this subject. When the first intelligence came, that ho had
asked the Government for money, that be was going to sell
the cause, "Well," I said, "this is a most extraordinary
thing; it entirely alters the whole complexion of the case."
"Oh, do not believe it," said this gentleman who knew.
" Well," [ said, "II have every reason to believe that he bas
asked for the money." "Yes, that is quite possible, ho is
qnite convinced ho bas a claim, but depend upon it, I know
that it is impossible that ho can have asked for money to
deceive or to betray bis people, or that ho would betray their
cause. I know all the events which occurred when ho was
inthe provisional government. I know that at the time
when ho was in power there in 1F69-70, when ho had the
resources of the Hudson Bay Company at his command, his
own family was in a state of destitution, living down at
their place, and ho would not allow any portion of what ho
called public property to ho sont to them at all, even to
keep them in life, and that same provisional council was
obliged secretly to send down a bag of flour or something of
that kind to his mother, who had the charge of the family,
in order to keep them alive."

An hon. MEMBER. Too thin.
Mr. BLAKE. Somebody says that is too thin. I refer

the hon, gentleman to the hon. member for Provencher
(Mr. Royal) on that subject. Now, Sir, with reference to
the question of the Indian warfare. I think that if there
was one thing above another that nerved us the very instant
we heard of this rising, to press on the Administration in
every way we could, to taire all the stops which they wiih
their Lyreater knowledge of the conditions up there might
themselves deem necessary, and not to make a single sug
gestion that they were doing too much, it was the possi.
bility of an Indian rising, the thought which immediately
engaged ns all was that there could not be a rising created
by Riel and the half-breeds wjLhont imminent danger of an

Indian rising, and the conviction that we owed it to
ourselves and to our humanity, to the isolated settlers
ail through that country to take very large stops, to
maire very great preparations that if possible, we
might anticipate, at any rate minimise, the terrible
results that might flow from that rising. No man felt,
nO man feels, more strongly than myself, the dangers,
the difficulties, and the probabilities of an Indian
warfare, and therefore I am quite prepared to agree that if
you are dealing with a man of perfectly sound intellect,
this would be very important as imputing a very much
deeper dye to the crime ho was comm tting. But, Sir, I
may say that I do not think that bon. gentlemen
are entitled to rest the whole burden of this
case upon that fact. In the first place we are
to remember that the man himseolf was a half-breed, that
ho was partly of Indian blood, that those who were with
him were balf-breeds, that it was more natural, in fact, in
view of so large a part of their, though not of his, training,
that that warfare should be adopted. In the second place,
we can hardly hold our heads high with reference to this
question of Indian warfare. Why, you remember the great
fight between Wolfe and Montcalm at Que bec, and yon
remember the monument whieh celebrates that event, and
in which their names are joined. But Montcalm had
amongst his forces a thousand Indian warriors, and an
Indian warfare wis going on in connection with these
events. In the other part ef the Province at the very same
time the English were using the Indians in warfare; the
Americans bad used them in warfare. Why, Sir, it is but
a few years ago that, at the instanoe of my hon. friend trom
Brant, we voted $5,000 towards a monument to Joseph Brant.
I suppose we ail know Lomething of the history of Joseph
Brant, and what a remarkable man ho was. But to the end of
his life Joseph Brant defended, with his enlightened Christian
views, the Indian system 'of warfare as, for their oircum-
stances and under their circumstances, proper and necessary,
barring the question of torture, as to which, I am glad to
say, ho took an entirely different view, as many remark-
able persons among the Indians have done, from the ordi-
nary line. So with reference to Tecumseh, a name, per-
haps, hardly inferior to that of Joseph Brant. So, that
while we honor and refer to those persons, we cannot alto-
gether forget this past in the present. Nor need we go so
very far back. Wby, in the Lower Canadian rebellion
there is a most interesting account tof the feats of the
Indians of' aughnawaga, who captured some 60 or 70
insurgents, but they were on the loyal side, and thorefore it
was a proper act. In the course of 1869-70, when Lieut..
Col. Dennis, as conservator of the peace, went into Manitoba
and proposed ao raise forces, ho raised au Indian force.
There were 50 Indians under Chief Prince enrolled as part
of his forces, and they were doing garrison duty, which
was ail, fortunately, they were called upon to do at the
time. The Government ver propeily disapproved of it,
and tbey stopped it. They were thoroughly alive to the
dangers and the improprieties of it. But it was not a
crime of so deep a dyo to engage the Indians and thus
to create a great probability of an Indian wariare,
as to prevent the late Lieut.-Col. Dennis from being
raised immediately afterwards in the public service
by those gentlemen, and being promoted in that
service, and romaining in it until ho was superan.
nuated. Now, Sir, referring to another point, to the question
of the old offence. It is said by the hon. gentlemen oppo-
site, and bas been said very loudly, that my attitude on
hat subject entirely preculue me from coridemijing this

execution. Well, with reference to the old offence.
We must remember that there nsaa a general amnesty
awarded by the Government by proclamation, on their res-
ponsibility, covering not that particular offence, but covering
all the poiltical offences and disturbancee, Tliat amnesty
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was received with universal approbation. I do not remem- in honor bound to grant that amnesty ; and so belieyiyg I
ber a single voice or newspaper ever being raised against it. acted upon that belief and sustained, as I have said, by every
It was universally thought that the Government had done force in my power the proposition that an amnesty should
proper in issuing, and issuing early, that particular be granted. That amnesty was a very effectual and com-
amnesty. It did not, however, cover this particular offence; plete transaction. It was not granted sirpply upon the
but the rising, the political part of the whole affair, the responsibility of the Crown without the approval of the
raising of mon in rebellion, the creation of a Governmont, poople's representatives. The people's representatives weie
the organisation of forces, all that was with the unanimous asked totake the initiative, at the instance, of course, of the
assent of the people of Canada amnestied. There remained, responsible Ministers of the Crown,. and they did s by an
as I have said, the question of this particular offence. As overwhelming majority, in which you are to count, not
to that, what was my attitude in 18î1 ? It is the same as merely that very large majority that voted for the granting
my attitude to-day. I thought thon, I said thon, that in my of that amnesty, but also ail thQse who voted for the grant-
opinion the death of Scott was a cruel murder. There is ing of an unconditional amnesty and may have recorded
just one point in respect of which the discussions which their votes against this one becapse it was conditional.
have zone on within the last few months have tended to Thora was not absol4ue ' upapimity. The ¶inister of
modify my view, and that is the very point to which I Customs was, I have no doubt, Protestant, as Riel
have been drawing the attention of the House this evening. says, upon that aubject, as some others were, and
It is questionable, in my opinion, and those who read with the First Minister deoclinsd to vote upon that occa-
the light which recent events and evidence have thrown sion at all, so his opinions were left to be gathered
upon these matters, will agree with it, will see in much from rather indefinite observations. But take it all round b6th
that bas occurred the reason of that question, it is as to political parties and as to the absolute ma'jority, there
questionable how far the mind of Riel may even at was a very close approach to unanimity. The hon.
that early day have buen thoroughly balanced. I do not member for Ottawa has made a discovery on the' head of
intend to discuss it ; I allude to it as the only thing in this and bas found that because Riel was amnestied on the
regard to which there is an observation to be made which condition that he should absent himself from Canada for
differs in my attitude to-day from my attitude of 1870 five years, and because for some sixteen months of those
with respect to that evont. That being my attitude thon five years ho was confined as a lanatie in a lunatie asylum by
and my attitude ever since, an attitude in which I was the authority of and at the instance of the Local Governmemgt
onfirmed by Sir George E. Cartier, who called it a cruel of the Province of Quebec in Canada, he thiuis brbke the

murder, by Sir John A. Macdonald, who also stigmatised it condition and made himself liable, but for the leniency,
as suoh and invoked bis Maker to testify to his anxiety to kindness and consideration of this Government, to be
catch the criminal-that being my attitude, I was exposed 1 executed forthwith upon bis heig fdund in' the
at that time to a storm of indignation, because I expressed country and caught by the constables. Such is the vie*
the view that those who had been, as I conceived, guilty of of the hon. member for O'ta a Ipon t4ieeriniaL 1w. 4 e
cruel murder should be brought to justice. bas supported it by some extracts from a book hyon obb-

Mr. RESSON. It was because you wanted to make poli- tracts, dealing with civil riglits, and lith the iom9ehat
tical capital out of it ? complicated question of the voidable eharac‡er of agreements

.. when made by a person of insane mind.' But I ,wi'Itfe lfieMr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman, who is always chari- hn. madmber withof insavoring t nlhtelEtn
table, says it was because I thought to make political capital. hon tese jitht e yo opingto n1ig t thne
The her., gentleman has been some time in Parliament, and presence in thbis country of oilon san 'insle
he ought to know it is not parliamentary to impute motives. state should not be takon as a 1¡e s"of $r1at cbaditiQn in
I wonder what the bon. gentleman thought of it himself ? oint of law, and tha U Illitle regard it for I be p iKould
I wonder whether he thought it was a cruel murder, and bo considered even if it wore a nominal, a technidal
whether ho thought the murderer should be brought tO breach, as nothing less in the literai snseof the term than
justice or not ? a judicial murder if advantage had been ten of tho pro-

Mr. HIESSON. I have not changed my mind. sence of this lunaLic to award exeçation ainst him. I
Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman thought it thon and therefore pass from this essay of the on. %ember for Ottawa,

thinks it now. into the regious-of criminal law. I arm a littie sqr prised that
thMnrs.it HESON Y hvI entit should be said that I am not fro to exorcise my judgmentMr. HIESSON. Yen have, I have flotnow, and to decide as to the extent of Riel reponsibiity,
Mr. BLAKE. We shall see. I have just said I have not because, in comon, I believe, with a very large majority.of

changed my mind. I did my best to enforce that viewe I my fellow-countrymen, I came to a particular conclusion
am told that I did it without papers and I want papers now. which I still retain, with reference to the events of 1869
I had papers; the Government had brought down the papers and 1870, which had been mnestied in 1$5., How of my
to the House; they had brought down the fuît account of critics ? Was the Minister of Cantoms free come to such a
the murder. I had Mr. Donald A. Smith's account and the conclusion ? Was ho hampered by the views h ield'on that
account of other dignatories-all the o gidence on which a topic in tue earlier days? Was hehampered by his declina-
man might reasonably come to a conclusion in advance of a ture to vote even for the amnesty ? Was not he perfeotly free
trial. What did I want ? I wanted a trial; I wanted that to deal with this question in his .eecative cgpscity, en-
the man should be brought to trial, and I thought thon and tirely irrespective, as he was boud t ,o, of the view that
I think now that I had quite ample evidence to justity ho held that the death of Scott Was in fact a cruel murder?
me in stigmatising that event as a murder, and in How of the Secretary of State? s I have said, I was
calling that the perpetrator should be brought to trial. exposed to a storm of obloquy in oertain portions of this
That being so, yet, in the year 1875, I think I was amongst Dominion because I had affirmed the proposition I have
those who-though not of the Government, but in our party mentioned with refereuce to the death of cott. .Different
councils, and subsequently in my place in Parliament- views upon that subject wer. stated by many hon. gentle-
most strongly supported by voice and vote the proposition mon, and amongst them rwas ,theSecretary of State, who
that there should be an amnesty in respect of that offence. I was of an entirely different opinion with reference to the
believed that the events which were revealed before the question of the execution of Scott. My hon. friend from
special committee on the North-West troubles proved that East Quebec, read the other day the resolutions which the
we were in duty bound to grant that amnesty,,.that we wore hon. ggntleman obtained to b. paed by;the}ggla1ve
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Assembly of Quebec upon that subject. I have here in Now, Sir, whatever was the guilt of 1870, whetherthe bon.
addition an extract from a speech of the hon. gentleman, Seoretary of State of 1874, or the hm. Becretary et &at.
made i» support of those resolutions on the 18th of Decem- of 1886, ho right upon that subject, there was, as I have
ber, 1874: said, a solemn amnesty-an aot of oblivion. What ie the
(Trausldtten.) meaning of"Iamnesty ?" It is a blotting out ofremenbrane.

II now come to a iburning point, to an unfortunate event which must What je the meaning of "oblivion ?'lt je the sane. it is
have set ablaze the wrhole of Uanadh, to theonyaltcmtedbthprviatla e teamet aaiti o. h oy fanît commftted by the the tachnical rneauing expre,-seing the reality of these
provitlonal Goveranment of Manitoba.

"itteipta hàve been made to throw on a fewindividual, the respon- transactions; and it is, in my opinion, contra-y to the Spirit
aibility whiçh ought to fall on the shoulders of ail those who had en- of oui-law uhat we shonld, at this time und under these
truuted Riel and bis followers to protect and to lead them. This urfor- circumstances, bring Up the event wh eh waà g0 s0loranly
tiinate à 'which I condemn and regret was committed by persons who
believed i& good faith that it was necesuwy to the safety of the communi-amnestied as a reaon why the extreme penalty of the law
ty, ahd. of. tire Goverument which they considered as legal because it should bu infiited if but for thtt event it should
emanatl from the popular suffrage. All that can be said on the execu- bot be inflicted. Will you allow me to read a
ti0n of Both las been often repeated. It is a subject which it is proper
to leave in oblividi, in order to avoid arousing national feeling. I ask
that it zhould be forgotten just a. I desire that no more should be said of Gomnons when, at as early a peried as 1825, ho
about the marder of Goulet and the other half-breeds. Blood calls for prepesed a Bil for restoring the crecit of ciminais
blo~d, and there was enough apilled to satisfy both parties, even if we the spirit of the English Oonstitution, eveuMa
admit-a thing which I will not admit.-that the two nationalities who Who had satisfied the justice ot the country, by a pardon, ought to b.
are contending on this point should require this barbarous reparation." restored to the sa''e situation as he was in before he omitted any
Of cóurse this statement måde by the hon. gentleman, who offence. The Bil would aise go to place persoa
in the remaining part of his 'speech pointed out that hewhosesentence had been conuuted in Lhe fuil enjoynent of aIl their

terightu as free citizens. 80 when a capital convict had tulfihled hi. cern-k#ew something of this natter, who himself had been th mued sentence ofeeven yeara' tran3portatton, hi was teb. reutored to
onunel for Lépine upon his trial fôr that murder, naturally ail his 'credits anl1capacities.' In God's name, when
produbed a great impression amongst bis compatriots, and parties had expiated their offence by faifiuing the sentence of the law,
would he the effet of causig me t be regarded shold any ex4 remain aganst the? It was thereore pro.

woul hae te efbotOf ausing e t ho egadedvided by the Bill, that wherever a party had ndergone the punishinent
amongst them as a very cruel, hard-hearted and unjust man, awarded by the court for any ofence, he was then re.tored to aIl hi.
who had proceeded so to deal with transactions which rights, crediw and capacitieu, in as full a manner as if no offeno. b.d
the hon. gentleman, avec onftais8ance de cause, has so des- been committed."
cribed. I am relieved from those imputations, so far as Much moresolemnly can wc apply sucb language te the
those imputations may be due to any weight which hie case of a parliamontary amnesty euch as was granted hore.
compatriots'at that time placed in the wordsand statements Nowslhaed o. heold butence? h yo nifie
of the Secretary of State, by bis recent utterances. I am eOnh t, bould for i o;andtod bu feithat, to
going at this môinent-to-try another mode of arriving at

lAi bo. gïitêran' i'cên sttemnt i rn frad fem adept the views of those who caled fer hie blood, on thiethe hon. gentlöman's fecent statement. 1 am afraid fromIn dofteeahfSct.BSif isnelctwr
the type that it is from the same unhappy paper, but it is 'rou
a letter 1l'atn'about to quote, and perhaps by some fortunate disordorod, how could the old effence be taken into consider-
accidit it may have been correetly copied. The letter Of ation in administering the exti-me punihment for the new.
the edn. gentlemun to hie constituents contains those words: Incarcoration foi life was required; pardon would not have

"glel wa intor-med oft been rigi"t. That iene of the observations ben. gentlemen
opposite make: " Yen Say ho ouglit te have been pardoned."

That is, of the arrival or approaching arrival of Monsigneur I have fot eaid so. I eay pardon would Let have beon right.
Taché.- The safety of the Stategnd hie punishmont, taking the etron.

" Riel was informed of it, and feeling that hisreign was about to close, gest viùw against him of hie mental condition, detnaided in-
did not hesitate to throw a corpse between himself and the conciliation carceatien; but the amnestiod offonce ehould net have bang.
which was arriving with the holy missionary. beott vas inmolated and
his blood tbrown as defiance at ail efforts at reconciliation. * a
L et winter was not Riel's 'debut in this course of high treason Hi Sir Aloxander Campbell, in hie report, has declared that
revolt in 1869 will bp, re ipbere-the useless murder of Scott, whon thereomover was a rebelion ef whieh it might beotrathfally
he caused to be excu h t or nfortuia'tewas in a position eaid, that it was entirely the act of one man-that if ho had
whiere it was impr etc, inju're hibeaptor."1eit a i< o 11o rt 1 nj~ehh atr"net cerne there, or bad beon removed ene day before it
Iaim going to'try a4*othèr plan of being correct this timy, took place, the outbreak would net have taken place.
and I shall ethe oiÏñÏeal Gazétte's report of the Secre-andI hahta~ hgetiet azéte. r~ot 0 te Scr..Yet, ho said that as a doterront to others againet
taryaS ec1 Trebbù iiwhichho aid, wth reference rebelling, it was noceseary that ho sheuld ho oxecuted.

isaction*1874SinerathrcasefoStLapite:eo184drnt think soi thave net secaii an opinion of
X 4<effnded rpy lieand o1ring8th8t defence I had proof, and the the peeple of i ho North- West. Incarceration would

but prqof o,. hal, th killhng of-the iinfortunâte Scot was one of the have buen quite enough te doter, with ai the other
f1as adaocsoulmanuyer--nveracotobiotted. .aatt atrocions murder wist

*"thout-the cun&lô aCe sud w-ithout thée approyai o Le but roeiot which have followed froi their unjutifiable riaing.
the rse of t>e'7elfiah vengeance of the thon dictator of the North- Justice and mercy, rodres of grievnces, and a proper
,West-Louxu fRielattentionte thchn iaitsand interests of the people, are the

Now, Sir, perhapis the bon. member fer North Perth (r. bet dterrents. We asked to-day, Sir, in ouir prayeri,
fl .on), with that accuriAto appreciatien of motives and' that peace and happnes, truth and justice, religion
thatChrietian charity which animaLes himi in thie exercise' and pîety, might ho estabhîehed anlonget us througb
Of tbat ppreciaticn, wilc discern on what principle it was airgmerations, but I de nt believe that i is by
that the. SScretary -of State in 1875 debcribe, as I have' thie rran'a blood that a stop ha-i heon taken te acorn-
read te yen, the event te ivhich I bave referred, with the pish that resuit. I do net seo how, on tho score lf
knowledge that ho lad of that event, as provod by the, necessity te doter, you au justiy hanting va an of a dis-
description.of i whichwe, got from the Se6retary in oi-dered intellect. That je a doter ent, it is true, but 5 is a
tue yoar 1886 ;,vd ho wiU tell us hew ho came te treat', deterrent te the continued existence f the principle of
it in one way in 16*, and in another way altogether in* capital punimtent. Now, Sir, one word with refer-
1886. I do net cwupy that position. I regard it now as ohnce t the reprives and the denys. W have net
regarded it in 1871 and in 1875. iarnfertunato enough yet eoard a satiacthry explanatieon of the lant
'lot tohave requireda reversai o myopinion in tho in tervalrepncve. * do not dohire te detain you on that abeot
though the Sourtar of Stateeeew to have required fifteen ebut ewinhte advert teon.cautherity upon iL.oe a186
Yeoms Lu so rtiiu b. ftvidandearrivedtbtheytriti at hut.'Home Sretary, Mr. Bre, said thue
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SIn Windsor's case, again, althongh the enormity of the offence was

undoubted, stili the sentence having been postponed for six months, in
order that important qestions of law might be determined, the rig:t
hon. gentleman had thought that it would not be right, after that lapse
of time, to permit the prisoner to be executed."
I will advert to one other case of which I happened to
become personally cognisant when Minister of Justice. In
the discharge of my duties I visited the Kingston peniten-
tiary and conversed with the warden in reference to a
number of prisoners. Amongst them was one whose sen-
tence had been commuted a great many years ago. I
enquired into his case. He was a navvy, I think, living a
little way out of Hamilton, on the Toronto and Hamilton
Railway, perhaps during the time of its construction. He
had been convicted of a cruel and brutal murder of his wife
with a crow bar. She was found in a terribly mutilated state;
he was tried, convicted and sentenced. At the last, the techni-
cal legal point was raised that the law required an associate
on the bench when the sentence was pronounced, or at
some stage of the trial. The associate had as little to
do with the case as the magistrate in this case. Yet it
was proved that the associate was off the bench. Upon
that the man was reprieved until the question should be
decided by the judges. The judges decided that the
objection was fatal and the trial a mis-trial, and that the man
must be tried again. Hie was tried at the next assizes,
and of course convicted again, and upon the score of the
time that had passed, though there was not the. slightest
ground otherwise, his sentence was commuted. Now, the
hon. Minister of Militia referred to what he called the
evidence with regard to the letter of General Middleton to
Riel; yet he d id not satisfy me that Riel did not surrender on
that letter. The statement of Colonel Boulton was directly to
the contrary, and if we remember the whole circumstances
of the case-the time General Middleton wrote the letter,
and the condition of things stated by the First Minister
on one of the discussions last Session as to papers-I do
not think that is a fair inference from the evidence. But
the hon. Minister said he would prove the purpose for
which that letter was given, and he proved it by reading a
letter from the Major General, who, he said, had been
told by someone that Riel was afraid of being killed in the
camp. That was not very good evidence against Riel, as
the hon. gentleman knows. The intent with which General
Middleton sent the letter is of no consequence. The question
is, what does the letter fairly import. The authority of
General Middleton is not of any consequence, if that were
disputed, though I do not suppose it is. Now, the
question, to my mind, on this subject is just this ,Is it
for the honor and credit of the volunteers of Canada
that it should be declared that that paper w as sent in order
to warrant the prisoner, if he surrendered himself, against
lynch law ? Is it to the credit and honor of the volunteers
to say that it was necessary for a Major General in the Bri.
tish army to give assurance to Riel and his council that they
would not be lynched if they surrendered themeelves? I
should be sorry to come to any such conclusion; and then,
the question remains: Was it not reasonable to believe that
the result of this statement was, you shall not, in fact, be
exposed to the very worst that you can possibly be exposed
to if you are caught, that is death. I think the liberal inter-
pretation of that letter, in the sense and spirit in which
such letters and assurances have been interpreted in all
events of this description, would have led to that conclusion.
I turn to the subsequent question, the promise of enquiryt
and the expectations of commutation. I turn to the veryt
important statement by the hon. member for Hochelaga1
(Mr. Desjardins) on that subject, and to the languaget
of the ministerial press, and I say that these expecta-c
tions ought not to have been aroused, that that atti-a
tude oughL not to have been taken unless they werec
to be acted upon truly, faithfully and loyally, because ifi
they had not been aroused, other steps might have been
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taken, other evidence might have been brought forward,
other facts might have been presented tu the Executive,
which naturally would not be brought forward if there
was an understanding that there was to be an efficient
enquiry. For my part, I always believed there would be
in this case a commutation, having regard to the cir-
cumstances and the testimony as to the prisoner's mind,
and, I believed that if there was doubt in the mind of
the Government on the question of the mental condition of
the prisoner, that doubt would have been attempted to be
solved by an efficient and proper medical enquiry; particu-
larly so when we find that Dr. Howard was not called. Now
Dr. Howard said in Montreal he could do Riel no good,
because, under the law, although he obviously implied he
did not agree with the law, he would have been obliged to
prove that Riel was responsible. Of course he would.
He thought Riel was irresponsible and that the law was
wrong. He could not have disturbed the verdict, but
his evidence would have been important as to the state of
Riel's mind with a view to the awarding of panishment af ter-
wards. So wi:th Archbishop Taché who, we see, in his let-
ter declared that he had formed the conviction that for twenty
years,with aillhis brilliant gifte, this unfortunate man was the
victim of megalomania and theomania. So with reference
to Bishop Grandin, whose letter the Minister of Militia
read, dated June, in which the bishop characterises Riel
as a miserable maniac. So with referenca to a number of
pieces of evidence I have collected and gathered from
newspapers which were accessible to Ministers, but which
I will not trouble the House with at this hour. So with
reference to the diary which contaias indubitable traces of
a disordered mind. So with reference to the last effusion I
have read, the prophesy of Regina, which no man can read
without coming to the conclusion that he who wrote it was
disordered in his mind. Sa with reference to the diaries not
brought down. I have been told that of the Orders in
Council of the provisional government, which are in the
custody of this Government, the very first is an order
declarmng Riel a prophet, something after the fashion of
John the Baptist. I have shown you he called himself Elias
and Peter, and this order, I believe, represents him as John
the Baptist. The next order was one altering Lhe days of the
week and so forth. Ail these things and many statements
that were made, some of them at an earlier period, as to
circumstances which had occurred, were worthy of attention.
So were the letters written with reference to the trial.
At the close of the trial, the correspondent of the
Mail reported that Dr. Olark, after having heard
the evidence which was called since Riel's examination, and
after having heard the prisoner himself speak, was quite
convinced he was insane. I say the case was one in which
it was incumbent on the Administration, if they feit a
doubt as to the propriety of commutation, to have a
thorough medical examination and enquiry. The medical
examination they caused was limited in scope. Sir John
A. Macdonald's letter expressly pointe that out. We have
not the instructions to these gentlemen, but Sir John'&
letter to the Minister of Militia pointed out that it was
limited to the question whether Riel's condition had become
so much worse since his trial that h. was no longer capable
of knowing right from wrong. It was not therefore such
an enquiry as has been frequently made in cases infinitely
weaker than this; it was not an enquiry which involved
the real question: What was the condition of hie mind at
the time of the offence, which constituted the crime he oom-
mitted ? What was the condition of hie mind before that
time ? So with reference to the very important point
of hereditary insanity. I have read in the Mail the
statement that his mother went into a state of absolute
crasiness during the rebellion, and a statement of her fall-
ing into the same condition at a subeeqent period, when she
heard of the convition-a circumstanoe, the importanop
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of which, in considering what the real condition of this1
man's mind was, cannot be overstated, as must bel
extremely familiar to all those who have made mental
alienation a study. These gentlemen were not specialists.
Dr. Valade certainly was not; Dr. Laveil had very limited
experience, having had, for a short number of years only,
the charge of the criminal lunatics in the Kingston
penitentiary, because up to a comparatively recent period
the criminal lunatics were transferred to Rockwood which
was under other orders. Dr. Lavell also, if I be rightly
informed as to his views upon a late occasion, that of Lee's
examination, was a very improper person to send to
find Riel sane or insane, because upon that occasion, if I
am rightly informed, his opinion was that the man was
sane though the others found him insane. The experts,
also, who had been examined at the trial, took no part
in the subsequent examination, except, perhaps, Dr. Jukes,
who did not take any real part in it. Then we have not
the reports of the commission-we have only this edition of
their reports which bas been laid on the Table-and we
do not know what their instructions wore or what were
the reports on which the Government acted. I say, how.
ever, that, for the purpose of a proper discharge of the
duties of the Executive in cases of disordered intellect,
though not amounting to irresponsibility, those reports,
even such as they are, brought down, were of the high-
est importance. They prove the genuine existence of
delusions and hallucinations on the subjects of religion and
politics, on the very subjects, on which the delusions and
hallucinations were proved, in respect of which the crime
was committed. They show that thesewere persistent; and
my conclusion is clear that Riel was so disordered in mind as
not, within the accepted rule, to have been a proper subject
for the capital sentence. It is impossible, in cases of serious
delusion or so called monomania, to be sure how far the
flaw has affected the conduct in question. It may not have
affected it in some cases, though whether it did or not is
very frequently a question beyond the wit of man to
determine. But here we know it did, because we know
that the flaw had regard to these very two points of
religion and politice upon which this rising and these events
turned. Criminal responsibility, then, for public security
there may and must be, though there may be some mental
disorder; but not responsibility unto death; and here
again comes in the political nature of the offence, the gene-
ral rules relating to these offences and the special circum-
stances of the conduct of the Government in this matter;
and my beiief, therefore, is, that the maximum sentence
for the same crime of which Riel was convicted, had he
been tried under the milder procedure of the modern law
under which his colleagues were tried, namely imprison-
ment for life, would have been the proper and adequate
disposition of his case. But if the Government douf>ted
this, there was an imperative cali for thorough and efficient
enquiry', for an enquiry going Jar beyond what was possible
at Regina, and extending to the condition of the criminal
not only at that moment, but at other times; there was
imperative ground for such an enquiry before a determinb-
tion should be reached that the sentence should be exe.
cuted. My own opinion is, then, that a great wrong has
been done, and a great blow has been inflicted upon the
administration of criminal justice; and for this the Execu-
tive is responsible to us. I know the atmosphere of
prejudice and passion which surrounds this case; I know
how difficult it will be for years to come to penetrate that
dense atmosphere; I know how many people of my own1
race and :f my own creed entertain sentiments and feel-'
ings hostile to the conclusion to which I have been
driven; I know that many wbom I esteem and in whose
judgment I have confidence, after examination of this'
case, have been unable to reach my own conclusion.:
I blame no one. Each has the right and duty to examine
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and judge for himself. But cries have been raised on
both sides which are potent, most potent in preventing the
public from coming to a just conclusion ; yet we must not,
by any such cries, be deterred fromn doing our duty. I have
been threatened more than once by hon. gentlemen opposite
during this debate with political annihilation in consequence
of the attitude of the Liberal party which they projected
on this question; and I so far agree with them as to admit
that the vote I am about to give is an inexpedient vote, and
that, if politics were a game, I should be making a false
move. I should be glad to be able to reach a conclusion
different from that which is said by the hon. gentleman to
be likely to weaken my influence and imperil my
position. But it can be said of none of us, least of ail
of the humble individual who now addresses you,
that his continued possession of a share of public
confidence, of the lead of a party, or of a seat in Par-
ljament, is essential or even highly important to the
public interest ; while for ail of us what is needful is not
that we should.retain but that we should deserve the public
confidence; ngot that we should keep, but that while we do
keep we should honestly use, our seats in Parliament. To
act otherwise would be to grasp at the shadow and to lose
the substance; propter vitam vivendi perdere causas.- We
may be wrong-we must be true-we should be ready to
close, but resolved to keep unstained our public careers. I
am unable honestly to differ from the view that it is deeply
to be regretted that this execution sbould have been allowed
to take place, an i therefore in favor of that view I muet
record my vote.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish) moved the adjournment
of the debate.

Motion agreed to.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 12:45 a. m.,
Saturday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAY, 22nd March, 1886.

The SPEAmia took the Chair at Three o'clock.

P&aaTas.
SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 44) te incorporate the Bow River Coal Mine
and Transportation Company.-(M&r. Robertson,-Hatings.)

Bill (No. 50) respecting the Pictou Bank-(Mr. Tupper.)
Bill (No. 51) to amend the Act inoorpoiting the Nova

Scotia Stéaniship Company, Limited.- (Mr. Kinney.)
Bill (No. 52) to reduce the Capital Stock of the Union

Bank of Balifax.-(Mr. Stairs.)
Bill (No. 53) to incorporate the Calin Company,

Limited.-(Mr. Small.)
Bill (No. 54) to incorporate the Medicine Hat Railway

and Coal Company.-(Mr. Small.)
Bill (No. 55) to incorporate the Portage la Prairie and

Lake of the Woods Railway and Navigation Company. -
(Mr. Watson.)

BROOKLYN BREAKWATER, .S.
Mr. FORBES asked, Is it the intention of the Govern-

ment to repair the Brooklyn breakwater, Queen's County,
N.S. ? 0f se, when ?
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*Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. After looking into the
reports that I have for this work, I find that the damage is
very great, that it would cost for the mere repairs a large
sum of money, and a much larger one to put the work in
such a condition as not to be exposed to the accidents that
have occurred lately. Therefore, I am not in a position to
give the hon. gentleman an answer immediately; but the
matter is being considered by my Department, in order to
soe whether we shall go on with the ordinary repairs or
shall go into a new work altogether.

EXECUTION OF LOUIS RIEL.
Mr. AMYOT asked, Was there, before the execution of

Riel, any document, report, memorandum or writing laid
before the Executive Council, by any of the Ministers,
against the execution, or in favor of mercy; and, if there
was, 1. By whom ? 2. At what date? 3. Will it be laid
before the House ? 4. And when ?

Mr, THOMPSON (Antigonish). Documents and writ-
Ings were from time to time laid beford the Council,
through the usual channel, the Secretary of State. They
have been laid before the H1ouse.

LIQUOR LICENSE ACT, 1883.
Mr. SHAKESPEARE asked, Whether it is the intention

of the Government to pay in full the commissioners and
inspectors appointed under the Liquor License Act, 1883?
If so, when ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Parliament will be asked to vote
money to pay all sumo actually due to these officers.

PEES PAID UNDER LIQUOR LICENSE ACT, 1883.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE asked, Whether the Government
intend to reimburse parties who paid a fee under Section 16
of the Liquor License Act, 1883?

Mr. COSTIGAN. I beg to state that Parliament will be
asked to vote money to meet all such claims for refund as
may be properly established.

RAILWAY ROUTES IN CAPE BRETON.

Mr. CAMPBELL (Victoria) asked, When will the Engi.
neers' reports on the different railroad routes surveyed last
year through the Island of Cape Breton be laid on the
Table of the louse of Commons ?

Mr. POPE. The reports will be laid before the House
as soon as they are received from the different engineers.

EXPLORATION OF HUDSON'S BAY.

Mr. ROSS asked, Whether it is the intention of the Gov-
*rnment to agiLin send out to Hudson's Bay, during the
coming season, a sailing vessel with weak auxiliary power,
as last season, or a strong steam vessel ; and whom it js pro.
posed to send out in charge of the expedition ? Whether,
n addition to bringing home the parties now stationed in
Hudson's Straits, any attempt is to be made to add to our
knowledge of the goography and resources of the northern
parts of Eudson'e Bay?

Mr. FOSTER. In answer to the hon. gentleman, I
would say that it is the intention of the Government to send'
out to Rudson's Bay during the coming season the steamer
Alert, the same that was sent ont last year, which is con-
sidered one of the boit vessels for that purpose in the
United States, Great Britain, or Canada. Lieutenant Gor-
don is still in charge, as last year. Whether another
winter's observations will be carried out is a question yet
under the consideration of the Government. Lieutenant

Mr. Fusus,

Gordon will be asked to gather all
of the geography and resources of
Bay, as ar as h. can, considering thei
dition which he is carrying out.

possible knowledge
all parts of Hudson's
nature of the expe-

NATIONAL PARKS IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. ROSS asked, Io it the intention of the Governmont
to establish one or more National Parks along the line of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway in the North-West Territories
or British Columbia; and if so, what will be their extent?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). It is the intention of the Gov-
ernment to do so, but the points at which these parks are
to be reserved and laid out, and their extent, have not yet
been finally decided upon.

CHURCHILL AND NELSON RIVERS SURVEYS.

Mr. ROSS asked, Is it the intention of the Government
to publish a Map showing the surveys of the Churchill and
Nelson Rivers described in the report of the Geological Sur-
vey for 1879, as well as ail that is known of the geography
of the adjacent regions ? If so, how soon?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). A map of the Nelson River
and the boat route between Lake Winnipeg and Hudson's
Bay, including an enlarged plan of Hayes River and vicinity
of York Factory, was published in the Geological Report for
1877-78. Part of the explorations referred to in Dr. Bell's
report of 1879 (Geol. Report, 1878-79) have not yet been
published. A manuscript map embracing these surveys i
in a state of partial preparation, and it is intended to com-
plote and publish this as soon as the pressure of other work
in the office will admit. I may say that, in completing this
map for publication, it will now be necessary to take into
consideration the instrumental survey of the Nelson River
by Mr. Klot,,D.L.S.

EXPLORATION OF THE YUKON.
Mr. ROSS asked, Is it the intention of the Government

to make an exploration or a geological survey of the upper
waters of the Yukon, in the North-West Territories ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). It i not at present contem-
plated to make any exploration or geological survey of the
upper waters of the Yukon.

CUSTOMS OFFICE ON THE YUKON.
Mr. ROSS asked, Do the Government intend to establish

a Customs Office at Yukon ?
Mr. BOWELL. Enquiry will be made as to the neeeuity

of an offlcer there, and if it is in the interest of the Rev-
enue, one will be placed there.

PETITIONS FOR TUE HANGING OF LOUIS RIEL
Mr. AMYOT asked, Whether, in addition to the docu-

ments asking for the hanging of Riel, found in the Depart-
ment of the Secretary of ktate and laid before this House,
the Government, or any of its members, received any peti-
tions, letters, telegrams or documents asking that Riel
should not be pardoned, or-that his sentence should not be
commuted, or that he should be hanged, or anything in
that senEe? If so, will the said documents be laid before
the House, and when?

Mr. TIHOMPSON (&ntigonish). Ail the documents of
that character, which were laid before the Government,
have been brought down.

LAND IMPROVEMENT FUND.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked. What is the amount due the
Province of Ontario out of the Land Improvement Fund ?
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What rate of interest bas the Government allowed on said
money, and when will it be paid to the Province ?

Mr. MoLELAN. There are two amounts claimed by
the Province of Outario as due to it on account of the Land
Improement Fand:-lst. One-fourtb of receipts from
Common School Lands sold during the existence of the
Upper Canada Improvement Fund, from the day of the aboli-
tion of the Pund to st July, 1861, less cost of collection,
$124,685.18. This amount was allowed by the arbitrators
appointed in accordance with section 142 of the British
North America Act, to determine the division and adjust-
ment of the debts, etc., of Upper and Lower Canada, and in
accordance with section 7 of their award, the amount will
be credited to the Province of Ontario. 2nd. One-fifth of
receipts from Crown lands so sold and moneys so received,
$101,771.68. This item is in abeyance pending the re-
ceipt of communications from the Province of Quebec as to
whetber that Province will allow the sum to be cbarged to
the Province of Canada and credited to the Province of
Ontario. The question of the method of calculating the
interest will be taken up when the matter is settled.

EXECUTION OF LOUIS RIEL.

The House resumed the adjourned debate on the proposed
motion of Mr. Landry (Montmagny): That this House feels
it its duty to express its deep regret that the sentence of
death passed upnn Louis Riel, convicted of high treason, was
allowed Io be carried into execution; and the motion of Sir
Hector Langevin: That this question be now put.

Mr. TIHOMPSON (Antigonish). Although so much has
already been said in the course of this debate, as the hon.
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake), on Friday evening,
intimated that the time had come when the House should
hear from the law officer of the Government, that the time
had come when I should rise, if I intended to rise at all, it is
becoming that I should accept the hon. member's challenge
and make, at this stage of the debate, late though it may
appear, and tedious though the debate has already been,
such a statement of the facts immediately connected with
the part that my Department has had in this transaction
as it was proper to make before the debate should close. I
regret, Sir, the more because I am a comparative stranger
in this House, that my first duty in making such a state-
ment is to express my regret at the manner in which this
discussion has been carried on, and the way it bas been
brought before the House.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). It has been said, Sir, and
the cheer that comes from hon. gentlemen opposite means a
reaffirmation, I presume, of the statement, that the Govern-
ment have chosen the mode and the time in which this ques.
tion should be discussed and, as the hon, member stated, had
framed the indictment. Even if that were true-as it is not,
Mr. Speaker-I ask the hon. members who havejust given that
cheer, how they are to escape the responsibility for the man-
ner in which they have carried on the discussion down to this
moment? Mr. Speaker, it has been said from time to time
in the course of this debate-it was generously admitted by
the hon. member for Brockville (Mr. Wood) the other day
-for the purpose of argument only, I presume,-but it was
contended by the other side of the House most vehemently,
that the right to discuss this matter at every stop and every
stage rested in Parliament precisely as if Parliament sat as
a court of appeal.

Mr. MILLS. Hear, hear.

Mr. TROMPSON (Antigonish). I should like the hon.
gentleman who says, "hear, hear," and those who follow

him, and any hon. gentleman who has engaged in this dis-
cussion or takes any interest in it, to point to a precedent
which justifies the opposition. I should like them to
point to a case in any Parliament in the British Empire,
in which any man incurring the responsibility of a mem-
ber of Parliament would say, "hear, hear," to such a pro-
position as that. We have had, not only the contention
that Parliament is to be the court of appeal before which
the whole evidence is to be discussed, and before which
the whole evidence is to be sifted by lawyers on both sides
of the House, but we have been entertained day after day by
speeches for the defence. We have not merely had such a dis-
cussion as would take place in a court of appeal, but
gentlemen have been speaking with carefully prepared
briefs, analyses of evidence, and aithorities, upon all of
which this House is to be expected to paso an opinion and
decision. I have only to state the case as it in to
bring the louse to the consciousness that this is not
a suitable tribunal, that the temper which prevails
in a Legislature composed of two actively hostile parties is
not a place in which the administration of justice
in any particular case can suitably be discussed.
We have not only been told that Parliament
is a court of appeal to try a question like this,
but that, if Parliament comes to a wrong conclusion,
the people at the polls are to decide it. If we have heated
controversy and partisan feeling in this House which pre-
vent the louse coming to a judicial conclusion such as a
court of appeal would arrive at, I should like to ask hon.
gentlemen opposite how will it be when we go to the polls ?
Is partisanship, for the first time in the history of the
country, to be eradicated there? Isa calm and cool consider-
ation of the merits of a particular case-of the fate of a
particular convict, to be made by the people of this
country at the polls; and if so, will hon. gentlemen
opposite pledge themselves that when the case is sub-
mitted for the determinatiop of the electors we shall
not have passions and partisan feeling appealed to
on other issues, the National Policy, the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, and all the questions which have divided
parties in this country for the last ten years ? I need no
botter confirmation of the protest which I make against
such a discussion on a motion of this kind in Parliament, as
has taken place, than the attempts which hon. gentlemen
opposite have made to prevent our bringing to the
case a calm and deliberate judgment. The member
for West Durham, himself, in the opening expressions
of his speech, on Friday, condemned anything like feeling.
He deplored the introduction into the debate of bygone
issues and political considerations, and the sound of his
voice had hardly died away in the expression of those
sentiments, when lie declared to the louse, in toues that
rang from end to end of this Chamber, that ho intended to
hold the Government responsible for every life that had
been lost, for every pang that had been suffered, and for
every dollar that had been expended.

Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I should like the hon.
gentleman to state how, after an assertion like that, how
after the statement of the hon. member behind him who
proclaimed three times in the course of this discussion that
the men on the Treasury bouches of this House are peter
criminals than the man who died on the scaffold at Regina,
-I should like to aek him how, after expressions like that
have been bandied about in this debate, le expects this
louse to come to a conclusion in the manner in which

a court of appeal would decide on any particular case?
Not only has that attempt been made to pre*udioe the dis-
cussion, but hon. gentlemen have complain bitterly at a
step which lias been taken to preclude the introduction of
other issues by which the judgment of the House might be
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misled. The hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake), in
addressing hinself to an interlocutory resolution the other
day, declared that it was contrary to sound policy and to
fair play that the previous question should be moved. If
this matter is to come before Parliament as before a court
of appeal-if this House is to arrive at a just
determination on this question, apon what ground should
hon. members be allowed to introduce other issues ?
The hon. gentleman was seo candid as to avow, before his
speech on that motion was concluded, that ho had no hope,
even if such amendments were moved, of having them
carried, because, he said, we must eventually come down
to this resolution. Then he would simply have had the
advantage of having the House come to a decision on this
question with a clouded judgment and with partisan feelings,
raised by the discussion of issues on which hon. gentlemen
opposite seek to bring against the Government the charges
which have been bandied across the House in this debate, of
guilt in connection with other transactions altogether. I
said, Sir, that I felt it my first duty to express this opinion
to the House, and I am glad to know that some hon. gentle-
men opposite feel as I do. The bon. member who addressed
the House on Friday evening so long and so aWy, baq filled
the office which I have the honor to hold at present. Heo
is conscious of the great difficulties which beset a Minister
of Justice in advising the dispensing of the clemency of the
Crown, and within the last three months the hon.gentleman
said, in a great public assembly:

. "I know how much these diffeculties are enhanced by heated.partisan
and popular discussion, in which distorted views and au imperfect
appreciation of the facts are likely to prevail."'

After that frank admission I would suppose that if this
question was to be arg-ied in this House, as it has been
argued by the other side, as a question of confidence, we
should at least not have had those "heated partisan and pop.-
lar " appea's made in order that the judgment of this

Bouse might not be taken upon the real question that
is before it. Let me turn the attention of the louse for a
moment to the manner in which, in the country to which
this Parliament looks for a model, questions of this
kind are considered. I am not venturing to dispute
the right of any hon. member, much less of the whole
House, to challenge the conduct of any Minister of
Justice for the time being as to the way he should have
advised the Crown upon the case of any convict ; but I am
challenging the propriety of exercising that right to such
an extent as it has been exercised here. On 2Jtil July,
1877, Mr. Gathorne Hardy, who held the office of Home
Secretary, said:

" He hoped the time would not corne at which the House would fail
to rely on the Executive, either to exercise the prerogative of mercy, or
to carry out the law to its fullest extent."
He also said :

" Suppose the records to be produced, were they to re-try the case
upon them without seeing the witnesses ? That would be a most
unusual proceeding, only to be resorted to when there was some
suspicion of corruption or par.iality at the trial."

gr. Gladstone, in the course of the same debate, said:
" It appears to me so desirable that in a matter of this kind the pre-

repte of merc should'be left in the handa of the Crown, to be exer-
çfse4 according tobthe advice the Crown may receive from those whose,
duty it is "o give it, that only in the extremeit cases should I wih to
suport a motion which strictly interposes the judgment of the House
for the purpose of swaying the judgment of the (rown."
And Mr. Gladstone abstained from voting upon the ques-
tion which was then before the House. in another case,
in 1870, in the cou se of a debate, part of which the hon.
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) read to the House,
Mr. R. N. Fowler said :

"Sach cases ought to be left entirely in the hands of right hon. gen-
tlemen opposite. This House was, in the nature of thing one of the

orst plces where the question of the comparative guilt ofa murderer
Mr. THoMpsON (Antigonish).

could be properly conuidered, for it was a legiolative assembly and not
an executive body."

On the 3rd of July, 1884, Mr. Trevellyn said:
I I regret very much that that decision is come to l--

That is, the decision of the Executive not to commute the
sentence.

"I regret very much that this decision has been come to, but we have
feit ourseIves beund to arrive at it, and I do not eonsider that the House
of Commons is a place where eases can be tried over again."

Sir William Harcourt, who, we were told the other day, is
a great statesman, said:

IlIt l avery serions thing toresonsider, in a matter of this descrip-
tion, the deliberate decision of a judicial tribunal. a c
Although, of course, I do not deny for a moment the right of any mem-
ber of Parliament to bring forward a matter of this kind, still I assert
that it is most inconvenient and almost impossible for this House,.upon
ex parte statements, or even upon an argument of the case, to arrive at
a proper decision of the matter. • • # We cannot dispose
of matters of this kind by a debate, even if it be most calmly and care-
flly conducted, in a popular assembly."

Mr. Trevellyn said again :
" The discussion has shown how inconvenient it is to try a case of

that kind over again in the House of Commons, for the hon. member who
has j ust spoken practically tried the case over again-"

I can repeat those words with emphasis, when I reflect upon
the speech that we listened to last Friday.

" not from any new evidence he bas brought forward in regard to
the case itself,'but upon an argument in connection with a case that
occurred in anchester some years ago in which it was shown that
there was a case of mistaken identity. • • • a
I thiok we should as far as possible recognise the principle that the
question of dispensing the mercy of the Crown should not become a
matter of debate in this House."

If this is to be done, if a political discussion is to follow the
action of the Executive in every case in which clemency is
given or refused, one can easily understand what confusion
we shall introduce into the administration of criminal justice
in this country. The greatest criminal who may be con-
demned by the tribunals will have some hope that if his
case can only be thrown into the vortex of politics, to quote
the language of Louis Riel on the day of Bitoche, "politics
will save me." He will point to the fact that, fifteen years
ago, a political party in this country made a desperate
effort to gain power by appealing to public passion about a
great tragedy which took place, and that having failed in
that enterprise, fifteen years afterwards they considered
they could climb into power on the feeling provoked
by another tragedy-first trying fortune upon the fate of
the victim, and then trying it upon the fate of the
murderer. It will result, Sir, that the Executive, especially
if it be weakly supported in this House and in the country,
must seek to do, not what i. right merely, not wh at is justice
merely, not what is a fulfilment of the law merely, but that
which is most popular in the country, in view of the fact
that the case is likelv to be tried all over again in the
House of Commons as a court of appeal, and in view of the
fact that afterwards it will be tried all over again
at the polls. More than this, we have had already
indicated a still more serious result. It la not merely
that the administration of justice is to be brought into dis-
repute, not merely that its just enforcement is to be endan-
gered, but if the Eecutive shall attempt to carry out the
law, then in relation not merely to the Executive itself, but in
relation to the people who support its policy, and all peo-
ple who believe that it was simply carrying out the law
and discharging its duty, a cry of revenge, as my hon.
friend from Kent (Mr. Laudry) said, is to go up, and be kept
up, by one section against the other. We shall have, then,
not merely the administration of justice degraded, but we
shall have, as indeed wo had in the month of November last,
the cries of civil war raised in our own streets, when they
had died away on the bank of the Sabkatchewan. We
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have heard, at esch stage of the debate, the cry for more
papers. 1 do not presume to diseuse what was doue in the
House last Session, although I have had full access to its
records, but I have noticed that this Session the cry became
more urgent and more emphatic the more papers were
brought down. We had first the cry that the record was
not comple e. We had issued to the public and laid
on the Table of the House all that constitutes, tech-
nically, the record in criminal cases-ail that would go
before a court of appeal-all that should be asked for here
if this Parliament is to be considered a court of appeal.
There was even more than that in the blue book which we
pi inted and circulated ; but we bad hardly met when we
were told that we must have all the arguments upon the
controversy about the postponement of the case, although
that argument resulted in an agreement between the
counsel which withdrew the matter from the consideration
of the court altogether. Those papers were brought down,
and the cry became louder and more urgent still for more
papers. We were told there was a 3ontroversy on the trial
as to whether Louis Riel should be allowed to defend him-
self, besides eing defended by counsel-" bring that down."
We brought that down to this louse, and the cry became
mûre urgent still. "We have not the judge's charge bere,"
it was said, and one hon. member told the flouse that we
were not even in a position to tell the House that the judge's
charge was before the Court of Appeal in Manitoba, although
the blue book which he held in his hand contained the judg-
ment of that court, in which one of the judges said that he
had great satisfaction in being able to say that
he had read the whole charge and that he endorsed every
word of it. Well, we brought down the judge's
charge and the cry became more urgent stili. One said
all the papers that were asked for were not brought down,
and another complained that we had brought down more
than were asked for-simply for the reason that those which
were brought down were not as satisfactory to tbem as
sone hon. gentlemen expected. Let me turn the attention
of the House again to the practice which prevails in the
British Parliament upon that question. I have looked, I
think I may say, at every case which has come up for con-
sideration in that Parliament for the last twenty-five years,
and i have been unable to find a case in which the papers
connected with a criminal case were laid before Parliament
at all. The question has arisen there sometimes on the
motion to go into Committee of Supply, sometimes on a
question which the Home Secretary has to answer, but never
upon a motion of want of confidence-nover with the request
that the papers should be brought down. But, while I have
been unable to find a record produced to Parliament, in such
a case, I am able to find that it was refused, for, on the
17th of May, 1878, in the discussion of the case of George
Bromfield, reports touching the insanity of the prisoner
were asked for, and Mr. Asheton Cross, the Home Secre-
tarv. Faid that "all the communications made to the Secretary
oi Ste in the matter were of a confidential character,
and therefore he did not consent to produce them."
I think, Sir, that as soon as the papers which remain to be
brought down are laid upon the Table of the House, the de-
sire of some of ihe hon. members for papers will be more
urgent than ever. They will not like the papers which are
yet to come down any more than they like those which
have been brought already ; and when they have seen them
alIl, lie hon. member for West Durham (M r. Blake), will
say: "These are not the papers at al," and he will ask for
the papers which lie said were lying ' mouldering unopened "
in our offices. As an illustration of the unreasonableness
with which some of these demanda have been made upon us,
let me call the attention of the House to a single instance.
On the 17th of Marci an hon. member moved :

" That an Addres to His Ercellency the Governor General be pre-
beated for a full and complete repQrt of the trUL of ThragSacott,

charged with "treason-felony " at Regina; giving the evidenoe for the
Crown and defence, together with addresses of counsel and charge Of
the Stipendiary Maoistrate. Report of the trial and se tence of the half-
breed prisoners at Regina for "treason-felony," together with the evi-
dence submitted to the Stipendiary Magistrate's Court in mitigation of
sentence, and addresses of counsel for the prisoners."

These papers, connected with the trials that took plaee after-
wards, had a very doubtful relevancy to the case ; but the
point I am making now is that when the A ddress of this
House was asked for on the 17th of March for these papers,
they had already been on the Table 48 hours. We have not
the advantage on this side, perhaps, of hearing all that goes
on in this House, but we can imagine, in view of that illus-
tration and of some facts we do know, how t-ue and appro-
priate this comment by a bystander is upon this cry for
papers :

I was amused to-day at Mr.---. He was tearing the Govern-
ment to tatters for not having the papers down. 'Where ie the diary of
Louis Riel?' he oried, and then aside to Laurier, 'ls that do)wnVI 'No,'
whispered back Laurier. Then Mr. -- became furlous in is de-
nunciations because it wasn't down."

I think, Sir, that an at earlier stage of this discussion, the
hon. member for Bellechasse (Kr. Amyot) saw the difficulty
the House would meet in the discussion of a question of this
kind, and in receiving and acting upon the doctrine that
this flouse was to be a court of appeal ; for the hon. mem-
ber declared, almost in so many words, that he and his
friends were justified in treating this case as an exceptional
case, because it came from the North-West Territories ;
and the hon. member read to the House a section of the
Act which provided that tbe report of a capital case tried
in the North-West Territories shou!d come to the Executive.

Mr. MILLS. Hear, hear.
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I shall read-especially

as an lon. member of my own profession on the other side
of the House says "bear, hear"-two sections of the law-
the section bearing on cases in the North-West Territories,
and the section bearing onu cases in the various Provinces,
and will ask what the difference is. The general law,
taken from the Act of 1873, applying to every Province in
this Dominion, is :

" The judge before whom such prisoner has been convicted sball
forthwith make a renort of the case, through the Secretary of State for
Canada, for ihe infomation of tbe Governor, and the day to be appoint-
ed for carrying the sentence into executinn shall be such as in the
Sopinion of the Judge wil allow suffri-n time for a signification of the
Governor's pleasure before such day."

Now, the provision relating to the North-West is this:
" When apy person is convicted of a capital offence, and is sentenced

to death. the stipendiary magistrate shall forward to the Minister of
Justice full notes oe the evidence, with his report upon the ase, and the
execution shall be postponed from time to time by the etipendiary magi-
trate, if found necesary, until uch report. is received, and the pleasure
of the Governor General thereon isg ommuniested to the Lieutenant-
Governor."

Now, the only difference between the two sections is
this : Firet, it is provided that the judge in a North.
West case shall furnish full notes of the evidence-and the
hon. member laid stress upon that point. I can only say
to him that, full as the notes of the evidence are in this
and in every capital case coming from the North-Weost,
they are not one iota fuller than the reports of capital
cases which we receive from the Provinces; and as regards
the postpouement of the day of the execution of the sen-
tence, although the power is speciflually conferred upon the
stipendiary magistrate in the North-West Territories,
it is still fully competent to the judges in the
other Provinces to respite until the pleasure of the
Governor is made known. The provision making it
mandatory upon the atipendiary magistrate to post-
pone in the case of North-West trials wa inserted, I
believe, in consequence of the remoteness of the country
and the difficuities of communication; bat in practical
workieg the two provMiQis are identical, and a case coming
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from the North-West Territories has no more conneotion with
the functions Of this House or the politics of the country
than a case coming from the Province of Quebec or the Pro-:
vince of Nova Scotia. Before I refer to the criticisms which
were passed upon the trial of the case, and as one of
the preliminary observations 1 wish to make, I desire
to reply to a remark which was made by the hon.
member for Hochelaga (Mr. Desjardins), the other even-
ing. Replying to a remark of the Minister of Public
Works, ho asked how the Minister of Inland Revenue,
and how the Minister of Justice could reconcile with
truth the statement which had been made in this House
that there had been a change in public opinion in the Pro-
vince of Quebec ? He referred to the meetings which had
taken place at St. Jerome and St. Colombe, at which I had
the honor.of assistirg, and at the latter of which my hon.
colleague, the Minister of linland Revenue, was with me.
The hon. gentleman wanted to know what we bad to say,
aft, r those meetings, of the state of feeling in the Province of
Quebec ? I answer that if we are to judge from what we
saw, there had been a great change of feeling in the Province
of Quebec. The people were disposed to listen to reasofi, to
argument, and to truth, and there was no more passion
evinced at those meetings than at any meetings of equal size
called in any other part of the country, for the discussion of
public questions. If I had to judge from the reports we
saw in the press, I should have to give the bon. gentleman
a different answer ; but at present I shall testify from what
I saw, not from what I read in the papers afterwards,
I should think the bon. gentleman would have hesitated to
ask me, in the presence of this House, what I thought of the
change of public feeling in the Province of Quebec, when wo
have so many witnesses to cite on the floor of this House.
We know that a few days after the execution, in the city of
Montreal a set Of resolutions were passed declaring that
this execution was a base murder,and that the three Ministers
representing that Province in the Cabinet were men who
had degraded their race and were traitors to their country.
Resolutions were passed declaring that this was a crime
which should never be forgiven; and the hon, gentlemen in
this House, some of whom have addressed it already and
sone of whom are to follow me, were the mon who, in the
presence of fifty thousand of their fellow-countrymen,
secured the unanimous adoption of these resolutions. Yet
those gentlemen, in the course of this debate, have risen and
declared that the information before the House is not suffi-
cient to enable them to vote, not for a resolution that the
execution was a murder, not for a resolution that we are
traitors, not for a resolution declaring that we shall never be
forgiven, but for a resolution expressing in the mildest termsa
a regret that the law was allowed to take its course. In
fact so mildly was the resolution werded that it excited the
suspicion of the bon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake),
and ho deoclared that the Government must have drawn
this indictment. I wish to make one other preliminary
observation, an observation with regard to the hon. mem-
ber for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot) in respect of a matter in
which, I think, ho did me, unconsciously, an injustice.
About ton minutes before this debate began, when the hon.
member for Montmagny (Mr. Landry) was about to take
the floor, the hon. member for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot),
without having given any notice of bis question, rose
and asked a question involvirg a number of details,
as to whether the medical reports from Regina had
ben received by tolegraph, and if so, at what date,
and would they be brought before the louse, and involv-
ing other particulars as well. I stated that I was unable
from memory to answer the question on the spot,. presum-
ing the hon. gentleman would, as ho subsequently did, put
it in writing, and give me an opportunity to furnish the
particulars asked for. I thought that it was somewhat
ungenerous on the part of the hon. gentleman (but it pro.

lir. TaoàSboN (Antigonish).

bably was due to his misunderstanding my answer), when ho
said that members of the Government were so disposed to
trifle with this great question and with the wishes of the
House itself, that when they were asked a vital question
the answer was that they could not remember. He
forgot he was asking a question involving particulars
which could not be stated without looking at the docu.
ments themselves, or the records of the Department, and
of which ho had not given any notice, and that therefore ho
could not expect the information to be at once supplîed. The
hon. gentleman had been in this House two weeks of the
Session; ho had already asked for papers of almost every
description, and if it had occurred to him to put bis question
a little earlier than ton minutes before the debate began, I
should bave been in a position to say something more
definite than that I was not able to answer from memory.
We have had the point raised and pressed with great earn-
estness, that the trial was an unfair one, and we have hoard it
asserted by a member of the legal profession, that although it
was a legal trial it was not a fair one. I confess, after having
givon that observation all the r eflection I have since been
able to give it, I am unable to understand it; I am unable
to understand how the Executive can be condemned
for not having given to the prisoner something more
than the law gave him, as regards the procedure in this
trial. We have generally understood, throughont this
Empire, that a synonym for fair play as regards the
administration of criminal justice was British law, and
yet we are told now, for the first time, in a Parliament
existing under British institutions, that the Government
are to be condemned because their counsel conducted the
trial in such a way, that although striétly in accordance
with the law, it was an unfair trial. Now, let me ask the
House to bear with me for a few moments while I address
it upon those points in respect of which it was said the trial
was unfair. We were told by the hon. member for West
Durham (Mr. Blake), that the judges were inferior judges.
I presume ho meant, technically, that they were judges of
an inferlor court, and not that ho meant to impugn
their professional standing or abilities as members of the
judicial bench. But that is an entirely irrelevant enquiry.
The jurisdiction, whether the courts ho superior or inferior,
is plainly conferred upon them by law ; the law of the coun-
try requires that, whether these be superior or inferior
judges, they should take cognisance of cases like this. It
bas been said that the courts there were peculiar in their
organisation. That criticism, pointing, as I suppose it did,
to the conclusion that the trial was unfair and unsatis-
factory, for otherwise it would be what theb hon. gentleman
distinctly said it was not, a purely theoretical object ion, a
purely theoretical criticism-his criticism pointing to such
a conclusion, induced me to bring to the House the provi-
sions of the law on that subject. In 1875, a case of this
kind would not have been tried by the judges who, ho
SayR, are inferior. The provision of section 64 of the Act
of 1875 gave the trial of capital cases to the Chief Justice or
any Judge of the Court of Queen's Bench of the Province of
Manitoba, end requiredthe intervention of ajurynot exceed-
ing eight in number. In 1867, that Statute was altered ; the
jurisdiction of the chief justice and of the judges of Mani-
toba was taken away and given to stipendiary magistrates
to ho appointed in those territories, and the number of
jurors was reduced from eight to six. It is true the hon.
member might have pressed upon us one other considera.
tion, and that is, that thon there would have been present,
even under the Act of 1877, upon the bench, not merely the
stipendiary magistrate but two justices of the peace as well.
I take it that that is an objection which the hon. gentleman
himself and his followers lay very little stress upon ; because
we have not had, from the beginning to the end of this dis.
cussion, the complaint that there have been too few justices
of the peae to try this man, but we have had only the cem-

270



COMMONS DEBATES
plaint that there were too few jurors. The Statute of 1877,
creating this court, took away the jurisdiction of the judges
who, in the Act of 1875, would have tried the case, and re-
duced the number of jurors, and that Act was introduced in
this House by hon. gentlemen opposite, when the hon.
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) was himself
Minister of Justice. 1 say this, not for the purpose
merely of saying tu quoque, not for the purpose of
making a political comparison between the legislation
of one party and the legislation of another, but for
the purpose of drawing, what I think is a legitimate conclu-
sion from these facts, namely, that if both sides of the
House had acquiesced in this legislation, confiding in the
great abilities which the hon. member for West Durham
was able to bring to the preparation of the Statute, the
Government had no occasion to mistrust it, or to believe it
was il] considered, and I had no occasion to expect that
the hon. member would have raised, as one of the
criticisms by which he sought to make this House be-
lieve the trial was unsatisfactory, that the trial took
place before one of the very men into whose hands, by
his own Statute, he had put the issues of life and death.
It is said, Sir, that these judges are to some extent political
officers, inasmuch as they are, by virtue of their offices,
members of the North-West Council. When I turn again to
the legislation on that subject, I find that that provision
was inserted not by the gentlemen who sit on this side of
the House, not by the gentlemen who had in this case to
administer the law, but was put by gentlemen opposite
into the Act of 1875. It was said that these judges are, to
a certain extent, dependent upon the Executive. I fail to
se. any very broadiy marked distinction in these days
between judicial officers who hold their office during good
behaviour and judicial officers who hold their offices during
pleasure, consiaering that the state of public sentiment in
regard to officers of that kind, and the disposition of Parlia-
ment, in dealing with a Government that would dare to
exercise its pleasure unfairly and without due cause, would
be such as to make a judge,even if appointed during pleasure,
practically irremovable except for cause. But the tenure
of office was established by those gentlemen; those travel-
ling fees, for which it is said they depend upon the Exocu-
tive, were allowed by these gentlemen themselves, anJ
year after year those travelling fees and those allowances,
which it is said made faliible the judgment of the
judges there, or might have made their judgment fallible,
were introduced and voted by hon. gentlemeu opposiLe, and,
a ter they went out of office, were voted for by them with-
out a murmer or complaint. It was said likewise that a
grave mistake had been made in the selection of the judge.
It was said that Judge Richardson stands in the
position of Attorney-General in the North-West. 1
think that that is hardly a correct statement of his position
there. He acts, it is true, as law clerk to the North-West
Jouncil, as legal adviser in reference to the legal business

that comes before that Council, and as such he receives a
paltry, almost a nominal, emolument, which is likewise
voted to him, not by the Executive, but by the Parliament,
and can only be paid to him by virtue of an Act of Parlia-
ment. The criticism was likewise made that Judge
Richardson was a member of that Council when it
undertook to pas aun expression of opinion upon the
conduct of the Executive in this very case. In justice to
Mr. Richardson, I must say that, when those resolutions
came before the North-West Council for delibera.
tion, he withdrew from the Board. I think that
the choite of Judge Richardson was as wise a choice
as could have been made. Ie was no appointee
of ours ; it could not be said that for any political
services he had rendered to this Government or this party
in the past h. had received his judicial office, because h.
received is appointment at the hands of hon. gentlemen

opposite; and I presume he received it, as all judges are
supposed to receive it, on account of qualifications
for the duties he had to discharge, one of those duties
being, by virtue of the very Statute which they passed
themselves, the disposition of capital cases. Besides that,
he was the senior judge in the North West, and, in that
respect, as well as in regard to his professional qualifica-
tions-as to which I will say little, because it would be invidi-
ous to make a comparison between him and his colleagues-
he seemed to be at the head of the list of those who had to be
entrusted with the execution of this very serious duty.
But when we were told that there is danger of any of these
tribunals being corrupted by the circumstance that this
Parliament votes them moneys from time to time for their
travelling expenses or allowances for the discharge of any
other public duties incidental to their office, or otherwise,
the hon. gentleman raised, in my mind at least, the recol-
lection that, in the great Province which h. represents, a
large portion of the judiciary recelve a considerable
augmentation of their salaries, from the Provincial Govern-
ment. I should like to ask at what stage in the parliamen.
tary existence of this country partisan strife became so hot
that any hon. gentleman degraded himself by aspersing the
judiciary of Ontario, even in regard to the questions which
arose between the Government of the Dominion and that
of Ontario, by suggesting that the minds of the judges were
warped by the additions to their salaries which they
received from the Provincial Government ? I ask then
whether the hon. gentleman's criticisms were quite fair to
the (Governrment or to the officer more particularly men-
tioned ? lf.it was not intended to asperse the mode of con-
ducting the trial, as being unfair, on account of these
considerations, I ask why these criticisms were introduced
at all? I ask why the public confidence in relation to the
administration of justice by these tribunals should be
weakened by such criticisms, unloss to show Parliament
that the trial was unfair ? The hon. gentleman said that
these difficulties ought to have been removed. I understood
him to intimate-it was the conclusion, I admit, which I drew
from bis language more than the language itself-that it
would have been better if, last Session, in view of the dit-
iculties which had arisen in the North-West, the Govern-
ment had created special tribunals there for the trial of
these offenders. At any rate, h. did express plainly that
it was the duty of the Liovernment to have provided some
special legisiation in regard to those tribunals. I ask the

fIouse if, after the crime had been committed, after Louis
iel had come into this country and had stained his hands

with the blood of our citizens, and after the rebellion had
been suppressed, the Government had changed the law, had
made new tri bunals, and had put that criminal in a different
position from that in which he stood when he came into
the country, there would not have been a feeling from one
end of Canada to the other that we had passed an ex post
facto law, and had done an injustice which should not have
been done to the vilest criminal in the land ? That,
Sir, is my own opinion on that point, but I am
able to cite an .. authority for it too. Within
the last two or three months, a gentleman who dis-
cussed publie questions very ably, in a portion of this coun-
try not very remote from this place, undertook to discuss
the various phases of this trial. Ie was a gentleman able
to bring to the discussion of these questions long experience
and high abilities, which are known to every section of this
country. He had this to commend him too-I sball not say
it was the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake), I
can hardly think it was, when I beard bis speech, but it was
at least a namesake of his, and that gentleman said in refer-
ence to this very trial, in reference to this very criticism
which had then gone abroad, in reference to this very sug-
gestion that it would have been better if the Government
had taken special legislation in reference to theme tribunals;
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" But I do not oay that the Government is eensurable for having tried

the prisoner by the tribunal provided by the standng la'w's though I
may regretthat those laws did lnot provide a more satifactory tribul."
Now, Sir, there is another point in which the fairness of the
trial has been challenged. It was said that Louis Riel, being
of the Roman Catholic faith, it was suspicious that the
only Roman Catholic juror called was challenged by the
Crown. I have only to say this, Sir-and I say it upon the
authority of the counsel who conducted this case on behalf
of the (rown-that until that statement was made on the
floors of thit fHouse the counsel for the Crown were not
aware what that man's religion was. I am able to assure
the House on their authority, which, I am sure, will not be
impugned here, or anywhere else in this country, that there
were other good reasons given why he should be challenged,
and that the question of religion never entered into their
consideration at ail. The hon. member for West Durham
thinks that that could hardly beso, because, hesays, if it were
so there would have been a challenge "for cause." Every
person practising at the bar-and I appeal to ail my profes-
sional brethren on both sides of the louse to confirm the
statement-knows 'that in the trial of causes there may be
doubts as to the qualification, mental or otherwise, of jurors,
doubts as to the soundness of the judgment which they
may bring to the cause, doubts as to their partiality as
jurors, which cannot b. verified on a challenge "for cause,"
because, perhaps, the witnesses are at a distance who could
prove the objections, and it is better and safer in the public in-
terest, safer in the interests of justice, to challenge peremp-
torily. Although there were a number of jurors challeng-
ed on that occasion by the defence, this is the single instance
in which a juror was challenged <n the part of the Crown,
and he was challenged, as I said, for ressons which it might
be indelicate for me to communicate to this House-reasons,
however, which affected the minds of the counsel for the
Crown with doubts as to the partiality and wisdom with
which he might dicharge his duties as a juror, but not in
any way in relation to his sect, his creed or his race. Then
the criticism was made that the trial was an unfair one
beoause other prisoners were not tried for high treason. They
were charged with the offence, equally grave, perhaps, buL
not so severely punishable, of treason-felony. I fail to see
how that could affect the regularity or the fairness of the
trial, which took place before it was decided at all what
these men should be brought to trial for. If the graver charge
of high treason were not withdrawn then, as to these per-
sons, how could any person, in the interest of Louis Riel,
or of justice generally, say that the fairness of his trial was
affected by something that took place afterwards?
Then some criticism was made with regard to the non-trial
of the so-called "white settlers " of Prince Albert. An
investigation was then going on to ascertain which of the
white settlers of Prince Albert, if any, should be brought to
trial, and because tbey were not then brought to trial, I
understand it is sought to draw the inference that Louis
Riel's trial was an unfair one, or that some invidious dis-
tinctions were made with regard to it. Now, Sir, I come
to the next point which was pressed, not so much by the
hon. member for West Durham as by other hon. members,
and I think very sincerely as well as very ardently pressed
by some of our friends from the Province of Quebec,
that a month's delay was asked to enable this man to
prepare for his trial. Let me assure the House upon the
authorit of the papers which were brought down to this
flouse days ago, that no application for a month's post-
onement was submitted for the judgment of the court at

gina. This is wbat took place:-Uounsel for the defence,
after the disposai of the preliminary question of an objection
to the indictment, submitted afidavits asking for a postpone.
ment. They intimated that they would ask for a month's
postpouement. They made application for a month's adjourn-
ment. That application, before it could be ruled upon byi

Mr. TÉOxPox (A 1tigonish).

the judge, was taken into consideration by the counsel fer
the Crown, and those counsel made to the counsel for the
defence this proposition: "You are asking a month's delay;
it is unreasonable, because in a week witnesses can be
brought bere from any part of Canada; we will consent
to a week's delay, and as our own side of the case shall
takethree days more, you will thus have ten days, beyond
all doubt." They said: "¯That will be enough for
you, because you shall not be put to the trouble of eum-
moning witnesses in the ordinary way; we will join you in
telegrams, as counsel for the Crown, telegraphing to those
witnesses, wherever they are, not only asking them to
come, but pledging ourselves for the Department of Justice
to pay their expenses." The counsel for the Orown said:
" We will do more than that. The practice in the adminis-
tration of justice in the North-West Territories is to use
the mounted police for the purpose of serving the sura-
monses, and we will put our own officers at your
disposal for the purpose of summoning your witnesses.
as soon as possible." Now, Sir, let me take up the list ahid
see who these witnesses were for whom this month's
postponement was demanded, and let me see in what
manner this application of the defence was treated.
There were three witnesses in the territories of the United
States adjoining the North-West Territory. Everybody
knows that in the case of witnesses in a foreign country to
whom no commission has been sent, and for whose atten-
dance no process would be sufficient, no court of justice
would grant an adjournment. But it was not an adjourn-
ment that was wanted with regard to those persons. Ten
days would have been ample to bring them there. What
the counsel for the defence asked in respect of Gabriel
Dumont, Michel Damas and Napoleon Nault, was not simply
that they should have their expenses paid, which we would
have assented to, not merely that they should have been sum-
moned, which we would have assented to, but that we should
pledge ourselves that if they came to testify, no proceedings
would be taken against them in connection with the past.
That was a pledge which counsel for the Crown were not
authorised to give. It would never do, Sir, in the conduct
of a trial for a rebellion of that kind, to give an amnesty
for the worst actors in the rebeliion, under the guise of a
subpæna to attend court. There were three other
witnesses, clergymen, "whom," said the counel for the
defence, "we require to have here-FaLher André,
Father Fourmond, and Father Touse." The counsel
for the prosecution said: "We will summon them for you."
Now, as regards the medical witnesses, counsel for the de-
fence asked for Dr. Roy, Dr. Clarke, Dr. Vallée and Dr.
Howard, and every man of them was summoned by the
Crown; every man of themr received the assurance that his
expenses would be paid by the Government. Then there
were Mr. Vankoughnet and Mr. Burgess, who were wanted
to bring the papers from the Department of the Interior.
But everybody knows that papers to be produced for
the purpose of showing that the half-breeds had
grievances, or that there was delay in attending to their
grievances, even il such papers were in existence, were
absolutely inadmissable at that trial. I need not cite
authorities for that. The hon. member for West Durham
himself appreciated his position as a lawyer too well to
urge that contention, and stated candidly to the Housie
that evidence with regard to the grievances was properly
rejected at the trial, No other decision could have been
arrived at, and the expression of the law on the point could
not have been better put than it was put by Mr.
Richardson, who said:

"It ie no justification, in the trial of a prisoner charged with an uncon-
stitutional agitation, that he made a constitutional agitation at any
other tine."

For that reason only the Crown counsel declined to order
the attendanoe of Mr. Tankoughnet and Mr. Burgess, and
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we have the admission, which it was necessary for any pro-
fessional man having a sense of honor to make to the
flouse, of the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake),
who stated that evidence like that was inadmissible at the
trial. I have shown that, with the exception of the two
witnesses f rom the Departments to prove that which would
not have been evidence, and with the exception of the three
witnesses for whom an amnesty, and not a subpæna, was
asked, Crown counsel pledged themselves to summon all the
witnesses for the defence and pledged themselves to pay
them. We shall now see how far they carried out that duty.
For the purpose of showing the House that this matter,
which is urged as an element of unfairness in relation to
the trial, was never submitted to the tribunal at ail, never
came before Judge Richardson to pronounce judgment upon,
I will read from the report in the Globe of July 30th what,
as I have related, took place after counsel had arrived at
that understanding. In regard to the proposed adjournment
for a month, counsel for the Crown-Mr. Christopher
Robinson, Q.C.-announced to the court the understanding
that had been arrived at. He said :

" Ail those witnesses who are in this country can be got in a week
just as well as in a month, or a year. The Crown will de more. The
Crown will join with my learned friend in telegraphing to thise three
gentlemen who are at Quebec, and those three gantlemen who are at
Prince Albert. I desire that to come from the Orown as well as from
them and the Crown will pay their expenses."

" Mr. Fitzpatrick to the Justice.-I read the Order in Council as
conferring very limited powers. However, that difficalty la all obriated
by the offer made by the Crown."

The counsel for the defence withdrew this matter from the
consideration of the Court, having arrived at an under-
standing with the counsel for the Crown; and I propose
to state to the House what was done in the discharge of that
agreement so arrived at, because the case, I admit, is all
the worse if, after having withdrawn that application from
the consideration of the court, they did not fairly and honor-
ablyfulfil the obligation theyhad undertaken. On 2Ist July,
1885, the Deputy Minister of Justice sent this telegram
from Regina to lDrs. Clark and Howard:

"Y ou are required here on Wednesday next as witnesses for the defence
on Riel's trial. Expenses will be paid by Crown."

Mr. Lemieux and Mr. Burbidge sent the following telegram
to Dr. Roy:

" Tourself, Vallée and Charles Vinecelette required here Tuesday,
28th, as witnesses for defence-Riel's trial. Accept this as a warning,
and please warn Vallee and Vincelette. Expenses paid by Orown."

Dr. R )y telegraphed back on 22nd July, thus :

" Dr. Vallée sick; unable to go. Dr. Clark, Medical 'Superintendent
of Toronto Asylum, will replace him under same conditions and go if
asked. Tell Lemieux and answer immediately."

To which answer was made as follows:-
" Lemieux sorry that Vallée cannot come, but cannot help it. Clark

has been summoned. Will expect yourself and Vincelette as warned."

On the same day, 22nd July, Dr. Howard, telegraphed to Sir
John A. Macdonald for confirmation of the telegram, and
said: "If ail right will go up at once." But Dr. Howard,
in consequence, as it is stated by the hon. member fer
Montreai (Mr. Curran), of infirmity of health, feit unable to
undertake the long journey alone; and requested that a fee
of $500 should be paid him. The member for West Durham
(Mr. Blake), says he regrets that, in consequence of that,
the Crown refused to procure his testimony. The hon. gen-
tleman was not aware, of course, of the explanation which
I am about to give him, but 1 am sure he will withdraw, at
least, that condemnation of the Government, after I make
him acquainted with what was actually done. Although
Dr. Howard declined to go unless he was paid $500, and so
notified the Department of Justice, the Minister, instead of
declining to pay that fee, placed the matter before the coun-
sel for the defence. This was my predecessor's telegram:
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" Dr. Eoward declines te go for less than $500 cash down. Will
prisoner's counsel be satisfied with anyone else, or shall I pay him the
money and start him off.

" ALKAqDER OAMPBELL."

To Sir Alexander's telegram the following telegram was
sent to Ottawa for the purpose of giving Dr. Howard bis
reply. It was sent after consultation with the counsel for
the defence and with their full concurrence :

" Defence do net ask Orown ta pay any such fee. Please let Howard
know that if he will not come for the fees allowed by law he need net
come."

So the House now bas the information with respect to that
demand for 8500-that we even offered to pay that fee,
and start Dr. Howard off, if the counsel for the defence
required him, and the answer was received that they did
not desire the Crown to pay the fee. I shall not
detain the House by reading a mass of correspondence
for the purpose of showing what was done in relation to
other witnesses. In regard to the witnesses in the North-
West Territories, by a series of telegrams sent all over the
country and summonses served by the mounted police, the
attendance of all witnesses there, desired by the defence.
was secured, and secured at the expense of the Crown; not
merely were the expenses of the witnesses paid by the
Crown, but the expense of having them summoned and
telegraphed f->r, and every other expense in connection with
the matter was defrayed by the Crown. All those witnesses,
with the exception of Father Touse, who was unable to
leave bis parish for some reason, every witness in the
North-West Territories desired by the counsel for the
defence attended at the triai. If any person's attend-
ance was not secured, it was not due to the slighteet
hesitation on the part of the Crown as regards expense
or anything else. After making this statement I think
we are not open to the imputation made by anyone,
no matter how b lindod he may be by prejudice, that the trial
was unfairly conducted. I am glad to bo able to say, with
respect to the delay which was granted for procurirg those
witnesises that Mr. Fitzpatrick, in court, after this under-
standing was arrived at, made this statement:

" May it please your Honor.-I, on behalf of the defence, assume the
responsibility of accepting the delay which, as stated by the Crown
counsel, the Crown is prepared te offer us.

' Mr. Justice Richardson. -I think it is reasonable.
" Mr. Fitzpatrick -l think it is a reasonable time. I might, perhaps,

have stretched a day or so, bu net beyond that, because the means of
communication are very quick ,çw compared with what they were. and
a witness can be got from Quebec, &c."

Yet, Sir, after that statement appeared in the public prinis,
a motion of censure has been advocated on the ground that
it was dishonorable to refuse the prisoner a fair delay for
the preparation of his trial, and one member said it was so
base an outrage that men like Mr. Robinson, Mr. Osler, Mr.
Casgrain and Mr. Barbidge would not have descended to
such a cruelty unless they had received special instructions
from the Government. I was curious to know what bis
real estimate of bis professional brethren was, for whom
ha professed so high a respect. He thought they were
Christian gentlemen, he thought them professional men of
high honor, he thought they would not descend to an act of
tyranny, an act of outrage against an unfortunate man
struggling for his life, unless, forsooth, they had been told
to do it by the Government. If those gentlemen were
willing to do at the bidding of the Government, what would
be so reprehensible, they conld not deserve the high
character which the hon. gentleman bas given them. He
must have entertained the opinion of bis professional
brethren which an English essayist did some time ago,
when he said with regard to the tradition that counsel was
bound, if he took a brief and was paid a fee, to do even
dishonorable things for the benefit 6f hie client, "it comes
to this: that a man may do for a guinea what he would not
do without it for the world." The next objection was that

1886. 273



COMMONS DEBATES. MÀRCH 22,
there was no sufficient interpretation of the testimony. I
have only to say that the report of the trial shows, and the
answers which have been given me upon that point by the
counsel for the Crown, show, that at every stage of the case
there was the best interpretation that could be got in the
country. It was not for the Crown to provide an inter-
preter for the defendant's witnesses; it was enough for the
Crown to pay the expenses, and the Crown did so. , It was
not for the Crown to select the interpreter, the choice was
left to the prisoner's counsel. But such interpreters as the
counsel produced were used, and when there was a com-
plaint made that the interpretation was not strictly accurate,
our counsel said: "There is a gentleman retained on each
side who speaks the French language; yon interpret the
evidence of our witnesses and we will interpret the evidence
of yours." There could be no unfairness in the interpreta.
tion, because there was on both sides a gentleman speaking
the French language, and the slightest inaccuracy of inter.
pretation would have been checked. With the exception
of one instance, there was not a complaint made about
the interpreter, and then it was removed as well as was
possible. Then we were told that it was unfair that
the Batoche papers were kept back from the prisoner.
Now, those papers were not kept back in the ordinary
sense of the word. Any paper which was demanded by
the counsel for the defence would have been produced, and
none were asked for by either of them. The applicatiôn
which was made was for a mass of papers captured at
Batoche-not Riel's papers alone, but papers affecting the
interests of eighty prisoners who were then in custody on
a charge of high treason, and the demand was: "Give us at
the trial.of the first of those prisoners, all these papers ;
let us ransack all the evidence against the eighty others."
and I think the House will readily understand that for
other reasons than the one which was insinuated-that those
papers might have developed something against some Minis-
ter of the Crown-they were Withheld from an indiscriminate
search on the part of gentlemen representing the defence,
who were not in a position to call for any particular docu-
ment or any.particular set of documents, but simply wanted
to search all through the papers in the possession of the
Crown. I would ask those who have had experience in the
prosecution of cases for the Crown, whether they ever knew
of such an application being granted at the instance of the
counsel for the defence, who said to the prosecuting counsel:
IGive me before the trial begins an inspection of the whole
of your brief, all your documents, every paper of every
kind representing your side of all your cases for the term? "
Then, Sir, it was said-and I need hardly, after the
observations of the hon. member for West Durham, haveJ
referred to this point, and will simply dwell on it for a
moment-it was said that there was an unfair exclusion
of testimony. It was said, when Judge Richardson re-1
marked that the evidence of a constitutional agitation1
was no justification ef an unconstitutional agitationE
and when the question was decided in favor of the Govern-(
ment, the passage in the blue book was held up to observa..
tion and quoted loudly, that the objection of the counsel for1
the Crown was: "Why, you are putting the Government on
its trial." The hon. member for West Huron, said: "Why
should not the Government be put on trial ? " Well, Sir, one E
at a time. The trial then going on was the trial of Louis1
Riel, and I should be ashamed to say a word or to cite a line
of authority to show that evidence relating to the conduct of (
the Government in relation to the land grievances in the 1
N orth-West would not be admissible evidence in the pri. a
soner's favor. But the hon. gentleman, when he referred to
page 110, and read the expression-([ see it was made by the i
judge)-" it would be trying the Government,"unfortunately0
torgot to read to the House what followed. It was unfor. a
tunate for the confidence which we would feel in his quota-'o
tions hereafter in regard to this question, for if lie had read

Mr. TaoMPsom (Antigonish).

further he would have shown that the counsel for the Crown
disclaimed any mere attempt to shield the Government by
that objection. Mr. Osler said :

" It is, as it were, a counter claim against the Government, and that is
not open to any person on a trial for high treason. We have no desire
to unduly limit my learned friend, but 1 cannot consent to try such an
issue as that here.

IMr L aereux.-I do not want to justify the rebellion ;I want to
show the state of things in the country so as to show that the prisoner
was justified in coming into the country, and to show the circumstances
under which. he carne.

"IlRis onor Mr. Justice Richardson. - Have you not done that
already ?"

" Mr. Lemieux.-I have perhaps to the satisfaction of the Court, but
perhaps others may not be so well satisfied.

IMr. Osler.-If you do not go any further we will withdraw our
objection.

" Mr. Lemieux.-I want to get further facts, not in justification of the
rebellion, but to explain the circumatances under which the accused
came into the country. If 1 had a right to prove what I have already
proved a minute ago I am entitled to prove other facts. If I wa right
a minute ago, I should be allowed to put similar questions now.

" His Honor Mr. Justice Richardson.-The objection is not urged until
you had gone'as far au the counsel for the Crown thought you ought to
go.

"Mr. Lemieux.-It is ralher late now to object.
Mr. Osler.-I warned my learned friend quietly before.

"Mr. Lemieux.-Well, I will put the question and it cean be objected
to.

'" Q.-Will you say if the state of things in the country, the actual
state of things in the country, in 1882, 1883 and 1884, and if to-day the
state of things is the same as in 1882, 1883 and 1884, if justice has been
done to the claims and just rights of the people ?

" Mr. Osler.-That question must be objeeted to it couldnot have
had anything to do with bringing the prisoner here. i object first as a
matter of opinion; second, that it is a leading question, and third, that
it is irrelevant to the issue.

Mr. Lemieux.-The most important objection is that it is leading. As
to the opinion of the witness, I should think his opinion is valua-
ble; it is facts I want from the witness, I suppose he can give his opin-
ion based on the facts. If he says no or yes, I will ask him why, and he
will give me his reasen why.

"His Honor Mr. Justice Richardson.-That will be a matter of
opinion.

"Mr. Lemieux.-I will put the question and you can object to it.
"Q. Do you know if at any time the Dominion Government agreed

to accede to the demands made by the half-breeds and clergy, relative
to the claims and rights you have spoken of in the preceding answer?

" Mr. Usler.-I do not object to the question, if confined to a date
prior to the lst July, 1884, the time he was asked to come into the
country, although the question is really irregular. 1 am not going on
strict lnes, but I do object to his asking as regards the present state of
things. I do not object if he confines hie questions to the time prior to
the prisoner's coming to the country.

" r. Lemieux.-My question will show that the prisoner had reason
to come. If the people had confidence in him, he had a right to some
and help them, to try and persuade the Federal Government to grant
what had been refused them so far.

"Ris Honor Mr. Justice Richardson.-Your question is what, Mr.
Lemieux?

"Mr. Osler.-I am willing that the question should be allowed if
limitcd te the tirne prier te July, 1884.

li Houer teMr. Justice Richardson to Mr. Lemieux.-Is that the way
you put it?

"Mr. Lemieux.-Yes.
"1Mr. Oler.-Then we withdraw the objection."

In view of the confidence which we may fairly feel in the tri-
bunals of this country until a case is established on the other
side against any of them, I am glad to say, for the purpose
of answering a charge directed against the fairness of this
tribunal and on such slight grounds, that these grounds are
totally annihilated by the very page from which the hon.
gentleman read. Lct me Cali the attention of the House to
one other point with regard to the fairness of the trial, which
strikes me as absolutely conclusive. That is, that if there
had been an unfair ruling in that trial from beginning to
end, either on the application to postpone, or on a question
of evidence, or on any part of the judge's charge, it would
have been laid open by the prisoner's counsel on their
appeal to the Court of Queen's Bench in Manitoba. The
prisoner had an advantage which no man has who is tried
n the older Provinces. HIe had a right to appeal to a bench
of judges sitting in another Province, far removed from the
agitation in his own country, an appeal on every question
Of law and fact involved. Every lawye*r knows that a
risoner in the Provinces has only these chances of appeal:

274
1



COMMONS DEBATES.
He bas his chance of a writ of error, to bring up defectis
shown by the record, and as regards any objections to the
evidence or to the rulings of the judga, the judge may him-
self decide whether he shall have an appeal or net. Louis
Riel was not in that position. Re had the right to bring before
the bench in Manitoba every question of law or fact that
arose on his trial, and when he took that a peal he was repre-
sented by the best counsel, I suppose, that this Dominion
could have given him, and yet not a single exception was
taken to the fairness of the trial or the rulings of the judge.
The prisoner took this additional step, which is a very rare
one in connection with criminal justice in this country-he
applied to Her Majesty to exercise the prerogative by
which Her Majesty, by the advice of Her Privy Council, is
able to entertain an appeal in a case connected with criminal
jurisprudence from any one of Her subjects in the Empire;
and how is it that in the petition that was prepared to enable
the prisoner to take the judgment of that high tribunal,
which had to make its report to the fountain of justice
itself in the British dominions-how is it that neither
the prisoner's counsel, nor himself, nor his petition,
nor anythig said or written in his favor, urged a single
objection to the fairness of the trial, the rulings of the
judge at that trial, or the way in which the judge had
directed the juiy? I should suppose, Sir, that that was
exceedingly significant. We were told, the other night,
that the judgment of the Privy Council said nothing about
the procedure of the trial-that it was silent on that point.
The significance of that silence is all we want. When a
man bas a full opportunity to appeal, and takes his appeal,
and makes no complaint about the fairness of a ruling,
which would have given him his liberty if he could estab-
lish its error, I want to know if we need any more than his
silence and the silence of the able counsel by whom he was
advised and represented, to satisfy us that exceptions were
not taken in the highest court of appeal in the Empire for
the simple reason that they did not exist. J have another
piece of testimony with regard to that, if that were not
conclusive, as I should suppose it would be, and that is this:
The Regina Leader of August 13, contained this statement
of what took place immediately after the trial:

" The counsel for the defence, Messrs. Fitzpatrick, Lemieux and
Greenshields, waited on Julige Richardson before they wenct East, an d
thanked himfor the fairnessuand consideration which had characterised
his rulings.'»

Notwithstanding the statement which was made by an
interviewer of a Montreal paper, and which was read to this
House a few evenings ago, J hesitate to believe that Mr.
Lemieux actually changed his mind when he got among
his friends in the Province of Quebec, and did, either for
the purpose of creating sympathy for his client or making
capital against the Government, say anything that he would
not have said at Regina about the fairness of the trial.
Mr. Fitzpatrick bas also spoken again. At a public meet
ing in Montreal, he said :

" It was unfair to arraign before the tribunal of ublic opinion the
judge and jury who tried Riel. They were simply the outcome of tLe
law as it was found in the Statute Book."

And yet, Sir, because we administered, in the case of Louis
Riel, the judgment which the law pronounced, the confi-
dence of this House ls asked to be withdrawn from the
Government. I must read from the Winnipeg Free Press
an extract which was read to the House once or twice
before, and which I am,therefore, almost ashamed to repeat,
but which I muat repeat, because it applies directly to the
point in hand, and comes from a newspaper as hostile to
this Government as any newspaper in the Dominion. It
was published on the 17th of December, immediately after,
the execution. Some papers have been accused of
inconsistency in advocating Riel's execution beforehand
and taking the opposite ground afterwards; but after bis
execution the Winnipeg Free Press said:

" Riel was fairly tried, honestly convicted, laudably condemned, and
justly executed."

But, Sir, if our confidence in the tribunals themselves be
not sufficient, if the fact that the courts of appeal before
which the case was taken, ruied that the trial was fair and
that justice had been done, be.not sufficient, I ask hon. gen
tlemen opposite if, with any sense of candor or fair play
they can ask that this Government should ho condemned
for not changing the sentence on the ground that the trial
had been unfair, when there bas not been down to this
hour a petition or request presented to the Government,
either from Louis Riel, from his counsel, from his eccle-
siastical superiors, or from any of the advisers and sym-
pathisers he has lad throughout this country, for the com-
mutation of the sentence, on the ground that the trial was
in any sense unfair. And yet, Sir, after the decision of the
jury, after the decision of the judge, after the
decision of the Court of Quecen's Bench in Mani-
toba, where, as I have said, ho had an extraordinary
advantage; after the disposal of his case before the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, and without a
single utterance from anybody, either himself or any sym.
pathiser, that anything was unfair, this flouse is asked to
carry this resolution on the ground that his trial was un-
fair, and give what Riel never asked, redress on the
ground that le had been unfairly tried. The condemnation
of the prisoner baving been arrived at, the duty of
the Executive commenced. 'ho first question we had to
consider was the criminality of the prisoner, and with
almost a certainty that I shall be exhausting your patience,
I find it absolutely necessary to quote even extracts which
have been read to the House before, for the purpose of
showing what the criminality of this man was and how the
Executive should have dealt with him, not only because it is
in the regular course of my argument, but because this con-
demnation has been commentod on by the other side for the
purpose of drawing a very different conclusion fron it. Dr.
Willoughby, at page 12 of the report, referring to the
prisoner, gave evidence as to what the latter told him :

" He said they had time and time again petitioned the Goverument
for redress, and the only answer they received each time was an in-
crpase of police.

4 Q. What neit did ho say ?-A. Ho said, now I have my police, re-
ferring to men at the door.

" Q. Those 60 or 70 men ?-A. Yes ; he pointed to them and he said,
'Ye se.now I have lny police. in one littie week that little Govern-
ment police will be wiped out of existence.'"

This is the man who, we are told, was to be regarded as a
loyal subject, because at some time le drank a glass of
liquor to the health of the Queen. This is the man who, J
understood the lion. member for Quebec East (Mr. Laurier)
to say the other night, must have come to this country for
the purpose of pressing a constitutional agitation, although
one of the first things he said was that the force that supports
Her Majesty's Government, and represents there the law of
the country and the rights of the settlers, was to bo abso-
lutely wiped out of existence :

"Q. That was the reason why he said the settiers of Saskatoon had
ne right to protection?-A. He said: hWe will now show Saskatoon or
the people of Sasicatoon who will do the killing.'

"Q. Anything else?-A. He said that the time had now come when
he was to rule this country or perish in the attempt."

Shail it be said he came to this country under any mistake
as to his position, under any idea that he was to be treated
once again as a political offender, under any notion that he
had a right to receive again the clemnecy of the Crown
which, fifteen years before, he had trampled under foot and
spat upon ? No; he knew well the real issue.

"Q. You say ho referred to the previous rebellion of 1870, what did he
say in regard to that ?-A. He referred to that and he said that that
rebellion, the rebellion of fifteen years ago, would not be a patch
upo tus cone.uoQ. Did ho say anything further with regard to that?-A. He did;
ho spoke of the number that had been killed in that rebellion.
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"Q. What did he say asto thati?-A. I cannot state as te what ho

uald, but it was to the efect that this rebellion was to be of far greater
extent than the former."

This rebellion, carried on in the lines, hon. gentlemen
opposite say, of a constitutional agitation, was to be of far
greater extent than the former, with regard to the number
killed. Thomas McKay, on 'page 18 of the report, gives
this evidence:

"Q. Well?-A. He accused me of neglecting them. I told him it
was simply a matter of opinion. That I had certainly taken an interest
in them, and that my interest in the country was the same as thoirs, and
that I had advised them time and again, and that I had lnot neglected
them. I also said that he had neglected them a long time, if he took as
deep an interest as he professed to. He became very excited, and got
up and said, 'You don't know what we are after' "-

Constitutional agitation, hon. gentlemen opposite say;
petitions, these gentlemen say; a newspaper enterprise,
these gentlemen say, but Louis Riel said:

"It is blood i blood ! We want blood1 I sla a war of extermination
Everybody that is against us is to be driven out of the country."
Driven out by a newspaper I suppose.

"Q. He used very violent language to you ?-A. Yes ; ho finally
said it was blood, and the first blood they wanted was mine."

Thon follows the passage about the witness having so little
blood in bis miserable body that they could put it in a spoon.

" He also said: This was Orozier'u last opportunity of averting blood-
shed, that unless ho surrendered Fort Uarlton, an attack iwould be
made at 12 o'clock."

Now, what was the summons he sent to Fort Carlton ?
What was the summons ho sent to the officer who was in
charge of the portion of the forces, which alone protected
the lives and property of the settlers, the force which alone
protected that Territory for the Queen and Canada. The
summons was :

" In the case of non-acceceptance, we intend to attack you when to-
morrow, the Lord's Day, is over, and to commence without delay a war
of extermination upon all those who have shown themselves hostile to
our rights."

What was the feeling that went throughout this country
then ? What was the conviction that forced itsolf upon
every man's mind when that piece of evidence got into
print ? Why even those papers, and I arm willing to assume
the Toronto Globe was one of them, which wore anxious to
keep public judgment in abeyance until the result of the
tria was arrived at, came to the conclusion that for Louis
Riel all was over. On the 3rd August, 1885, the Globe
said :

" The moment Riel's letter was put in evidence it became clear that
the prisoner had been not only a participator in but the actual instigator
and Jeading mind of the rebellion. No shadow of a doubt remained
tbat ho was guilty as charged in the indictment. The testimony that
followed only deepened the certainty of his guilt. There never was
made out a clearer case, and the only doubt that remained was as to
the extent of the prisoner's responuibility. As to this the medical
experts differed, and it would have been natural that the jury too should
have differed. But the jury seem to bave brushed aside all the medical
evidence, and dealing with facto only, they returned a verdict of guilty.
They could do no less."

Mr, J. W. Astley said:
" Q. Did ho upeak to you of his personal safety ?-A. He had very

little to say about the half-breeds; as far as regirds himself hoeseemed
the principal object."

Mr. Tompkins said:
"Q. Can you give us anything of importance ho said to you as to his

intentions ?-A. On one occasion ho said that ho had three enemies, and
enumerated them as the Government, the Hudson Bay Company, and
the tolice. He also stated to me ho would give the police every oppor-
tunity to surrender, and if they did not do so there would be bloodshed ;
on another occasion ho told me ho had heard the Lieutenant-Governor
was on his way up and that ho had sent an armed body to capture him.

" Q. Was there anything said as to the length of time ho had been
considering these matters ?-A. Yes, ho told me ho had been waiting
fiftcen years and at last his opportunity had come.

'Q. Who was in charge of the church ?-A. Rev. Father Moulin.
"Q. Did you Bue him on that occasio. ?-A. When the crowd got to

the church ho came out and ho wished to speak to the people. Mr. Riel
said: No we won't let him speak. Take him away, take him away, we
will tie him."-

Mr. ·fHompsoN (Antigonish).

Re was to have no constitutional agitation this time.
He did not want any message of peace or mercy. He had
waited fifteen years; lis time had come, and ho was to rule
or perish in the attempt.

"Q. Did he say anything about taking possession of the church at
the same time ?-A. Yes, Riel said-: 'I will take possesion of the church.'
Father Moulin said: '1 protest against you touching the church.' Riel
said: 'Look at him; he is a Protestant.'"

Our lon. friends oppo-ite say that that allusion to the priest
as being a Protestant shows insanity-I say it shows the
acuteneFs of his wit. A Catholie priest, standing on the
threshold of his own church, addresses a protest to these
men, and Riel brings down the laughter and derision of
his people by saying: "fie has protested,he is a protestant."
Then we come to the evidence which I venture to say lon.
gentlemen opposite would give a great deal to obliterate
from this case, the evidence of bis venality, the evidence that
ho offered to take 635,000 and make the cause of the half-
breeds bis own in a special sense, and that ho was even
willing to come to such moderato terms as to take $10,000.
I venture to say that, when the excitement which exists
in connection with this question is over, there will be no
man, woman or child in this country who will accept the
weak excuse that has been set up in this regard, that his
object was to start a newspaper in the United
States. I ask hon. gentlemen who wish to set up
this excuse, how they consider the evidence which is given
by Nolin, who says ho was willing to take $10,000-he had
come down in his terms-but ho was willing to do more;
ho was willing to take that money and go and live anywhere
that the Government wanted him to go to. Ie was not
particular about country; ho was a osmopolitan. Siberia
was good enough for him if he could have $10,000 of Cana-
dian money in bis pockets, and the half-breeds might suffer
as long as they had before. It is in conversation with
Nolin that ho refers to the newspapers. Remark this, that
although the same statement is made by Father André and
by Jackson, to neither of these men did ho set up this absurd
pretence that ho would use this money to start a newspaper.
fie knew that Father André, with whom ho had a like con-
versation, and whom he expected to act as agent to procure
this money for him, was not a man to be deceived by any
humbug like that, and therefore ho did not offer to him any
such pretest. It was only when talking to a half.breed, a
man more ignorant than himself, but a man to whom, for
is shameful venality, ho had to give some excuse, even if it

was only humbug and imposture, that ho put over bis conduct
that thin pretence that he was to set up a newspaper in the
American territory. When ho undertakes to discuss the
question of a bribe, or of seiling ont the half-breeds, with
any man of critical faculties or any man of information,
ho does not set up that pretence at all, but says
boldly: "The cause of the half-breeds will be my
cause, if I can get $35,000 or even 810,000, and I will
go where you please." They tell us it must have
been an indication of bis madness when ho proposed that
we should give him $35,000 and that he was going to the
United States territory and start a newspaper. No, Sir, it
had not even that excuse; it was a thin disguise put on for
the purpose of deceiving the ignorant, and a disguise which
ho did not attempt to use when ho was discussing the same
thing with men of greater intelligence, who would have
laughed in bis face had ho propounded snch a miserable
imposture. This man had come into the country on the
assumption that the whole North.West was like a barrel of
gunpowder which only needed a spark to explode it; ho
said to the half-breeds: "You have been petitioning long
enough, petition no longer;" and, with arms in lis
hands, and after he had declared that the day of petitioning
was at an end, and the time was come for a war of exter-
mination, le was willing to abandon the enterprise, was not
only willing to abandon the petitions, because it was, he
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said, a time for blood and petitions had failed, it was a time
to succeed or perish in the attempt, he was willing to start
for the United States and set up a newspaper1 I envy the
charity of the gentlemen who believe that excuse which has
been offered. The hon. member for West Durham (Mr.
Blake), could not believe that it was offered as an excuse,
as his colleague beside him believed (Mr. Laurier), but he
supposed it was evidence of insanity. When he comes to read
the evidence again, he will see that it was used for the pur-
pose of deceiving one of bis own comrades in arms, a man
who would probably have had enough nerve and courage te
fell him to the earth if he had not used some such excuse
to cover his baseness and venality. At page 94 I find this:

"i e said : 'Before the grass ie high in that country you will see
foreign armies in that country. I wilI commence by destroying Mani-
toba, and then I will come and destroy the North-West and take pos-
session of it. ''

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). Some hon. gentlemen

opposite say "hear, hear " in answer to that. The prospect
at that time of foreigners being in arms in this country was
not a subject of ridicule. If it was in this quarter of the
country, it was regarded more gravely in ours, and I know
that, when our own volunteers were leaving for the North-
West, and the mind and heart of every man thrilled as he
saw them go, there was a sense of pain and horror at the
report which was heard that an armed force of Fenians had
actually invaded the North-West for the purpose of co-oper-
ating against them; and yet, before twelve months are
passed, hon. members of this House, who must have been
informed of these reports and aware of the sensation they
made in this country from end to end, and of the proba-
bility that existed of invaders coming again upon the
territory of Canada to assist in this enterprise, think that
this House and this country have so far forgotten the cir-
cumstance that they can say "hear, hear " in derision, and
can read this report as simply an evidence of the man's
insanity. There is a feature of the case which I shall
have to come to now, and which, in my humble
opinion, stained this man's character witb the deepest
dye with which the conduct of any convict in the country
was ever stained, and that is the feature of his inciting the
Indians of the country, rot merely to be allies of his in the
hense in which the Indians were allies in some ofthe cases
cited by the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake), not
simply to co-operate with bim, and to act under his com-
mand, but to rise and to attack peacelul settlements, to
attack weak garrisons-" rise, plunder, burn and destroy."
We know that they obeyed his command, and we know
that the lives not only of peaceful settlers but of Govern-
ment officers, lives of missionaries precions in the sight of
God and man, were laid down upon that prairie as the
result of the behest he scattered to the Indians of the North.
West. Well might the hon. gentleman have said, not in
this Parliament, when surrounded by allies who will vote
for them on this motion for the first time perhaps, not in
this House where he can get sympathy by sounding
another note, but in the great Province of Ontario, sur-
rounded by his own party and his own followers, well
might be then say:

"I have always held that both parties might be deeply guilty-Gov-
ernment for neglect, delay, and mismanagement; and the insurgents
for rising in rebellion-always a grave offence against the State, and in
tbis case aggravated by the incitement to the Indians to revolt."

But when we come to Parliament what we hear is:
" We cannot hold our heads very high about the
Indians. There was a time when Wolfe and Montcalm
had Indians for allies; there was a time when Brant1
led our Indian allies, and Tecumseh was a very greatj
man in the opinion of a great many people. Brant1
showed that Indian allies might be employed and might be!
very successfully employed--barring the torture, of course."1

I have read in times past some speeches of the hon, gentle-
man on the subject of the effect which the policy of the
Government of this country would have upon prospective
immigration into the North-West; I have read some spee-
ches in which he made eloquent denunciations of the policy
of the Government now in power on the ground that they
were placing such burdens upon our people that intending
European immigrants would be un villing to share the for-
tunes of this country, were unwilling to become partners in
the great enterprise which we had undertaken in the setle-
ment ofthe North-West. If we adopt the hon. gentleman's
view of Friday night about the Indians of the North-West
Territories, I wonder what the immigrants will say before
coming to Canada to enter into a co-partnership with us; I
wonder what our agents would have to say in reply to intend-
ing immigrants who would tell them : "You in Canada have
20,000 or 30,000 Indians, many of them in a savage state,
many of them pagans; let us know what your laws
are for the protection of settlers in the North-West, and let
us know what the policy of your Government is as to the
enforcement of those laws." I think our agents would have
to tell them: "Our laws are excellent, our laws make it
murder, make it treason, to incite these Indians to revolt,
but the policy of the Government, in view of what has been
propounded On the ftoors of Parliament, muet be that as
regards the Indians we don't hold our heads very high ;
although we have some objections to torture." 1
think, Sir, that after a declaration of that kind immigra.
tion into the North-West will be very scanty indeed,
notwithstanding the strong inducement that we would
not permit the Indians to torture. I think, Sir, thal
the settlers in the North West now, to whom the faith of
this country is pledged that we will honestly enforce the
laws-would be very much jeopardised if we allowed the
idea to go abroad that to incite the Indians to revolt could be
treated as any thing but a heinous crime, to be visited by the
severest punishment of the law. I think, Sir, that it would
be prejudicial to the safety of the people who are there now,
with whom, as I have said, we have made a contract, if we
do not hold our heads high on this question now. There
may have been times in the past, on which differences of
opinion existed upon this question. The hon. gentleman
knows that when Indian allies were co-operating with tho
forces of Great Bt itain over one hundred ycars age-not c-
operating as these men were, not set on the war path to
kill, burn and destroy-the action was defended upon the
ground that they wure co-operating under command of
British officers, and that it would be far safer to have them
so employed than to leave them to make war in thei-
own fashion. The hon. gentleman knows that the most
eloquent statesman in Great Britain made the hall of Par.
liament ring with denunciation of such outrageons barbai-
ism. He knows that when a noble Lord rose to defend
such a practice in the House of Lords and to contend
that it was even excusable, he was told in an eloquent reply
that the picture of hie ancestor frowned upon him at the
disgrace which that night he had brought upon hie country.
And the hon. gentleman knows that since that time, and
since Indian forces were employed even in Canada,the publie
sentiment of all civilised countries has brought about a
change in public law, and that it is now not only against
humanity, but against law to have Indian allies, whatever
Brant may have thought to the contrary. But I am not speak-
ing of Indian allies, I am speaking of the incitement of Indians
in murder ; and speaking for myself only, but speaking for
myself as the Minister who is charged with the duty of ad-
vising, to some extent, in the dispensation of the clemency of
the Crown, in such cases, I say that the man who undertakes,
in the North-West, in the condition in which the Indians are
now, to incite these Indians to rise and to commit war and
depredation, either upon the garrisons or upon the white
settiers of the North-West, takes his life in his hand, and
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when he appeals to me for mercy he shall get justice. Now, It is well known by aIl who closely studied thia movement that a
Sir, turning again to the Winnipeg Free Press of 17th Nov- aucreant abusing a certain amount of knowledge, makinguse of a fàis.embe, 185,enl a ay fto theexeutin, e fnd hisand hypocritical piety, and by menaces and threats of inevitable des-
ember, 1885, only a day after the execution, we find thisruction, deceived the haf-breed and forced tem to take up arm
passage :againt the Government. The aucendancy which he had gained over

them waosnoub that the greater part coud not and dared not resnt
"Riel bas expiated bis crimes. He was fairly tried, honestly con- him."

victed, laudably condemned and justly executed. There is not one law
for the French and another for the English in this sountry.iJatheriJourmond, aftcr the trial and before the publication

" Riel y ai a mercenary, cold-blooded self-seeker, and we cannot of the statement which was read to the fouse by the hon.
understand how bis compatriote in Quebec could have been so mlsguided member for Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran), said in a dopo.
as to espouse bis cause, which was not the cause of the French more
than it was the cause of other Canadians." sition
And the same paper, on 8th November:Louis David' Riel in itrange and alarmin folly fcinated our

And he amepapr, o 18h Nvemer:poor baif-breeds as the snake is said to fascinate ts victime, abusing,
for his own ends, the great confidence that al ths half-breeds reposed

"It is evident, therefore, that the sympathy of the peopIe of Quebec in hm, a confidence founded upon his influence over theur minds
has been worked on, not by the wrongs of the half-breeds, but by the tbrougb bis great and impaasioned language and above aIl by the ap.
French blood which flowed in Riel's veins. They undertook to upbold pearance of bis profound religlous feeing and devotion, which he dis-
the criminal because of bis nationality, and have been shown that the played ln the most glaring and hypocritical manner, whicb was ren-
laws of Canada are no respectors of persons." dered so convincing to their m''d by bis public proclamation of his

for he urpoe o refectng uon ho sn- ission as an inspirod prophet, wbich he forced upon their imagination
I cite that, not for the purpose of reecting upon the sen- emot insiduos ad diabolical maner. To impres the
timent which prevailed among our friends in Quebec, but eopie and keep tbem within bis power this man Riel resorted to al
for the purpose of showing what the sentiment on the spot'kina oftrickery."
or near the spot, so far as we can gather it from the press, Father Fourmond further states:
was, at the time immediately succeeding the execution, and I Oh, my poor people, I could not restrain tbem, they were under tbe
the utterance comes from a portion of the press deadly infatuation of tbis arcb traitor and trickster tili he got them committed

hostle o te posen Adinitraion But Si, uon hisby the effusion of blood, then they were iu bis power, and he used thathostile to the presnt Administration. But Sir, upon this r without any eeling ofmercy. I alo declare that
question of criminality we were not lft to decide rtetrouble ad conversations witseveral of te personwo
merely upon the evidence, bristling, as it is, with were in the recel camp, ad [ found a large number of them there
condemnation of the prisoner's conduct from begin- agaunst heir will, andonly remained here becanse of the fear of bai"g
ning to end. We had remonstrances coming to the Govern- abot down, did tbey try te escape or desert.

ment, represenations coming to the Government with ad we nrigt, in consideriug thappealsf this man's
regard to, the cases of the other State prisoners who friends for clerency, te censider the statemeuts which
were then in our hands. In the consideration of them we
found representations with regard to the criminality of Louis ungness wbatever te conduct or allow a constitutienal agita-
Riel which could not be disregarded, representations favor- tion, but that from the vory first this Iarch-traitor and

ablete ho the Stte risoers an mae fvorbletrickster kept those mon in lis camp under peril of theirable to the other State prisoners, and made favorable ivesto them on the ground that they were victims in his tyran-
nical hands, and, Mr. Speaker, although these were not Mr. M[LLS. Will the hon. gentleman allow me te ask
made for the purpose of injuring him, if we had disregarded him one question. Undor what circumstancos wu that
them, if we bad commuted this sentence and we had been paper prepared ? We have net seon it.
obliged to bring these papers down, the Government would Mr. THOMPSON (Au tigonish). Theso papers were
bave been challenged in this House for having disregarded laid beforo the Geverument in connectien with many others
that evidence proceeding from the most disinterested sources,
evidence directly condernuatory of the prisoner, and for risoners and ludiaus. Thoy we part of the materials
having disregarded it under the miserable pretext that itt,
waslaidbefre them at a time subsequent te Riel's condebena-
cases. What did Bishop Grandin say in a petition sent by tien and b4ere lis exeution. Father André, in lis dope.
him to the Government after the trial and condemnation of.sitien in the case cf Joseph Arcand, says:
Riel, and af ter the sentence had been pronounced ? and "I mont solemuiy deciare from my own personai knowledge, that
in reference to what he said, and in reference to whatin rferncete hat o sidaudin rferncete hatwjth the exception of Gabriel Dumout, Napoléon Nault and Damase
some of the other ecclesiastics in the North-West said,iCarriere, now deceased, not eue of the baîf-breeds 1ud tue lest idea or
I must differ from a statement made on Friday evening by su9picion that tbere wae any probability of danger of rebeliin until
the hon. momber for West Durham, as regards the feeling tbey were s p
of those persons towards the convict. He intimated that eyes pr a a e an c m
if there was any chance of their judgment being swerved, it "Tbey were made te religiously be]ieve that they bailne mercy
was probably swerved against the prisoner because ho bad. te expect at the bauds of the soldiers, police, or rom the Govern-

acte unhesuiuy t thur aut, h ha beonu anapetat meut of Canada-if they were taken prisoners or wounded, tbey wereactedtldoting but deatb witb unpitying torture awaited them t the baud
from their religion. But anyone who bas read the history of the soidiers and police, and their daughters and sioters would badis-
of these troubles in the North-West knows that the conduct bonored before their eyes, their cbiidren backed te pieces, and ail their

cf tesomonwasinfuened y n su cosîdration. earthly property utterly destroyed, and their whole nation exterminatedof these men was influenced by no such consíderation.ualsodiry:
Everyone knows that from the first to the last whe ho
became reconciled to them-I go further and am compelled Rferring te Pierre Paronteau, Fathor André says:
in stating the more truth to say that from the time ho fell "This good old man was misled by the wily Riel"
into the hands of the law and before ho became reconciled
at all to them-the conduct which those gentlemen exhibited Father André in bis testimony referring te Emmanuel
towards him, the efforts which were put forward in bis ChamPagne, says:
behalf, were characterised not merely by generosity, not tBy tbreats sud force the oid man was kept thera" (viz., ilRiel's
merely by sympathy, not merely by mercy, but I might service).
almost say, as regards some of them, by active partisanship Roferring to the cae of Philip Garnol, ho ay:
on bis behalf. I have been citing not the testimony of wit-
nesses against Riel but the testimony of men who in spite Riel ordered hlm te take up arme. Ho refused te do se.
of every degradation, insult and outrage that could be Day after day for four day. Riel ordered hlm te arm and take part inontenadterrlgosrgldt ey the movemant, and at lest Riel ordarad bim te b. dragged te, the camp,
heaped on them and their religion, struggled to the verywereverpowered by terrrf bis life d fear of of prperty,
last to save him. Bishop Grandin says: he censented to act se secretary."

Mir. TuoIoON(Ântigonish).
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As to Baptiste Vandal, ho says:
" Hs resisted for a long time before he could be forced to join Riel,

and did so only from fear and compulsion."
As to Joseph Delorme, he says:

"Ilt was only by force and threats hé was compelled to take part with
the rebels."
As to Alexandre Cadieux, he says:

" He was useized by Riel and forced into his service."

As to Joseph Pilon, he says :
" He was ordered by Riel to come into camp or he would force him to

come. * * * Pilon, when he was threatened by Riel, came
to the priest and cried when telling what was wanted of him. Riel, by
force and threats against hlà life, compelled him to serve his purpose."

Father André thus refers to the case of the Tourond
brothers :

U The crafty Riel tried every way to induce the boys to join him but
without success. * *' • Riel went day after day to their poor
widowed mother sud with devillsh cunning played on her superstition
and credulity. He told her of hie holy visions, &c., *uand the poor
woman in her simple faith in his divine mission, prayed of her fine
young sons to go forth and battle under the banner of Heaven."
Referring to the prisoners generally he says:

"They were misled by one who thoroughly knew their weak minds
and their hearts. They were ealled on l the name of God and of the
Holy Saints, by one who declared himself ordained by God to do a
great and good work. They were blirded by pretended visions and
messages from the Holy Ghost, poor people, in their trusting confidence
they were led on to desolation, misery and desth."
These were the statements of persons who, as I have said,
were not willing to give testimony against Riel, but they
are statements which confirmed the evidence, which con-
fi med everything known as to his conduct; and although
the question of the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills)
beems to imply that statements of this kind should not have
been used against Riel- for I can understand his interrup-
tion in no other way-would not this House have rung with
denunciations if the Government, disregarding all these
considerations, had exercised clemency to so unworthy an
applicant, and had told the flouse that at thé time they had
this evidence of his conduct in their possession.

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

After Recess.

Mr. THIOMPSON (Antigonish). I have still a few ob-
servations to make as to the weight of criminality which is
discloeed in the evidence in this case and in the documents
which were laid before the Government. I desire in the
firet place in dealing with the remainder of my argument on
that question to take up a branch of it upon which I think a
very singular doctrine has been propounded. I mean that
branch of the argument with relation to thie having been a
second offence of this convict. The argument was used here
that if the fact of his having committed an offence previously
in any way affected the commutation of the sentence for the
crime for which he eventually suffered, thon ho was exe-
cated fr the firet offence. I think every person who has
had any legal training will admit on a moment's reflection
that ths i an unsound view to take of the consequences of
a provious conviction as to any criminal proceeding. I think
that those who have not had the benefit of a legal training
will admit, Sir, after the few words of explanation I have
to make, that it is an unphilosophical and unreasonable
view te take, even if it were not nnsound in point of law.
The policy of considering, not only when dealing with the
subject of the commutation of the sentence, but in imposing
sentence upon offenders-the policy of considering what the
past history of the convict has been is one whiclh is recog-
nised, not only in the practice of every tribunal administer-
ing criminal justice, but is recognised by Parliament as well.
We all know, Sir, that there are whole series of enactments

intended to provide, in the case of a second or subsequent
conviction, not only that the punishment may be heavier
than it could have been in the fret conviction, but in many
of them that it must be heavier, and the discretion of the
judge is to a large extent taken away, and he is prevented,
in the case of the second and subsequent offences, from
dealing out such a punishment as the law allows him to deal
out with regard to a first offence. We all know with regard
to the criminal legislation of the mother country, that not
only are longer sentences imposed and heavier punishments
inflicted upon those who have committed an offence the
second time, but that a punishment different in kind is
very often meted out ; and that while a man who
has been convicted of a first offence is allowed to go with a
fine or an imprisonment or both, that in some cases flogging
is provided on the second occasion, notwitbstanding that on
the first conviction the convict has either suffored the
penalty or bas been pardoned. It is quite true, as was
stated by the hon. member for West Durham, that after a
man has suffered a penalty for the frst offence ho is to be
considered a new man, as if ho had been pardoned or
amnestied. But the moment he commits a second offence
whether ho has suffered the penalty of the first, or was
exonerated by pardon or amnesty, it is not only legitimate
but it is incumbent, according to the practice of the courts
and accordiag to the practice of the Executive in dealing
with the prerogative of mercy, to consider the past history
of the offender. So fully has that policy been recogniscd
that, in respect of many offences and crimes, the prosecu-
tion is allowed to give in evidence the fact of the offender
having been convicted before, with a view to increasing the
weight or changing the kind of the punishment, notwith-
standing that in relation to that previousoffence there may
have been a commutation or a pardon, or what has served
the same purpose, an expiation of the full penalty for that
first offence. On the 3lst October, 1882, this question came
up in the British House of Commons in relation to a sen-
tence imposed upon a female-a very long sentence of
imprisonment for a comparatively slight offence. The Home
Secretary had declined to interfere with the sentence and so
far from its being successfully contended on that occasion
that the Erecutive was not jrstified in looking at the pre-
vious history of the criminal, Sir William ffarcourt said:

" I would venture to submit to those who criticise sentences of this
kind that the previ3us history of offenders should be inquired into,
because a false impression is produced when it is supposed that a woman
is sentenced to a severe punishment for what appears to be a ulight
offence, when the fact is that she Is an incurable offender with whom it
is impossible to deal without keeping her in prison."
Changing the illustration from the kind of case in hand, lot
us suppose, in the case of a prisoner convicted of ordinary
murder, that ho has been sentenced to death but has pre-
vailed on the Executive to exorcise clemency, and has had
his sentence commuted either to life servitude or a long
torm. Lot us suppose that afcer the expiration of that term
ho bas committed another murder, and again applies to the
Executive for clemency. I address myself not only to mem-
bers of the legal profession in the House, but to laymen as
well, and I ask if there would be anything unreasonable or
unjust in the Executive considering the fact that on a previous
occasion this convict had committed the same offence and
that the punishment which the Executive thought suaicient
to doter him for all time to come from repeating it had
ntterly failed of its purpose ? Whether the Executive would
not be censurable, as we are asked to be censured now, if for
the second time they treated that offender precisely as if ho
had never committed any such offence before ? There can be
no misunderstanding upon this subject as to the practice in
the Department over which I have the honor to preside, be-
cause when an application is made, as the hon. member for
West Durham knows, for executive clemency, in relation to
a prisoner undergoing imprisonment, before advice by the
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Minister of Justice is tendered to His Excellency, a report
is presented, not only in relation to the trial upon which he
bas been convicted, but in relation to his conduct in prison,
and particularly as to whether he bas ever suffered convic-
tion before. So that it is not only consistent with the
policy of legislation, it is not only consistent with
the ordinary practice of the tribunals which administer
criminal justice, but it is consistent with the ordînary
practice of the Department of Justice to consider in every
case the previous history of the criminal, before clemency
is exercised or before any advice is offered as to the exercise
of Executive clemency. Apart from the evidence we had
in this case, there were upon the records of the country, in
relation to this offender and his former career in this
country, facts which the Executive could not have ignored
if it had been necessary to take notice of them. I do not
say for a moment that the Executive were influenced by
those facts; but now that we are assailed and it is said that
in the execution of this man a great wrong hasbeen done to
the administration of criminal justice, I have a right to
avail myself of everything that may be serviceable to refute
the charge. Upon the public records we might have
found that the hon. member for West. Durh am (Mr. Blake),
referring to an act committed by this man 15 years ago-
an act which was subsequently covered by the clemency of
the Crown-described it as "a cold-blooded murder," as
" that barbarous event," as "not a mere political offence,"
and he desired to put upon record, and did put upon record,
in the annals of the Assembly of which he was a distinguisbed
member, " the people's stern resolve that that death should
be avenged." We might have found upon the public
records the statement by Lord Carnarvon, in a despatch
from the Colonial Office-one of those despatches which
were referred to as helping to make up the constitution-
that he mourned over the fact that the Legislature f Canada
" had been disgraced by the election to the House of Com-
mons and the presence within its walls of a criminal like
Riel." We might have found upon the public records, if it
had been necessary to look any farther, the statement by
Lord Lisgar in relation to what that man did 15 years ago,
that he had committed "a cruel, wicked and unnecessary
crime." We might have found upon the records of this
House, turning back to the 11th of February, 1875, a discus-
sion of this kind which took place when my Ion. friend the
Minister of Customs was addressing this House :

" The hon. member for South Bruce certainly used this question in
Àiore places than one. He designated it in this House as a cold-blooded
murder.

"Hon. Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear.
"Mr. BO WELL. He designated Riel as one guilty of murder.
"Hon ,Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear.
"Mr. BOWELL. The same hon. gentleman in this House remarked

that the murder ofSeott was an unprovoked and damnable murder.
"Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear."

These statements, Mr. Speaker, were not the passionate
enunciations of Orange lodges inflamed against this man
on account of his race, his religion, his animosity towards
one of their brethren, and they were evidence which the
Executive could not have over-looked if it had been neces-
sary for them to go beyond the evidence in the case, or the
documents before them in relation to the recent outbreak,
and to enquire what the previous history of this criminal
was, as the British Home Secretary does, and as every man
who las anything to do with the prerogative of clemency
in this country is bound to do before advising the Crown
to exercise that clemency. I propose now to pass for a
few moments to that branch of the subject relating to
General Middleton's negotiations with regard to Riel. The
fact has been developed now, by the speech of the hon. Min-
ister of Militia and Defence, that although Louis Riel had
been invited to surrender by General Middleton's letter, that
invitation was never accepted. It bas been developed now,
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that Louis Riel was captured, and captured, not because he
allowed himself to be captured, but because, the district in
which he was, being surrounded with troops, there was no
chance of escape except to one mounted and skilled in the
country, as Gabriel Dumont was. He did not, then, com-
ply with that invitation; he was captured ; and he had the
art and cunning, not such as a lunatic would show, but the
art and cunning he had exhibited all through hie career, of
producing the letter and claiming safe conduct under it.
But every man who has read the history of this case knows
that legal proceedings were not those that Louis Riel feared,
and in relation to whieh he asked the protection of General
Middleton. lHe knew perfectly well that General Middleton
had not the power to pledge the Executive to anything,
nor was Louis Riel looking so far ahead as that. On
the day Mr. Astley procured the letter and invited
him to surrender, the condition was that firing should
cease. Riel was unable, even if willing, to stop the
firing on his own side, and he feared that if he should sur-
render, the result might be the loss of his life or his being
wounded while being brought into camp; and we all know
that for that reason, as is shown by the evidenca, the surren-
der was not accomplished; nor was it pretended that when,
three days after, he was captured in a field, he was attempt-
ing to surrender, or attempting anything but flight. There
was also in his mind, evidently, a sense of alarm at what
might be the result of his being taken into a camp where
the hostile soldiery of this Dominion were. And in relation
to that I wish to refer to an observation which was made on
Friday ovening, and which seemed to cast some aspersion on
the hon. Minister of Militia and Defence with regard to his
observations. It was suggested that it would be a dreadfal
thing to have it go abroad; and I suppose it was not
intended to be insinuated, but it was almost conveyed by
the speech of the hon. member for West Durham that the
impression intended to be made by the observation of
the Minister of Militia and Defence was that there was
danger of Louis Riel being lynched by the volunteers, and
that we were putting forth that argument as an explanation
of the letter and of his conduct. Everybody who heard the
hon. Minister knows that the question in hand is not what
was really necessary; everybody knows that the safe conduct
of General Middleton was unnecessary to protect any man
from the violence of our volunteers; the simple question
was, what it was that Louis Riel feared-what the danger
was that he asked to be protected against; and if he asked
to be protected against the violence of the volunteers there
certainly was no imputation against the honor and gal-
lantry of that corps, as was attempted to be represented, in
the criticism of what was said by my hon. colleague the
other day. I propose to deal as briefly as possible
with the contention that this crime should have been
mercifully dealt with, in consequence o! its being a
political offence. It is true that the crime of treason,
technically, and in a strictly legal view, may be always
said to be a political crime in the same sense as that
in which we speak of the "political existence of the
sovereign," and the "political divisions of the country."
But it is equally true that, although technically a political
crime, it is not always of necessity such an offence as comes
within the recognised rule of civilised countries by which
clemency is extended to political offenders. We have in
every case to consider, not what technically the crime
is called, because, although it may have amounted to
treason, the overt acts which constituted the treason may
not themselves have been a political offence. If any one
assassinated his sovereign from private malice or private
revenge, or to gratify some motive of that kind, the offence
in one sense.would be political, because the crime of high
treason had been committed, but nobody would contend
that it came within that class of political offences, in
respect of which it is said that clemency ought always to
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be exercised. The clas of political offences in respect of
which it ie said that clemency is always exercised in civilised
countries, consists of those offences which are committed by a
people while the country is in a state of civil war. After civil
war has prevailed, clemeney is always extended to those
persons who, either by the contagion received from their
leaders or from the impulse of the enterprise itself or
from the patriotism with which they were inspired by the
circumstances of the country, were induced to follow their
leaders into acts of rebellion; but, it may be that in the
course of the rebellion offences were oommitted which
were very different from political offences in the ordi-
nary sense of the term. We must in all these cases
look at each individual case, and ascertain whether the overt
acts which constitute the treason or treason-felony are
themselves political offences in the ordinary sense of the
rule [ have mentioned ; although, taking a strictly technical
or legal view, they might all be classed in that category.
To show you that this is no new or finely spun theQry, I
will refer you to the debate which took place in the British
House of Commons, from which the hon. member from West
Durham (Mr. Blake) made several quotations-the debate in
connection with the Fenian prisoners who were concerned
in the murder of constable Brett. In the first place the men
were under.conviction for treason.felony. In a strictly tech-
nical sense, that is as much a political offence as high treason,
and if their case had to be looked at simply under the legal
classification of the crime,undoubtedly it would be considered
simply as a political offence. The prisoners were all members
of the Fenian brotherhood, bound, as we all know, by a secret
oath to aid one another and to enter upon every enterprise on
which they were ordered, which would tend to the advance-
ment of the national cause. In pursuance of that obligation,
it became the duty of those men, in so far as the obligation
which they had undertaken could be said to impose any duty,
to attempt to rescue a prisoner, a member of the same orga-
nisation, concerned in the same treasonable enterprise. In
the course of a successful attempt to rescue that man, they
killel a police constable; they were arrested and tried and
ail suffered sentence for treason-felony, which, if we take
the legal classification of the crime, was as much a political
offence as the crime of high treason. Mr. Gladstone said:

" I contended when in an official position, and still contend, that the
offence of the principal part of those prisoners does not fall purely
within the category of political offences.

IWhat constitutes a political offence? It is quite clear that an act
does not become a political offence because there was a politisal motive
in the mind of the offender. The man who shot Mr. Percival and the
man who intended to shoot Sir R. Peel did not become political offenders
merely on this ground. By a political offence I at least understand an
offence committed under circumstances approachigg to the character of
civil war."

On 25th, July 1873, in answer to a question as to amnesty
to the f enian prisoners, Mr. Gladatone said:

" I am sorry to say, SIr, that there is a strong and conclusive reason,
one which over-rides every other reason for not extending this amnesty
to the men referred to and for leading us to conclnde thaï these men are
not political prisoners at all in the lese in which indulgence might be
extended to prisonersof that character. It is a sound principle of modern
administration that when there has been a convulsion in a country and
a contagion of strong feelings has led men to join it-when it is put
down by the arm of the law, the individuals who were parties toit should1
be dealt with very.leniently. But, Sir, I know no reason why single
individuals who without the apology of contagion have endeavored to
bring about bloodshed should be so dealt with.''

We have the fact, in relation to Riel, that there was no
influence of contagion in hie case, except that he was the
man who strove to spread the contagion. We have in his
case the fact that be came to the North-West for the pur-
pose of preventing constitutional agitation, for the purposei
of explaining to the half-breeds-and the hon. gentlemani
will find this in one of the exhibits of the trial-that they'
never should petition the Ottawa Government for anything «
again; for te purpose of declaring to them, as waa
detailed in the evidence I read this afternoon, that it was9

se

blood they wanted, that it was a war of extermination they
should enter upon ; and I contend that in the overt acte
which this man committed in the course of his treasonable
career, h. went far beyond the limite of a political offence.
I contend that h. put himself outside the rule which extends
olemency to those who, on account of the excitement of the
moment or the contagion which has already spread through-
out the country, have been induced to follow leaders into evil
courses. But I have an authority nearer home on that
question. I have already cited to the House a speech of
the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) in connec-
tion with the outbreak of 1869-70. Ihave shown that he
was then urging that steps should be taken to have Riel
extradited from the United States, and the hon, gentleman
knew well that extradition could not be asked in relation to
a political offender, and he stated, and stated properly, that
the conduet of Riel has been something worse than mere
political offence, and that we were justified therefore in
asking his extradition; and ho took this view on precisely
the same grounds as those which I have pointed to this
evening. But we do not need to go to the records of the
Legislature of Ontario to find what the bon& gentleman said
there, for in this House, on the 11th April, 1871, speaking
of this question, the hon. gentleman said :

"It mi .ht be possible that Riel's crime was not an extraditable offence,
but ho (Mr. Blake) denied that such trouble as that which took Place in
the North-West should be looked upon as a political movement.'

Mr. Speaker, it would be an exceedingly dangerons
doctrine for us to lay down that every offence which can be
committed in the course of a political movement is an
offence for which executive clemency is to be exercised.
The law of this country, the law of the mother country, the
law of every country in the world where capital punish-
ment is retained, levels the threat of capital punishment
against the heads of those who commit high treason, or what
may be equivalent to high treason; and with such a law on the
statute book as existe on our statute book and was passed no
further back than 1819, is it possible that the Executive or
that thie House is to declare that we are never to carry it out ?
That is what it amounte to. If an amnesty is always to be
given for what is in one sense a political offence-and it
muet be always given if it were given in this case-it would
be equivalent to saying that the law is plain, but the Execu-
tive do not intend to carry that la* out. Let us look for
a moment to the report of the Commissioners on Capital
Punishment from which the hon. member for West Dur-
ham (Mr. Blake) quoted so largely on Friday evening.
Upon that commission were some of the ablest juriste of
the mother country, and upon it were some of the ablest
theorists of the mother country with regard to the ques-
tion of capital punishment. Some entlemen went on
that commission because they were tie advocates of the
abolition of capital punishment and, notwithstanding that,
we have the report of that commission plainly expressed;
and I eite it with the more emphasis and the more confidence
because the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake)
insisted, in a long and elaborate argument, that the Execu-
tive, in dealing with capital offences, ought to be guided by
the recommendations of those commissionners, The recom-
mendation of those commissioners with regard to treasonable
practices is this:

" We have, thon, irst to consider whether, assuming capital punish-
ment to be retained, we should recommend any change in its present
application to the crime of treason, and upon this point we have come
to the conclusion thatno alteration is required. The maximum punish-
ment under the Treason-Felony &ct is penal servitude for Life, which
eems sufficiently severe in cases of constructive treason unaccompanied

by overt acts of rebellion, assassination or other violence. With res-
pect to treason of the latter character, we are of opinion that the
extreme penalty must remain." -

The hon. gentleman told us, as I already intimated, that it
was the duty of the Executive to be guided by the humane
and enlightened views of this commission. More than that,
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it was urged in other quarters of the House that every
civilised country, in practice, if not in law, had departed
from the system of enforcing capital punishment in cases of
high treasoný I think no one will dispute that the Legisla
ture of the mother country is as enlightened and as advanced
in the principles of humanity, relating to the administration
of the criminal law, as that of any country in the world,
and we have the élite of that Logislature putting upon
record that, in cases of treason, accompanied by overt acts
of robellion, assassination or othor violence, the extreme
penalty of the law must remain. From that decision not
one dissented, except three, who wanted capital punishment
abolished altogether, even in the worst cases of murder.
Lord Cranworth, then ex-Chancellor, stated under examina-
tion as follows : -

"1Q. ArnI taunderstand yourLordship ta confine your view with re-
gard to the application of capital punishment to cases of murder ?-A.
Yes, and treason. I think that treason certainly ought ta be placed in
the same category; because,although there may be some cases of treason
which, as bas been said, if successful, cease to be crimes, yet you muet
treat treason as the highest crime known ta the law; and if people are
ta be puniohed capitally for murder, I think that they should b. pun-
ished capitally for high treasonr nh

Lord Bramwell was next under examination, and this
question was put to him :

"Would you deem it advisable ta retain capital punishment in cames
of treason and murder?-A. I certainly should think it advisable ta
retain capital punishment for murder. As ta treason, I confess that it
has never occurred ta me ta speculate on it It perhape is a worse offence
in some respects than even murder, because it involves the taking of
life and the alarm of the whole country, but stili I can see that it may
not be an expedient punishment in that case, because it is lnot a case in
which the public feeling goes with the infliction of eapital punishment
as it does in cases of murder. It le in vain ta have a law in the admin-
istration of which the public disposition will not fairly assist. As regards
treason, I tbink that il it were limited ta mere conspiracy, without au
actual forcible outbreak, it would then not be a desirablething ta infict
capital punishment upon it, but where there is an actual outbreak, it is
different."

The case of Smith O'Brien was alluded to at an early part
of this debate, and again on Friday evening, as an instance
of clemency on the part of the ExecutiWe of Great Britain.
This is what Lord Bramwell says about it :

'1 Take it even in the trumpery case of Smith O'Brien's treason in
Ireland. That man was guilty, not merely of treason, but he was guilty
of acte which were very likely ta take away human life, and he was in
that happy situation in whieh traitors often are, that is ta say, h.e
had a great deal of publie sympathy with him, insteai of having it
against him as the common murderer bas. If he had succeeded, instead
of being tried he might have been king of Ireland, I suppose, or some-
thing of that sort, and when the commission of a crime is o profitable
and advantageous as that, if you succeed, you get a great advantage,
and, if you fail, you have an immense quantity of public sympathy, one
would think it would be reasonable that this law should step in and say:
We will endeavor ta deter you from the commission of so tempting a
crime; but still it is to be borne in mind that public opinion would not'go
with punishing a man for treason when hie treason, however foolish, was
what others might call honest. Then it is impossible ta discriminate
between honest and dishonest treason "-

Meaning, of course, by legislation, because that was the pro-
position before him.
' and the result is that I should think that in most cases, and perhaps
n all cases of treason, capital punishment would be an inexpedient

punishment.
" Q. Your opinion is that in every case of treason which is not accom-

panied with murder, the punishment should not be capital ?-A. I think
li."

And nearly all the judges of the three kingdoms who were
examined as witnesses before that commission gave it as
their opinion, founded on experience and observation, that
capital punishment should not be abolished in cases of trea-
son. If we look at the condition of the country in which
this crime was committed, we see peculiar reasons why we
should hesitate to assert that the crime of high treason
should never be punished with capital punishment there.
The reason why, in some older coùntries, the Executive can
afford to be liberal in extending clemency to what are called,
in the widest acceptation of the term, political offences, is
explained by the fact that the country is well settled, that
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the Government is established on a strong basis and sup
ported by standing armies and by great bodies of police, as

f well as by tribunals which exist in every section of the
- country to administer and enforce the law. But the North-
1 West is remote from the seat of Government, the law is
i weak; it has alpopulation the most easily excited of any pop-

ulation in the world; it has an immense frontier, offering
advantages to those who, from the vilest motives, from a
desire to inflict a great injury upon Canada, can at any
moment cross the border and commit acts of depredation on
our territory and incite to rebellion, and go back to com-
parative immunity. All these reasons are reasons why
the Government of that country should be a Government
with a strong hand, and why it would be most unwise,
in relation to the offence of high treason or any other
offence known to the law, for the executive to declare in
advance, as it is proposed to be declared now, that political
offenders, in the widest acceptation of the term, shall
never be refused Executive clemency. A good deal has been
said with regard to the conduct of the authorities of the
United States during the civil war. It seems to me that
no comparison less parallel could possibly have been
suggested. There civil war had raged for years; the two
sections had large standing armies, and the Federal author-
ities had from first to last extended the rights of belligerents
to the rebels, and enforced their rights against them as
belligerents, by the block ade, by the exchange of prisoners,
by negotiations for truces, and by nearly everything that
went on for a series of years. But, Mr, Speaker, to com-
pare the incendiary outbreak which was committed in the
North-West to the civil war in the United States, to compare
the man who set fire to that magazine of powder, as it was
described when lie was asked to come to the ]North-West,
with the patriot who laid down his arms to General Grant
at the head of the chivalry of America, is to compare cases
as wide apart as the poles. Besides that, Sir, in relation
both to General Lee and to Jefferson Davis, there was a
great constitutional question behind. It has never yet been
decided in the United States that in a State under the
federal system a man who, in obedience to the constitution
of his own State-and these States had a right to change
their constitution from time to time-the man who goes into
the field, or by any other act conducts himself in accord-
ance with the constitution of his own State, acts in co opera-
tion with the armies of his own State, and opposes in that
way and to that degree the Federal authority-it has never
yet been decided, I say, although there are dicta to that
effect, that it is high treason, in the sense in which high
treason should be punished by the Foderal Government of
the United States. But, Sir, when we come to deal with
other classes of political offences in the United States, when
we come to look at offences, not in pursuance of a geqeral
eutbreak, not with the excuse of enthusiasm inspired by
leaders who have fallen into the hands of the law, and have
suffered sufficient punishment, we know how those offences
have been dealt with in the United States. We know that
in the widest sense of the term the offence for which John
Brown was executed was as much, and far more, a political
offence than that which was committed by Louis Riel, and we
know what his fate was; we know the punishmont that was
meted out to the murderer of President Lincoln, and we
know the statements which wore made in public by the
highest authorities in the United States with regard to the
wisdom of enforcing, in relation to those offenders, the
penalties of the law against high treason.

An hon. MEMBER. Hear, hear.
Mr. TIIOMPSON. An hon. gentleman on the other side

of the House says: "Hear, hear," and he will, no doubt, try
to turn my argument by referring to the fact that excessive
punishment was meted out to some of those offenders, and
that in relation to some of them there have been misgiv-
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ings ever since as to the justice of their condemnation.
I am not referring to individual cases, I am referring
simply to the fact that in that country, as in every other
country in the world, although the crime was committed
for a political motive, the offenders were beld to be
entirely outside the rule which claims Executive clemency
for political offenders& The President of the United States
stated upon a public occasion in relation to the question:

" The American people must be tanght, if they do not already feel,
that treason is a crime, and that it must be punished; that the Govern-
ment will not bear with its enemies, and that it is strong not only to
protect but to punish. When we turn to the criminal code and examine
the catalogue of crime, we find arson laid down as a crime, with its
appropriate penalty; we find there, too, theft, and robbery, and murder
given as crimes; and there, too, we find the last and higheet of all
crimes-treason. With other and inferior offences our people are fam-
iliar. But in our peaceful history treason bas been almost unknown. • •
The people must understand that it is the blackest of crimes, and will
surely be punished. I make this allusion, nt to excite the already ex-
asperated feelings of the public, but to point out the principle of public
justice which should guide our action at this particular juncture, and
which accords with sound public morals. Let it be engraved on our
every heart that treason is a crime and that traitors shall suffer the
penalty."

Whatever feelings of exasperation may have existed in
that community in regard to those offenders, I think hon.
gentlemen will agree with me that these sentiments were
just, and might have been uttered in any country and
at any time when the head of the state had been stricken
down, even for a political purpose, by an assassin. I
propose to refer for a few moments to the arguments
wbich have been presented on the question of the insanity
of this convict. I was struck, as most hon. members
were for the moment, with the argument which feil from
the hon. member for Rouville (Mr. Gigault), in the course
of his exceedingly argumentative speech with reference to
the case of Lord George Gordon. There seemed, at
first glance, until one recalled the history of the
case, to be something parallel in the two cases,
only that that case seemed very much stronger than
this. A moment's reflection, however, must have con.
vinced the hon. gentleman himself that there Was,
at least, a slight difference between the two cases-the
difference being that Louis Riel was cou*icted and Lord
George Gordon was acquitted. It cannot be said, Sir, that the
tribunal took a more merciful view of Loi:d George Gordon's
case than the courts took of the case of Louis Riel with
regard to the question of insanity, because there is this differ-
ence likewise, Lord George Gordon was not defended upon
the plea of insanity at all. Lord George Gordon was defended
and acquitted on the ground that the only purpose proved
against him was that of presenting, by a monster meeting,
a petition to Parliament, and that there was nothing in his
conduct, acts and words which would justify his condemna-
tion for the acts of violence committed by that immense
meeting after it had assémbled. There was therefore no
argument as to the doctrine of insanity and of Executive
clemency in relation to his case. In 1864, Mr. Gathorne
Hardy said, in relation to a particular case and in relation
to the appeal for Executive clemency in that case :

is to be conclusive as to the condition of the prisoner's mind
down to that time. The hon. member for Bellechasse
(Mr. Amyot) said we were not in a position to tell the
House that the jury were told to acquit the prisoner if the
prisoner was insane. The hon. member of course made
that statement by inadvertence, because the judgment of
the Court of Queen's Bench in Manitoba shows that that was
precisely the charge of the judge. But since then the charge
of the judge has been laid on the Table of the House, and
the hon, gentleman should certainly withdraw the objection
when I read to him the words of the judge's charge.
Judge Richardson said:

" It muet be proved that at the time hi committed the act he was
laboring under such defective reasoning from a diseased mind as not to
know the nature and quality of the act he was committing or that if he
did know It he did not know he was doing wrong. That I propound to
you as the law. If the evidence convinces you, and convincies you
conclusively, that such was the case, then your duty is to acquit the
prisoner."

I must repeat now in connnection w'th this branch of
the argument, that the prisoner had a peculiar advant-
age at Regina which does not apply to a prisoner
convicted in the Provinces. He had an appeal on
that very question as to whether the jury were rigbt or
wrong in their verdict, to the full Queen's Bench of Mani-
toba. In giving judgment on that subjoct chief justice
Walbridge said :

"1 I is said the prisoner labored under the insane delusion that he was
a prophet, and that he had a mission to fulfil. When did this mania
firat seize him, or when did it manifest itself ? Shortly before he came
to Saskatchewan he had been teaching school in Montana. It was not
this mania that impelled him to commence the work which ended in the
charge at Batoche."

We ha9e heard a great deal said about delusions, delusions
tending to the commission of political offences. The chief
justice of Manitoba conclusively shows there was no
association. between delusions about being a prophet and the
proceedings.which terminated at Batoche.

"He was invited by a deputation, who went for him to Montana. The
original idea was not his-did not originate with him. It is argued,
however, that his demeanor changed in March, just before the outbreak.
Before then he had been holding meetings, addresaing audiences and
acting as a sane person. His corresDondence with General (now Bir Fred-
erick) Middleton betokens no signe of either weakness of intellect or of
delusions, taking the definitions of this. disease, as given by the experts.
And bow does his conduct comport therewith? The maniac imagines
hie delusions real, they are fixed and determinate, the bare contradiction
causes irritability."

And thon the chief justice cites a long passage from the
evidence of Father André for the purpose of showing that
his delusions were not irrepressible ones, but that Riel
proposed to resist and control them at the price of $35,000.
The Chief Justice said :

" A delusion muet be fixed, acted upon, and believed in as real, over-
come and dominate in the mind of the insane person. An insanity
which can be put on or off at the will of the insane person, according to
the medical testimony, is not insanity at ali in the sense of mania."

Taylor, J., says:
" After a eriti~cal examination of the evidence, I find it impossible to

come to any other conclusion than that at which the jury arrived. The
Appellant is beyond al doubt. a man of inordinate vanityv excitable

"Here was an opportunity before trial, and at the trial, toenquire into ii eand impatient of contradiction. Hi seeme te have at times
the state of his mind. The verdict should, he thought, be conclusive as acted lu an îxtraordinary manner; te have eaid many strange thinge,
to the state of his mind up to the period of the verdict, and enquiries and te have ententained, or at hast pnotesed te entertain, abeurd viewu
should only refer to the state of his mind after the verdict and up to the on religious and political subjects. But it aIl stops far short of esta-
period of his proposed execution." blishing such uneonndnese cf mmd as would render hlm irresponsible,

net accountable for hie actions. Hie course cf condnct lndeed shows,
Of course it must be conceded that there is a class of cases ln rany irys, that the irlo bie avparently extnaondiuary conduet,
in which that rule could not hold, a class in relation hie cams te divine inspiration, and the prophetic character, ias onlypart of A cnnningly divised echeme te gain, and hold, influence and
to which it might be said that the haste of the trial, the power over the eîmple.minded people &round hlm, aud to secure permenal
poverty of the prisoner, or mischance, or accident at the trial immunitT i the event of hie ever being called te acceunt for hie
prevented a full enquiry being made. But leaving out of actions.'
consideration the mere question of mistake, the principle These iere net the judgments of inferior judges. These
was laid down by the Home Secretary and has not been were net thejudgments ofjndges dependent upon Executive
departed from since, that when a full opportunity bounty. These Were net the judgments ef jndges appointcd
bas been given for enquiry on the trial into the state of the at the pleasure of the Crown. These were the judgments
prieoner's mid, aud that enquiry has taken place, the verdict of the Court of Appeal i the Province of Manitoba:
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" He seems to have had in view by professing to champion the interest
of the Retis, the securing of.pecuniary advantage for himself. This is
evident from among other circumstances by the conversation detailed by
the Rev. Mr. André."

He then proceeds to point out what the evidence of the
Rev. Mr. André is, and the learned judge, in a passage
which is too long for me to weary the House with, shows
that the plan of the campaign which Louis Riel prepared,
and which ho carried out with such adroitness, as far as his
force would allow him, are all evidence not only to show
that ho was responsible in the eye of the law, but that
there was no reason for assuming that the delusions under
which it was admitted ho sometimes labored, prevented the
control of his actions. Mr. Justice Killam said:

" Mr. Lemieux laid great stress upon the fact that the jury accom-
panied their verdict with a recommendation to mercy as showing that
they thought the prioner insane. I cannot see that any importance
can be attached to this. I have read very carefully the report of the
charge of the magistrate, and it appears te have been so eclearly put that
the jury could have no doubt of their duty in case they thought the
prisoner insane when he committed the acte lu question. They could
not have listened te that charge without understanding fully that te
bring in a verdict of guilty was te declare emphatically their diabelief
in the insanity of the prisoner. The recommendation may be accounted
for in many ways not conneeted ait all with the question of the sanity of
the prisoner.

" The stipendiary magistrate adopte, in his charge to the jur, 1h test
laid down in MacNaghten's came, 10 01. and F. 204. Although this rule
was laid down by the leading judges of England, at the ime, to the
House of Lords, it was not s done in any particular case, which was
before that tribunal for adjudication, and it could hardly be considered
es a decision absolutely binding upon any sourt. I should consider this
court fully justified in departing from it, if good ground were shown
therefor, or, if even without argument of counsel against it, it appeared
te the court itself te be improper as applied te the facts of a particular
case. In the present instance, counsel for the prisoner do not attempt
to impugn the propriety of the rule, and in my opinion they could not
successfully do so. It has neyer, o far as I can find, been overruled,
though it may to some extent have been questioned. This rule is, that
'notwithstanding the party did the act complained of with a view,
under the influence ofiniane delusion, of redressing or revenging sorne
supposed grievance or injury, or of producing some public benefit, he is
nevertheless punishable according to the nature of the crime committed,
if he knew at the time of committing such crime that he acted contrary
te law.' "

After somo further development of that question, ho says:

" I hesitate to add anything to the remarks of my brother Taylor
upon the evidence on the question of insanity. I have read over very
carefully all the evidence that was laid before the jury, and I could say
nothing that would more fully express the opinions I have formed from
its perusal than what is expressed by him. I[agree with him aliso in say.
ing that the prisoner has been ably and zealously defended, and that
nothing that could assist his case appears te have been left untouched.
If I could see any reason to believe that the jury, whether from passion
or prejudice, or otherwise, hiad decided againstlthe weight of the evi-
dence upon the prisoner's insanity, I should desire t find that the court
could so interpret the statute as to be justified in causing the case t be
laid before another jury for their consideration, as the only feelings we
can have towards a fellow creature who bas been deprived of the reason
which places us above the brutes, are sincere pity and a desire to have
some attempt made to restore him to the full enjoyment of a sound
mind.

" The prisoner is evidently a man of more than ordinary intelligenee,
who could have been of great service to those of his race in this country ;
and if he were insane, the greatest service that could be rendered te
the country would be, that he should, if possible, be restored te that
sondition of mind which would enable him te use his Miental powers and
hie education to assist in promoting the interests of that Important clais
in the community te which he belongs. It is with the deepest regret
that I recognise that the acte charged were committed without any such
justification, and that this court cannot in any way be justified in inter-
fering."

The case as I have already reminded the House, went to
the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, and their com-
ment upon the rulings of this tribunal was that these pointe:

"Have been dealt with by the judgments of the Court of &ppeal in
Manitoba with a patience, learning and ability that leaves very little
te be said about them."

After the finding of this tribunal, after that thorough
sifting of all the facto and the law bearing on the case, this
House has been .actually told time and again that there
was not evidence enough there to hang a dog. I do not
propose to weary the House by going OVer the series of
points which were taken up by our friends opposite -

Mr, THoMPsoN (Antigonish).

Some hon. MEMBERS. Go on, go on.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I shall, thon, with the
indulgence of the House, continue a little further on
the question of the prisoner's insanity. Father André
and other witnesses including the bishop and the clergy-
men who signed the depositions from which I read
extracts a short time ago, showed that the people
of that district were so simple, confiding, religious and
almost superstitious that there was no way in which ho
could attain so much control over them as by pretending
that ho was a prophet and had a divine mission. In a coun-
try whose population was differently situated and differ-
ently educated, that would be a strong proof of madness.
In that country it was a strong proof of design, and the
suceess which the pretension of being a prophet and having
a divine mission met with, the effect of inducing these mon,
who shed tears as they were going away, to take up arms
and go into the field, shows that there was anything but
insanity in the conception of that scheme. The hon. mem-
ber for West Durham thinks that when the Orders of the
Couneil are brought down it will appear that Riel was
proclaimed by Order in Council to be a prophet.
The mastery which ho had acquired over those simple
half-breeds is shown by that fact. It was not the act
of Louis Riel himself alone, but his whole council wero
willing to declare that ho was a prophet. WiLh regard to
this pretension of having a divine mission, lot me ask hon.
members of this House were all the half-breeds insane too?
If they were not insane, this was not necessarily an insane act,
because it convinced them and induced them to follow him.
If they were insane, what becomes of the pretence made
by hon. gentlemen opposite that this outbreak was
forced upon them by the criminal conduct of the Gov-
ernment and that the rebellion was justified ? My
hon. friend beside me asks, were ail his council insane?
The Order in Council, as I said before, which admits bis
gift of prophecy, bears the signatures of those people, and
noVLouis Riel's at all; and I think I am justified in asking
the House to consider whether the people upon whom ho
imposed his ru4e, his leadership, and his tyranny, by the
pretence that ho was a prophet and had a divine mission,
were all insane. If not, thon the fact that ho adopted a
device of that kind, and that it succeeded, was evidence
certainly that it was not such an insane thing to do in that
country and among that population after all. The state-
monts which were given in evidence by Nolin with regard
to his claim to have the gift of prophecy, the bodily symp-
toms, which exhibited themseolves sometimes in his person,
were commented on by the hon. member for West Durham.
The refutation of al] that is contained in Louis Riel's speech
at the trial, in which hoesays thero was nothing so insane
about that conversation af ter all, Il because," ho said, "it is a
little saying we have in that country; it is a little popular
superstition; and sitting at the fireside in ordinary conver-
sation, a man says, partly in humor and partly in earnest "
-I am only paraphrasing his words but stating them
in substance-" A man says, now I can prophecy."
I shall be told presently, as I was told before,
that the fact of his having made such a speech itself indi-
cated insanity. It might have been so if ho haa not
announeed and declared that ho bad another and botter hope
than that-that ho had little reason to believe that those
who understood him so well and had such experience of him
as the Government et Canada had, would tolerate his plea
of insanity if the jury should find against him, as they were
likely to do; and ho relied on the political harangue ho
made there, according to the statement ho made to Nolin
at Batoche, that ho looked for his safety to politics
rather than t any plea of insanity. Thon, we had
the singular argument from the hon. member for Que-
bec East (Mr. Laurier) that ho was insane because he
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appointed Jackson his secretary, and Jackson was a mad
man. Yet the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake)
said he wasinsane because he shut Jackson up as a madman.
These two arguments surely cannot both be good. It can-
not be that he was mad to appoint a madman as his secre-
tary, end that ho was mad to treat him as a madman
afterwards. I think there is considerable evidence
against the argument of his insanity as derived from
the appointment of Jackson as his secretary. Jackson
has proved himself, even if as thoroughly mad, as the hon.
member for Quebec East declared him to be, to be a man
having occasional lucid intervals, during which he is a man
of considerable talent and force, and Jackson may have
been appointed secretary when not under the influence of
his madness at all. But one of the best proofs that Riel
was not a madman was that when Jackson developed.
insanity, he tock very goodcareto lock him up. It was
said likewise that when the papers taken at Batoche were
brought down, it would appear that Louis Riel was totally
mad because ho had a scheme for changing the names of
the days of the week. It is true that partly in carrying
out the scheme of his new religion, as he called it, hedid
propose to charge the names of the days of the week, and
to abjure the heathenish names by which we are pleased to
call them. Now, judged by our standard, our civilisation
and our time, that would seem to be a very extraor-
dinary act. But all that was transpiring there was in
the fervid glow of superstition, cunningly excited
at every step to delude and entangle that people,
and this was a clumsy imitation of the great
revolution which took place a century ago on another con-
tinent; but I never heard it imputed to insanity in those
who carried out the French revolution, that they changed
the names of the months, and I do not see why Louis
Riel should be considered mad because he wished to leave
bis influence and his trace on the North-West in that way.
But it is said that his partition of the North-West into
different nationalities was evidence of madness. If you
believe Louis Riel in his speech at the trial, that argu-
ment is dissipated to the winds. He said that for the pur-
pose of securing co operation in his design to conquer
that country or to rule it, ho desired to tempt into
the country the nationalities living along the border
in the United States; and ho, who knew that country
and its population, know that the nationalities for whom
he promised to sub-divide the North-West, were those who
lived across the border and from whom he was expecting
assistance when he saidI: "Before the grass is so high, I
shall have foreign forces in this country." Charles Nolin,
with reference to the question of insanity says:

'' Witness is asked if prisoner had separated from the clergy, and he
says completely. He says the half-breeds are a people who need religion.
Religion has a great influence on their mind. The witness is asked if
without religion the prisoner could have succeeded in bringing the half-
breeds with him, and the witness answers no. It would neyer have sue-
ceeded. If the prisoner had not made himself appear as a prophet, he
would never have succeeded in bringing the half-breeds with him.

"By Mr. Lemieux, recross-examination.
"The witness is asked if the prisoner did not lose a great deal of

his influence in that way by the fact that he lost the influence of the
clergy, and he says that at the time he gained influence by working
against the clergy and by making himself onut as a prophet. The wit-
ness is asked if he means that the people did not have confidence in their
clergy, and he says no, but he says they were ignorant and he was
taking advantage of their ignorance and their simplielty.'

This is from Father André's examination:
" lQ. a it not true that religion has a great influence upon them ?-

A. Yes.
" Q. Is it not true that a man who tried to govern them by inducing

them to completely change their religion or to do away with it, would
have no influence with them at all ?-A. Exactly, it was juast because
he was so religions and appeared so devout that he exercised mach a
great influence upon them. I wish to explain this point, because it is a
great point. With half-breeds he never was contradicted, and conse-
quently, he was never excited with them, and he appeared in his natural
state with them. Ie did not admit his strange views at firat, it was

onty after a time that lie preclaimed theni sud especially after the pro-

only after a time that he proclaimed them and especially after the pro-
visional government had been proclaimed."1

Mr. MILLS. Hear, hear.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antogonish). The hon. gentleman
who says "hear, hear," really fancies, I suppose, that this
is an explanation why the half-breeds did not observe his
insanity, but we are told by the hon. membor for West Dur-
ham that these half-breeds joined him in au act of
insanity when they proolaimed him a prophet. True,
the speech at the trial is to be taken to some extent
as some slight evidence of derangement of mind because
hé thought to dispell thon the impression that ho was
insane; but, as I have said, he had definitely formed
plans before that with relation to his lino cf defence and
with relation to his appeal to the Executive for clemency.
He had conceived the idea in expressing the phrase that
" politics would save hin," that the term "political offence"
was large enough to cover all the crimes ho had committed,
as well as it did the deliberate and shocking murder ho had
committed in 1869-70, and would aiso cover his criminal and
openly avowed intention of bringing foreign troops into
the country. He thought that the clémency which was large
enough to cover the crime of 1869-70, which the hon. mem-
ber for WestfDurham (Mr. Blake) had declared "a damnable
murder," would surely be large enough tocover the criminal
offence of exciting half-breeds and tempting foreign forces
into the country. It is said that the evidence produced
at the trial proves conclusively that this man had
delusions. So hob had. So have many persons who have
committed crimes, and it is the opinion of somé medical
writers that all persons who commit crimes, against
the moral law at any rate, are more or less under the influ-
ence of delusions; but we shahl have to go further than that
before we make up our minds that this man was either
irresponsible on the ground of these delusions, or that the
moral guilt of his offence was lessened by these delusions.
A man may have strong political delusions, but it does not
at all follow that the acta ho commits, such as incendiarism,
murder, or inciting others to commit murder, are at all the
consequence of thèse delusions, or that his delusions have
so mastered him that héeis unable to resist the impulse to
commit crime. Stephens, in his History, from which the
hon. momber for West Durham cited so largoly the other
night, and in regard to which I endorse ail hé said as to the
weight of the authority, says:

" Parts of the conduct of mad people are not affected by their mad-
ness, and if such parts of their oenduct are criminal they ought to be
punished for it."

I admit that whon a man bas political delusions, there may
be a connection between his delusions and his crimes,
but that is a question to be submitted to the jury. In this
case it was submitted to the jury with the most liberal
instructions by the judge, and the finding of that jury,
sustained by two judgments in appeal, was that hé was
undoubtedly the subject of political delusions, but that his
conduct was not sooonnected with them as to lessen his
culpability. I admit that a jury ought to be careful in
such cases to ascertain that there is no connection between
the delusion and the crime, but in this case the great
patience exercised by the jury in sifting the fact, and the
careful scrutiny this case received on appeal, show that
the jury discharged their duty carefully and conscientiously.
Upon that subject, I might cite at some length, but I refriin
fron doing so, the celebrated case which was tried in the
United States a few years ago, and in relation to which
the man who was condemned, if the evidence is teobe
believed, had a ten.fold stronger case on which to base a
plea of insanity than Louis Riel. I refer to the case of

uiteau. The treatment which ho received at the banda of
the law and of thé Exécutive, notwithstanding his strong
political and religions delusions, is well known, and met
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with very slight, if any condemnation, either in the United
States or here. On 24th January, 1882, a journal which
exercises a large influence in this country, and speaks, or
professes to speak, for a political party in this country-the
journal which, I heard an hon. member declare the other
night, penetrated to the utmost recesses of the earth, used
this language with regard to the case of Guiteau, and I cite
it because it is peculiarly applicable to the case of Riel,
although the conductors of that journal do not seem to think
so now. Speaking of the comments which an observer
might make in Guiteau's case they said, and hon. gentlemen
will see the parallel as I progress:

'If sufficiently credulons to accept the murderer's asseverations as
anything more than a piece of arrant hypocrisy, an artifice of his cun-
ning little mind to save his neck fromt the gallows; if he could bring
himself to credit the wretch with sincerity, he could not resist the infer-
ence that the inspiration was from beneath and not from above, and
that having done the bidding of the great adversary on earth he had
better be sent as speedily as a due regard for the forms of human justice
would permit to continue the congenial service in other spheres."

I presume a great and responsible paper like the Toronto
Globe would not make these observations against a man in
Guiteau's situation because he was condemned in another
country, and treat Riel on a different principle because he
lived here, and might be a factor in the politics of this coun-
try:

"l Men as men and as judges and jurors have no means of determining
the motives of other men but by their actions. If sucha thing as inspira-
tion were possible, or even of every day occurrence it could never be
proved. To admit such a plea for a moment as a paliation for crime,
would be to open the door to all kiAds of abuse."

Passing from the question as to Riel's insanity, as estab-
lished at the trial, I call the attention of the House to
the duty which devolved on the Executive in relation to the
subsequent investigation. This duty is well laid down in
the common law. In Bleekstone's Commentary by Stephen's
it is thus defined :

" If a man in hie sound memory commits a capital offence and, before
arraignment for it, becomes mad, he ought not to be arraigned for it
because he is not able to plead to it with that advice and caution which
he ought, and if, after he has pleaded the prisoner becomes mad, he
shall not be tried, for how can he make his defence? If after he be tried
and found guilty he loses bis senses before judgment, judgment shall
not be pronounced, and if, after judgment he becomes of non sane
memory, execution shall be stayed, for, peradventure, says the huma-
nity of the English law, had the prisoner been of sound memory hemight
have alleged something in stay of judgment or execution "

On the trial of Batemen, 2nd Vol. State Trials, it was said
by the Solicitor-General:

" It would be inconsistent with humanity and inconsistent with
religion to make examples of such persons as being against Christian
charity to send a great offender 'quick,' as it is styled, into another
world, when he is not of a capacity to fit himself for it."

These are*the two positions the common law takes upon
that subject: That a man who develops madness after
trial and judgment is not to be executed because he has
not the opportunity of moving in arrest of judgment to
stay the execution, and because it would be inhuman to
send a person into eternity who is too insane to be
conscious of his approaching end. Our attention was
called by the memorial of Father André to the conviction
which appeared to have impressed his mind that since
the trial this man was in an absolutely mad condition,
a condition such as that described in the two passages I
have cited, in which it would be against human charity
to send him to another world unconscious of the des-
tiny that awaited him, and in that state of mind
in which he could not make an application if any
were open to him in relation to bis case. The
investigation which we made by three doctors, whose
reports are on the Table, shows that there was no
material change in his condition from the time of the
trial down, and as regards the condition in which he was
said to have been then, with regard to the political

Mr. THoMPsoN (Antigonish).

delusions, with regard to the hallucinations, admitting all
they said, the jury had passed upon that, after the fullest
investigation and the clearest instructions ; and they had
said that, notwithstanding that he had hallucinations upon
the subject of religion and occasionally upon the subject of
polities, those hallucinations were not connected with the
crimes of which he was convicted. The reports thon showed
that the condition of the man's mind had not changed, and
it was fully apparent, even from the memorials submitted
in his behalf, that he knew in what condition his case was
and understood that his end was approaching. He received
all the preparation for that end which his spiritual min-
istrant could bestow upon him, he was able to recoive
the sacraments of the church, and he was in a condition
of mind not less sound than that in which ho had
appeared before the jury. A statement was made by
the hon. member for West Durham (&[r. Blake) the
other night which seemed to impugn the reliability of
one of the doctors who joined in that report. It is
not necessary for me to say anything with regard to the
experience of those men. They had extensive experience
with regard to this particular case and I think it is
most unfair to say that, because one of them was present
at the trial, ho was prejtidiced against the prisoner. But it
was said that Dr. Lavell's report most be viewed with great
suspicion, because, in the case of Michael Lee, he had testi-
fied that ho was perfectly sound in mind when he was
convicted at Napanee, while Michael Lee had afterwards
been found to be undoubtedly insane, and that commutation
was granted because Dr. Lavell was entirely wrong.
That statement, I observed, created an impression upon the
House. The hon. gentleman had not asked for the papers
in that case of Michael Lee, excepting to state in his
speech: "I ask for them now." The hon. gentleman can have
them and any bon. member can have them if ho desires,
but I say now that the rebuke which the hon. member
passed upon the hon. member for Ottawa (Mr. Mackintosh),
for not stating the case of Michael Lee in the list which he
g ave, was so far from being a just one that, instead of Dr.
Lavell having testified that that man was sane when ho
was perfectly insane, I find, after having read the case,
that Dr. Lavell was never examined at the trial at all.

Mr. BLAKE. I never said so.
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). It is quite tirue that at

a subsequent stage of the case-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). Hon. gentlemen shall

have all the satisfaction they can derive from that.
Mr. BLAKE. That is what I said.
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). The hon. gentleman

said, if I remember correctly, that at the trial--
Mr. BLAKE. No, I did not.
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish),-Lbat, at the trial, Dr.

Lavell pronounced him perfectly sane, and he was found to
be perfectly insane.

Mr. BLAKE. No, I did not.
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). If he did not-and, of

course, I acoept the statement of the hon. gentleman-I
withdraw the contradiction I made as to what he said of
of Dr. Lavell's statement at the trial, but I will quote, for
the benefit of those hon. gentlemen who cheered so lustily
just pow, what the report was which Dr. Lavell afterwards
made, in order to àbow that it was no such report as the hon.
member for West Durham supposed it to be. Dr. Laveli
was called to examine Lee, and was called in conjunction
with another physician. The other physician differed from
him go far as to think that Lee was insane and irresponsible,
and what Dr. Lavell said in his report was not that he was
perfectly sane, but :
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" In view of his weakness of intellect, moral obtuseness and igor

ance, it is not an easy matter to arrive at a positive conclusion. t i
a kind of case that I think requires a more lengthened expert observa
tion. The gravity of the case I have considered in aIl its bearings and
if pressed for an immediate opinion, my sonclusions are that Michae
Lee, though a man of low intellect, having no proper moral ense anc
deplorably ignorant, is nevertheless in a condition to distinguish betweer
right from wrong, and that any peculiarities manifested, leading to the
suspicion of insanity, may be attibuted to bis low habits of life.

Now, hon. gentlemen who cheered me so loudly a few
moments ago, will see that Dr. Lavell did not pronounc<
Michael Lee to be perfectly sane, but declined withou
further investigation to pronounce upon the question
whether ho was insane or not, but, if pressed for an imme
diate opinion, ho said he would go so far as to say that he
knew right from wrong; and the physician who examined
the case with him did not deny that, although he thoughi
his conduct was such as to throw some doubt upon it. I
think the House, however, will agree with me that his
report, guarded as it was-:" I will only report him as
knowing right from wrong if pressed for an immediate
opinion, and before going further I must have a further
investigation "-is not sufficient to justify the imputation
passed by the hon. gentleman upon the reliability of Dr.
Lavell as one of the officers who made the investigation.
The hon. member for West Durham contradicted me a few
moments ago, when I said that, in the case of Michael Lee,
he intimated that Dr. Lavell reported him at the trial as
being perlectly sane. The hon. gentleman will allow me
to quote from liansard the words which I was sure fell
from his lips at that time :

"When the trial of Michael Lee for murder took place at Napanee
some tinte ago, Dr.- Metcalf, ot Rockwood, Dr. Clark, of Toronto, Dr.
Laveli, of Kingston, examined him. Drs. Metcalf and Clark pronounced
him insane; Dr. Lavell pronounced him perfectly sane."
It may be that the hon. gentleman meant to refer to the
subsequent investigation, and not to that which took place
at the trial, but I think ho will agree with me that these
words justified me in forming the impression I did. If the
hon. gentleman intimates, as I suppose he desires to inti-
mate, that ho did not mean that Dr. Lavell was a witness at
the trial, I do not desire to assert that ho meant tosay, what
I supposed from llansard ho did intend to say; but the
whole point of my argument is not to show that the hon.
gentleman deceived the House, but to show that he
was entirely mistaken in casting upon Dr. Lavell an impu-
tation which might affect the judgment of this louse upon
the report of the doctors who made this investigation.
Now, Mr. Speaker, the duty of the Home Secretary was
enlarged upon at great length on Friday. It was stated
that although a criminal may be pronounced responsible it
was the duty of the Executive to interfere if his moral guilt
was lessened by the influence of his delusion. Let me
read to the House, as a supplement to the passages which
the hon. member read-and I shall read principally from
the same authorities which he quoted -some further pas-
sages in elucidation of the views which I entertain, and
which I humbly think are fully recognised as sound rules
upon that question. Mr. Walpole, who was tw*ice Home
Secretary, says :

" Upon all the materials brought before the Secretary of State he i
in a position not in the least degree to rehear the case, but simply te
advise the Crown whether there were any circumstances which would
justify the exercise of mercy, either in an absolute or in a qualified sense,
that is to say, either by pardon or commutation. * * *
I do not believe that if a person simply wishes to discharge his duty you
eau have a better mode of arriving at the truth, not as to whether on
appeal you are to decide the question de novo, but as to whether there
are any ciycumstances brought before you to justify you in recommend-
ing the Crown to exercise the prerogative of mercy.
The Becretary of State assumes that the trial baving been conducted
before a competent tribunal a right conclusion bas been arrived at, unleas
it eau be pointed out to him that there was something on which that
tribunal erred."

Now, Sir, as the hon. member said, practically the penalty of
capital punishment is only applied in the worst cases, because,

in accordance with the report of the Commissioners on Capital
- Punishment, which I referred to a few moments ago, it was
, stated that a large number of the crimes which technically
l came within the description of murder did not involve the
n fuimoral culpabilityof murder; as, for instance, the crime
e of infanticide, in respect of which it is of late years the

rule always to commute the sentence ; with respect
V also to those murders which are committed under strong
e provocation which does not amount to an excuse in law;
t and with respect to those murders which are committed

without any actual intention to commit murder, but in the
attempt to commit some other felony, as in the farmiliar
and often quoted case of the man who shoots a tame
fowl for the purpose of stealing it and in so doing

t kills a human being. In all those cases it is abundantly
recognised that the Home Secretary in terferes for the purpose
of a commutation, and it is because, as Sir Fitzjames Stephen
says, in the passage which the hon. gentleman quoted, the
crime of murder is one with very many shades and varia-
tions, that the statistics referred to by the hon. mem-
ber show that so many commutations take place. But
those statistics do not prove, that report does not prove,
the conduet of the Home Secretary from time to
time in pursuance of that report, does not sustain,
I think, the hon. gentleman's position that it is the
Executive which pronounces the capital sentence and
not the law. It is simply that in a we li recognised class of
cases the Executive will interfere, while in all others it will
leave the offender to the law which ho himself deliberately
violates, and it does so in ail cases where the crime bas
been deliberate and wilful in intention, as every stop of
this crime was. I think the hon. gentleman will be puzzled
to find suoh a case in which the Executive clemency was
successfully claimed. Mr. Walpole also said:

IlI think it rigbt * 0te.state apecifically what were the recoin-
mendations of the royal commissionst w hich I have ndeavorrd humbly
and faithfully to act upon. Those recommendations were three:-

" (1). That the punshment of death be retained for all murders deli-
berately committed with express malice aforethought, such malice to be
found as a fact by the jury;

" (2). That the punishment of death be also retained for aIl murders
committed in or with a view to the perpetration, or escape after the
perpetration, or attempt at perpetration of any of the following felonies:
murder, arson, rape, burglary, robbery or piracy;

"(3). That in all other cases of murder the punishment be penal
servitude for life, or for any period not lesa than seven years, at the
discretion of the court."

These recommendations were unanimously adopted by the
committee. Mr. Bruce, Home Socretary, said, on the 28th
July, 1869:

" His hon. friend had referred to the recommendations of the royal
commission ; but many of those recommendations had been attacked by
some of the ablest writers on criminal law, and his own opinion was
that, if legislation were possible, as he believed it to be, they must not
follow too closely the recommendation of the royal commissioners."

So that instead of a departure from the recommendation
of the royal commissions being made a matter which
would justify a vote of want of confidence, it was
stated on the authority of the Home Socretary, that
although ho generally followed those recommendations,
their wisdom had been disapproved by some of the best
writers on criminal law, and that if legislation were invited,
it would not do for legislation to follow them very closely.
Sir George Campbell, too, speaking as an Indian official
said, on 10th May, 1882:

" Speaking as an Indian official who has had, perhips, more experi-
ence in regard to questions of life and death than any other member of
the House, he thought there was a universal concurrence of opinion that
nothing could be more objectionable than the present system, under
which the Home Secretary could deside on cases of capital punishment
out of court, after the verdict and sentence had been passed. * * *

"In India the practice had been to throw on the judges the onus of
what should be done in particular cases. He was aware that in England
such a system would net be very palatable te the judges; sud he was
told tat the Irish jds had prtested lu advance againt a ys aystem
of trial ln which the respousibîlity should be tbrown on the Judgcs, and
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not on the jury. • • • That responsibilit should not be throwU on
the Home Secretary who wae appointed to diacharge other than judicial
functions."

And on 29th April, 1870, in a passage, a part of which was
cited on Friday,Mr. Bruce, Home Secretary, îaid:

" For myself, may say that in no single case have I ever overruled
the decision of the judge without the fullest approbation on the part of
the judge himself. 0 a 9

th jAttept sare often made to Induce me to remit the punishment in
cases when evidence hai been held back in order that it may afterwards
be alleged that if the witnesses had been heard the result of the trial
wfuld have been very different. I pay no sort of attention to allegations
cf that description."

But the hon. gentleman who pressed with such vebemence
the argument drawn from those statistics, forgot, I think,
for the moment, that one reason why the Executive of
Great Britain is called upon in so many cases to exercise
the power of commutation, is that in that coun try there is no
court of criminal appeal. When, therefore, there has been
error committed in the course of a trial, error in point of
fact, error in the fiading on a point of fact, error in the
charge of a judge, errors in the ruling at a trial, which the
judge has not chosen to reserve, from a mistaken view of
the law, there is no remedy but an appeal to the Home
Secretary. If the verdict is against the weight of evidence,
there is no appeal except to the Home Secretary. If the
evidence can be shown to be erroneous, if new evidence
can be discovered, it is the Home Secretary alone who can
exercise the power of review. But there is no reason why
the argument drawn from those statistics should apply
with the entire force which the hon. gentleman gave to
them, to the case in question, or to the cases coming up in
the North-West Territory; because, as I said before,
there is in, that country what there is not in the Pro-
vin ces, or in the older countries even, a court ofcriminal ap-
peal, to which the prisoner can go to have every question of
fact or law reviewed. As to the rule upon which Executive
interferences can take place in cases of insanity, and the
rule in which the guilt of the prisoner is held to be
diminished by the existence of delusions, I humbly beg to
Bay that in my opinion the hon. gentleman was unsound in
the rule which he laid down. It is quite true that in
explaining the rule as laid down in MaoNaughton's case,
Judge Stephen goes so far as to say that the existence of
delusions, even though they be not shown to cause irrespon-
sibility, should be allowed to be given in evidence for
the purpose of enabling the jury to find yea or nay upon
the question whether responsibility existed or not. That
is the utmost length to which he goes in stating the law,
but in stating how it would be desirable to amend the
law he takes a step further and proposes that the law
should be so amended that the jurors should be inetructed
not only te find the prisoner guilty, if they find him to
be responsible as far as sanity is concerned, but that they
should then be asked whether the delusions under which he
was laboring affected hie capability of resistance. The lon.
gentleman should not,,however, press upon the House that
suggestion of Mr. Justice Step hen, because it is a suggestion
to amend the law, and until t he law is amended an Execu-
tive surely cannot be charged with violating any principle
in not acting upon it. But so far from laying down the
principle that until the law is changed in that respect, that
rule should be followed out by the Executive, Judge
Stephen lays down a very different proposition, which
I shall presently read. Even if that rule were in force, the
matter was so put to the jury by the course which the
evidence took, inasmuch as it was clearly proved that Riel's
criminal acte were not the results of his delusions, but that he
had abundant self-control over and above the force of those
delusions to enable him to govern his eown conduct, to carry
out the campaign, to entice others into the rebellion and to
guide hie conduct in a very different way if hoeshould receive
a recompense for doing so. In view of the evidence then
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submitted, in view of the ground on which the Court of
Appeal sustained that verdict, we can come to no other
conclusion than if that rule which Justice Stephen thinks
should be adopted, but bas not yet been adopted, should
be applied by the Executive, and it was our duty to enquire
whether Riel was under sauch delusions as weakened his self-
control, anyone muet come to the conclusion, not only that
he was responsible, but that he was capable of so controlling
himself as to be beyond the reach of his delusions. If we come
to that conclusion, the case of Louis Riel is not at all within
the hon. gentleman's rule, the rule which he says ought to
be followed by the Executive, but which is not recognised as
a rule binding the Executive, and the Executive in the case
of Louis Riel gave him the full benefit of all the evidence
given in bis favor and were justified in coming to the con-
clusion not only that he was responsible, but that his delu-
siens did not affect hie criminality and that lis self control was
not in any material degree affeoted by his delusions. But the
hon. gentleman himself has supplied me with the strongest
evidence on that point. Down to that periol of the debate
it had been urged by hon. members who had spoken» on
that side of the question that the jury must have come
to the conclusion that Riel's self-control was lessened
by his delusions or they would not have recommended
him te mercy. But it now transpires out of the
mouth of the hon. gentleman himself, and by a piece
of testimony which he adduced for the purpose of attacking
the Government on a very different question, that the jury
entertained no doubt whatever on that subject, and that when
they went to their room, every man of thom voted not
only that the prisoner was guilty of the ..charge in the
indictment, but that he was perfecLly sane. The hon.
gentleman read that letter because at its close it stated,
that the jury made the recommendation to mercy on aceount
of the mismanagement by the Government of the North-
West. Very little weight can be attached to that, as there
was not a tittle of evidence produced on that subject at the
trial; and when the hon. member for West Durham admits
it could not have legally been produced, no one will say on
the other side of the House, thut although it was not proved
at the trial, they could act on public rumor, or a public im-
pression which may have prevailed in that country that
grievances existed. The man who wrote that let-
ter was sufficiently intelligent, if we can judge by
his composition as read to this House, to know that he took
an oath that he would try the case according to the
evidence, and if he undertakes to state to the hon. gentle-
man, and through him to this Hlouse, that the recommenda-
tion of the jury was based upon an impression that the
Government had been culpable and that the prisoner should
on that ground receive the clemency of the Crown, I
take the liberty of declining to believe the statement
of a man who declares that he has se little regard for bis
oath. Stephen, who is regarded as such a high authority
by the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake), deals
with this very subject of the treatment of persons under de-
lusions:

" It undoubtedly is, and I think it is equally clear that it onght to be
the law that the mere existence of an insane delusion which does not in
fact influence particular parts of the conduct of the person affected by it
ba no effect upon their legal character."
I have already addressed myself to the hon. gentleman's
statistics and shown they were not applicable to this case
and this country, because we had in the North-West a
Court of Appeal for reviewing questions of -fact, while
in England they have only the Home Secretary for doing
that work. But when the hon. gentleman pressed upon
us the great weight of authority of Mr. Justice Stephen,
for the purpose of convincing this House that a man
subject te religious delusions or political delusions ought to
be a subject for Executive clemency, it flashed upon my mind
at once that there was a passage very near where the hon.
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gentleman was reading which his eye could not have caught.
I beg to cite now a passage to be found near where the hon.
gentleman was reading, but which is printed in a foot note,
and perhaps in such fine print it did not catch the hon. gen-
tieman's eye. On page 160 he says:

ilMy own opinion, however, is that if a special divine order were
given to a man to commit murder, I should certainly hang him for it
unless I got a special divine order not to bang him. What the effect of
getting sch an order would be is a question difficult for any one to
answer until he gets it."

There is another passage from the same author at page 176
w'hich I shall quote. 1 use it to show that the doctrines
which are laid down by this high authority, and most recent
authority, are inconsistent with the doctrines which have
been laid down in some works on medical jurisprudence and
insanity, and that even some who hold the most advanced
views with respect to humanity and philosophy in logis.
lation, are unwilling at this day to go the length which hon.
gentlemen say we should be censured for not going:

" Dr. Maudsley's illustration does notcome up to his principle, because
lie supposes the madman to act under a delusion which would weaken
his power of self-control. Suppose a case in which there is no delusion
at ail, and no connection at all between the madness and the crime. For
instance, there are two brothers A. and B. A. is the owner of a large
estate, B. is heir-at-law. B. juffers to some extent from insanity, and is
under care at a private lunatic asylum where bis desease isgoing off and
there is every prospect of bis cure. A. comes to see him; and B. who
knew of his intention to do so, and who apart from his madness is
extremely wicked, contrives to poison him with every circumatance of
premeditation and deliberation, managing artfully to throw the blame
on another person who is hanged. B. completely recovers and inherits
the estate. Why, when the truth comes to light, should not B. be hanged ?
fis act, by the suoposition, was in every respect a sane one, though he
bappened to be mad when he did it. The fact that he was mad ought to
be allowed to be relevant to his guilt, and to be left to the jury as evi-
dence as far as it went in favor of a verdict of not guilty on the ground
of insanity, or (if such a verdict were permitted by law) guilty, but the
prisoner's power of self-control was weakened by insanity; but if the
jury chose to find such a min guilty simply I think they would be
well warranted in doing so, and if they did I think he ought to be
hanged."
The hon.gentleman says that the Executive should be turned
out of office if they hang him and his authority says: "if they
did, I think he ought to be hanged."

" The case which I have suggested is of course soe stated as to afford
the strongest imaginable illustration of the principle which it illustrates,
but in reality it does not go further than Dr. Maudsley's own statement
that the inmates of lunatic asylums perpetrate violence of all kinds and
degrees undror the influence of the ordinary bad passions et human
nature. If a lunatie was proved to have committed a rape, and te have
accomplished his purpose by an attempt to strangle, would there be any
cruelty in sentencing him to a severe flogging? Would the execution
of such a sentence have no effect on other lunatics mu the asylum? I
assume of course a finding by the jury of guilty simply, after a direction
that they might qualify their verdict if they thought that in fact the
lunatic's power of self-control was diminished by his disease and if
evidence on the subject were submitted to them.

"It is to be recollected in connection with this subject that though
maduess is a disease, it is one which to a great extent and in many cases
is the sufferer's own fault. In reading medical works the connection
Wtween insanity and every sort of repulsive vice is made so clear, that
it seems more natural to ask whether in many cases insanity is not
rather a crime in itself than an excuse for the crimes which it auses. A
man cannot help an accidental blow on the bead; but he can avoid
habitual indulgence in disgusting vices, and these are a commoner
cause of madness than accidents. He cannot avoid the misfortune of
being descended from insane or diseased parents; but even if he has
that misfortune, he ought to be aware of it, and to take proper precau-
tions against the effects which it may be expected to produce. We do
not recognise the grossest ignorance, the most wretched education, the
m1ost constant involuntary association with criminals, as an excuse for
crime; though in many cases-I think in a amaller proportion of cases
than is commonly supposed-they explain the fact that crimes are com-
maitted. This ehould lead toe strictnes in admitting insanity as.being in
doubtful cases any excuse at ail for crime, or any reason for mitigating
the puni liment due to it."

Now, I think the House will agree with me that at any rate
the hon. gentleman's own authority does not condemn us.
As I said before, the very evidence which was allowed te go
to the jury in this case was evidence of his delusions, the
evidence that his self.-ontrol might have been weakened by
these delusions, and when the jury found against that they
found against al, and they did find against that when
they came to the conclusion to find a verdiet of guilty,
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leaving out of question altogether the evidence produced by
the hon. gentleman himself who says they not only believed
him to be guilty, but to bo perfectly sane as well. A few
words before I close with regard to what was pressed upon
us with more force in the earlier stages of this debate than in
its later stages and'that is the contention that the Executive
were bound to exorcise clemency because the jury recom-
mended it. Now, it is true as the hon. gentleman for West
Durham stated that the law of France gives to juries in
that country the right to mitigate the sentence themselves,
by pronouncing that the criminal is guilty but that
there are extennatingcircumstances. The hon. gentleman,
I think, will remember that it was developed in the inves-
tigation of the Royal Commission on Capital Punishment,
that some of the beet writers on French jurisprudence have
insisted that that right should be restricted so far as to
compel the jury to find what the extenuating circumstances
are, because the mercy which is involved in the verdict of
extenuating circumstances is so liberally bestowed, that the
force and authority of the law are impaired in that country.
For these reasons it has always been recognised by those
who have administered criminal law in England that the
authorities, the tribunals, the Executive, are not bound, even
when a reason is assigned, by the-recommendation to mercy.
Lord Cranworth said in his testimony before that commis-
si.on on the 29th of November, 1864:

" The jury now practically recommend to mercy on the ground o
great provocation, or from whatever causes they may think proper to
make that recommendation, which, of course, is always conveyed to the
Orown, but it suil rests with the Crown to act on it or not."

Now, the hon. member for Rouville (Mr. Gigault) the other
day made a citation fron the English fansard which im-
pressed the House as being of great force, and which feul
apon my ear as somewhat novel doctrine. He cited a passage
trom a hpeech of Sir William Harcourt to the effect that when
thore was a recommendation to mercy, the extreme penalty
was never enforced. Now, for the satisfaction of that hon.
gentleman I beg that ho wili refer to the context again,
because ho will see that the subject of discussion thon was
the propriety of changing the law with regard to murder,
for the purpose of exempting from the extreme penalty
those cases in which there is provocation, and it was in rela-
tion to those cases that Sir William Harcourt said that the
jury had it in their power to extend clemency by recommend.
ing mercy, and that when they did recommend mercy the
extreme penalty was never carried out-the hon. gentleman
will find if ho look&a upthe speech that it is only in relation
to those cases of murder in which thera has been provoca-
tion that any Home Secretary has ever laid down the rule
that the recommendation to mercy must be regarded by the
Executive. Sir Wm. Harcourt, speaking of the attempt
made before the commission of 1866 to distinguish between
deliberate murders and those under provocation said:

" The Home Office did distinguish between the murders which were
those which ought to be treated as murders with malice aforethought
from those which, according to the commission, shouli be put in the
second category."
HCF ?

" The jury hd power to recoipmend mercy in cases where thare was
provocation, ani which did not, in the law of England, convert the
crime into manslaughter. In the practice of the Home Office, where the
jury recommended mercy the capital sentence was never executed."

These were the words the hon. gentleman relied on, but
they were qualified by what went before:

" And in point of fact they had there the second category given efect
te.°

And ho shows that it meant that, and that only, when ho
goes on to say :

" There was the case of difflculty, however, where the jury recom-
mended fiercy, and the judge did net second the recommendation."

The hon. member read ibis passage, but ho did not seem to
see the force of it as qualifying what went before, and
limiting its meaning:
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" And in that case it remained for the Secretary of State to form his

own judgment on the subject. Hle muet form it on his own responsi-
bility, and with aIl the assistance he might receive from the sources he
had access to.'>

Sir George Grey, who had been Home Secretary three times
in fifteen years, in his evidence before the commission,
said, in reference to the recommendation to mercy:

" I have no means of knowing what passes in a jury-box, but that
may possibly be in sorne cases (we can hardly account for it in any
other way than upon that supposition), because there has been some
difference of opinion among the jury, and unanimity bas been obtained
by a verdict of guilty, accormpanied by a recommendation to mercy,
where there were really no grounde for that recommendation. Judges
frequently ask for the grounds of the recommendation, and the jury
frequently give some, or sorne which have no bearing on the case. In
those cases I think that that may account for the belief that there bas
been an indisposition to find a verdict which would necessarily consign
the prisoner to execution. I have no doubt that there are numbers of
cases in which executions have taken place in this country in which
extenuating circumstances would have been[found by juries in France,
and to allow them to do so would lead to great uncertainty. Il it wa
controlled by the discretion of the judge, it would really amount to
nothing but what takes place now in a recommendation to mercy by
the jury. If the judge is fatisfled that the grounds of thiir recommen-
dation are reasonable, he reports it to the Secretary of State and the
sentence is generally commuted."

But the hon. member will find, if he cares to make sure,
that recommendations are not necessarily acted upon. He
will find, in the evidence given by Judge HiI and by Mr.
Beggs, before the Royal Commission, in 1866, many cases,
in which juries made recommendations to mercy, which
were not acted upon by the Executive. Now, something
was said to the House on Friday last, for the purpose of
showing that another claim, for Executive clemency, might
be put forward on the ground of the roprieves that took
place in this case. The flouse has been put in possession of
the facts which enable it to sec why those reprieves were
granted. In the first place, an appeal to Manitoba was
being prosecuted; in the next place, an appeal to England
was being prosecuted ; and, in the third place, an application
was made by the counsel for the prisoner for a medical
examination. The time consumed by these appeals made
reprieves necessary; and the time consumed by the medical
examination made another reprieve necessary; and if we
have to arrive at the conclusion, in relation to capital offences
in any part of this country, that because an appeal is
being prosecuted, a reprieve becomes necessary, or
because a medical examination is asked by counsel for the
defence, and a reprieve becomes necessary, therefore, we are
not to execute the sentence of the law, then the administra-
tion of the law will be in the hands of the criminal and is
own counsel; for they have merely to appeal and to ask
for a medical examination which no Executive would refuse,
and there is an end of the capital penalty. If we exercised
the right of reprieve on the ground that a grave error had
been committed by the officers of the Crown in a prisoner's
first trial, it would be unfair, perhaps, to refuse clemency;
if the reprieve is made necessary by any act of the Execu-
tive itself, or by any mistake of its officers. In these cases it is
considered not expedient to exact the extreme penalt,
because it is supposed that the great lapse of time has
lessened the deterrent effect of the punishment, and lias
weakened the effect of the sentence on the prisoner himselt.
But in this case no such result followed, and I think it is
entirely in a different category as regards cases of reprieves.
It las been said outside of the House, and repeated in this
Hlouse, that the Executive, although they had a right to do
what they did, aithough it was just and necessary to do
what they did, acted under the dictation of a certain body
of gentlemen holding peculiar views in this country.
Alil 1 have to say, as a member of the Executive, is that
if dictation was exercised in regard to that question it was
never attempted upon me. It is truc that some lodges and
some individuals within that organisation did express an
opinion as to how our duty should be discharged. We can-
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not prevent any persons from holding and expressing freely
opinions on questions of great publie interest. In this
country it is recognised that a larger latitude is allowed
both to the press and to individuals than is allowed in Eng.
land; and although it may be a misfortune that the fate of
a man condemned, and appealing to the Executive, should
be made a matter of public discussion, we can no more
prevent such expressions of opinion by that organization
than we can prevent the Globe, the Winnipeg Free Press, or
any paper which represented their side of the question, from
expressing their opinion in the same way. Al I can say is,
if that dictation existed and was attempted, it had not a
feather's weight in the scale in determining what should be
done in ibis case by the Executive. If any body of people in
this country choose to demand that the Executive shal exer-
cise justice, that is no reason why we should refuse to exer-
cise justice. We were bound to do justice, no matter what the
opimion of the clamors of any section of the country may
be; and if the case was so clear that Orange lodges and
the Toronto Globe and other papers clamored for the
execution of the law, unwise and to be deprecated as
that muay have been, it was no reason why we should
not do our duty or arrive at our decision with that sense of
responsibility which was required. With regard to what
might have been donc in this case, I would like to invite
the reflection of the House for a moment as to what must
have followed if Executive clemency had been exercised. One
section of hon. gentlemen opposite say this man ought to have
been condemned to imprisonment as a criminal, a great
criminal, although not so great as to be outside the Executive
clenency; another class on that side say no, he was totally
mad, and ho simply should have been put into a lunatic
asylum. Had either course been taken, how long would
his confinement have lasted ? If the Executive ought to
have acted on the broad principle that this was only a
political offence, and that therefore the Executive clemency
should have been extended to it, it would have been incon-
sistent with that view that Riel should have been long detained
in prison. If he were confined in a lunatic asylum, how long,
I ask, with the power the evidence showed he had during
the outbreak of controlling lis own conduct and of getting
possession of lis senses when he wanted them-with
the power of controlling his action and recovering
his balance when he wanted it-how long would it have
been deemed just by the humane sentiment of the country
to keep him in confinement ? He would have been set
at liberty, under the report that he was cured and no longer
mad, and he could have established a cure whenever
he chose; and what then would be the security for life
and property in the North-West ? I think that Louis Riel's
next exclamation would have been, not that the rebellion
of 1869-0 was not a patch upon that of 1885, but that both
together would not bc a patch on the rebellion he would
raise the next time. I think that to have exercised the
Executive clemency in a case like that, would have been,
in the words I have quoted from Mr. Justice Stephen, "not
benevolence but cowardice." But let me ask attention
to another point connected with this branch of the
subject. Let me call attention to, the fact that the
Indians, whom tis man incited to rise, perpetrated
some very cruel murders at Frog Lake, which called, in
every sense of the word, loudly for the execution of the
supreme penalty of the law against the Indians concerned
in that massacre, not only because they committed
great crimes but on other ground on which it is deemed
proper to inflict capital punishment, namely, that it is abso-
lately necessary, by making a great example through the
infliction of such punishment, to doter people dispoed to
crime from committing it. How could the perpetrators of
the Frog Lake massacre have been punished, if the man
who incited them to rebel-and the massacre was to them
the natural result of rebellion-had escaped ? How could the
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putnishment of the law have been meted out to them, or an
deterrent effect have been achieved, if the "arch conspirator,'
the "arch traitor," if the "trickster," as he bas been called by
men who did him their best service, was allowed to go free
or kept in a lunatic esylum until he chose to get rid o
his temporary delusions ? It was absolutely necessary, as
I have said, to show to those people, to those Indians, and
to every section of the country, and to every class of.the
population there, that the power of the Government in the
North-West was strong, not only to protect but to punish.
In the administration of justice with regard to those
territories in particular, it was absolutely necessary
that the deterrent effect of capital punishment should
be called into play. Remote as that territory is, strong as
the necessity is for vigorous Government there and for the
enforcement of every branch of the law, I am not disposed
to be inhumane or unmerciful in the inforcement of the pen-
alties which the law pronounces; but in relation to men of
this class, who, time and again, have been candidates for
the extreme penalty of the law, who have despised mercy
when it was given them before, I would give the answer
to appeals for mercy which was given those who proposed
to abolish capital punishment in France: "Ve>y well, but
let the assassins begin."

Mr. MILLS, The hon.gentleman who bas so ably and at
such length addressed this House on this important ques-
tion has spoken rather as an advocate than as a judge, and I
regret that the hon. gentleman, in descending from the
bench, had not remained in that position a sufficient length
of time to enable him to take a judicial rather than an advo-
cate's view of a question such as the one before us. The
hon. gentleman bas regretted the way in which this debate
has been brought before the House. I believe every hon. gen-
tleman on this side agrees with him in that respect. le
says it was not the Goverument who were responsible for
this discussion having been brougbt on at this poriod. I
am not disposed to contest that statement, but I am inclined
to state that had the hon. gentleman's leader been present
ho would not have been able to make so positive a
denial of the charge that the Government are responsible.
The hon. Minister of Justice complained that Parliament
is, by this motion and discussion, made a court of
appeal, and he informs the House that Parliament is
not the proper tribunal for the discussion of judicial
questions; that this is not a question which can be
brought before Parliament for consideration. Now the
hon. gentleman forgets who is on trial in this case. He
argued throughout as though this House were engaged
in trying Riel. Why the Government have put it out of
our power to enter into a discussion of that question with
any hope of success, and we are at present engaged in try-
ing the Government, or taking into consideration the pro
priety or impropriety, of the fairness or unfairness of the
action of the Government, and it does seem to me it would
be rather extraordinary doctrine to lay down that no
Executive action, for which the officers of the Crown are
supposed to be responsible, can be a proper subject to dis-
cass in the House of the representatives of the people. It
is quite true that it is not usual to take up in Parliament the
consideration of the decision of the courts, and to take into
consideration the action of the Executive with reference to
these decisions, and the bhon, gentleman quoted the words
of Mr. Gladstone for the purpose of giving emphasis to his
proposition. Now, Mr. Gladstone's words werenot that itwas
improper in every case to bring such a question before Par-
liament, but that it ought to be done only in extreme cases.
Mr. Gladstone's declaration was quite sufficient to show
that there might ho cases when it would be right and
proper to bring the action of the Executive or of the courts
themselves before the attention of the representative body
of the nation. In fact, a matter of Executive action which

has occupied so large a space in public estimation outside
of Parliament, which bas so seriously attracted public

y attention, could bardly be an improper question to bring
e before the consideration of Parliament itself. The hon.
f gentleman also said that we have been reiterating from
s this side of the House again and again a cry for more
1 papers. The hon. gentleman seemed to think that that

was a most improper proceeding on our part, but I noticed
that some of the papers we have asked for, and have been
unable to obtain, the ion. gentleman found it necessary to
read in order to defend the Government in thIis particular
case. It did seem to me that, when papers are necessary

1 to explain and defend the action of the Government, they
are proper papers to bring down to Parliament, and I
think it is greatly to be regretted that the Government
have failed to place in the bands of Parliament the means
of forming a clear and accurate conclusion upon this impor-
tant question. The hon. gentleman also said that the com-
plaint which had been made was wholly unwarranted, that
others were tried for a less serious offonce than that for
which Riel was tried. The hon. gentleman said that was
no reason why Riel or his friends should complain. I
do not agree with him. I think all parties guilty of
similar offences under similar circumstances ought to bi
tried in the same way and ought to beliable to the same
degree of punishment. I think, in the administration
of justice, we ought to apply the sane rule and the same
degree of punishment to all parties under the same cir-
cumstances, and that the Government applying a difforent
rule to Riel's case than that which they applied to any
other party connected with the rebellion, to say the least,
committed a very serions blunder. Hon. members on this
side of the House have from the first expressed their
regret that the Government had not seen proper to bring
down all necessary papers and to afford the fullest possible
information on the subject6 It may be true that we have
before us the materials for forming a judgment. Every
court bas that, no matter how imperfect the evidence
before it may be, but it is of very great consequence that
all the evidence in the possession of the Government which
relates to this case and which may go to assist Parliament
in coming to a right conclusion sbould have been placed
in the bands of members. Hon. gentlemen have endoavored
to stifle discussion. They have moved the previous ques-
tion. They tell us that it is improper that Parliament
should express a judicial opinion on this subIect, and yet
they have endeavored to prevent Parliament from express-
ing another opinion, They have endeavored to force
Parliament to express an opinion upon that question
wbich the Minister of Justice says Parliament is not
qualified to deal with. They have endeavored to close
the public mind against the means of forming a correct con-
clusion on this particular subject. They have endeavored
to limit the discussion to a single incident connected with
the ad ministration of affairs in the North-We it Territories.
Now, we ought to hebin no burry to come to a conclusion on
this question. The Government have been in no hurry to
give the House information on this subject, and I think Par-
liament would be justified, I think it would be the proper
course to pursue, to vote down the proposition of the Min-
ister of Public Works, and to deal with Ibis question ulti-
mately when a larger amount of information is at our dis-
posal. The hon. the leader of the Opposition said, some
time ago, at London, that ho would b no party to con-
structing a political platform out of the Regina scaffold.
Hon. gentlemen on the Treasury benches are of a differ.
ent mind. They have before the House the materials
for such a platform. They have moved the previous
question for the purpose of making such a platform.
They are determined that no other shall b hbad.
If they obtained a vote against them on that question, we
sbould hear nothing of any other question of policy in the
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party press or before the country, than this particular
motion which is made by a friend or supporter of theirs on
other questions. The hon. member for West York (Mr.
Wallace) has stated that the members on this side of the
House dared not vote against the Ministry upon this
question. The hon. member for West Huron and the
hon. member for West Durham have already informed
the House how they purpose voting. I shall do the
same. I dare vote against the Government when
I think them in the wrong. Upon this question
their action bas been indefensible, and the reasons
which have led me to this conclusion will, I think, prove
equally convincing to the public. It must not be forgotten
that the administration of justice does not rest solely with
the courts. The criminal law is, in one most important
particular, administered by the Executive. Our whole
system of criminal jurisprudence is based upon the assump-
tion that the criminal law, is, in itself, imperfect; that if it
were allowed to operate without modification it would
often prove exceedingly harsh and cruel; that in order to
adjust it with perfect fairness, important duties are imposed
upon the administration. It cannot be left, in every
instance, to take its own course. But to secure a wise and
merciful administration, so far as human imperfection will
permit, a legal discretion must be exercised ; and this
discretion, under our constitution, is vested in the respon-
sible advisers of the Crown. The highest form of this
discretion is the granting of full pardon. A more modified
form is the substitution of a milder form of puniah-
ment for that awarded by the courts. This is not
an arbitrary discretion, it is judicial; it is a discretion
which requires, in those who exorcise it, the judicial
spirit, and an attention to judicial principles, which are
well settled, and which are to be learned from a long series
of precedents, which have become a necessary and insepar-
able part in the administration of justice in criminal
cases. On every capital offence, a report is made
by the judge who tries the case to the Minister of Justice.
It is the duty of the Minister of Justice to .consider
that report; it is the duty of the Government, upon
the report which he makes, to allow the sentence
to stand or to mitigate the punishment, and in no case can
they increase its severity. The Executive in all capital
cases are, under our system of administration, a merciful
court of appeal. They may modify a sentence in favor of a
prisoner, but they cannot increase its severity. They are
not hampered by rigid rules or proceedings. They have a
freedom of choice, and they use whatever means may be
necessary for obtaining further information upon the sub.
ject than that which was disclosed at the trial. They may
go beyond and behind the record of the court, and in doing
so, they may perform a service to the community of the
very highest consequence. In their hande the law is adjusted
as the case may require, to the particular circumstances.
They are responsible to the understanding and to the con-
science of the people for the manner in which they carry
into effect the law against those who have been capitally
condemned. Now, what is the law as modified and adjusted
to Riel's particular case ? The hon. Minister of Justice
maintained that there was in this case the fullest degree
of responsibility, and, that being the case, there was
no reason whatever why the Government should inter-
vene on his behalf. My lon. friend from West Huron
(Mr. Cameron), complained with reference to the time
allowed Riel's counsel to prepare for trial. The Minister
of Justice has undertaken to defend the course of the
Government with reference to that particular matter. Now,
I am not complaining of the action of the judge, nor am I
complaining of Executive action with reference to the time
allowed. There is no doubt whatever that the counsel for
the prisoner did agree to a period of time which wai
ultimately fixed as that within which Riel would have to get

Mr, MILLS.

ready for trial. It was quite clear that counsel for the
Crown were furnished every facility to hasten the trial on,
and they did so unduly, while the counsel far the prisoner
were obliged to make the beat of what they could not
prevent. Now, I would like to read to the House a passage
from a speech of Lord Brougham, made in the House of
Lords while engaged in the discussion of the MacNaghton
case. He referred to the very short time that was given to
Bellingham's counsel to prepare for trial in that case. He
says while condemning the refusal of the judge to give
sufficient time for the defence:

"That fact was most deeply to be deplored; and he would go further
and say that that learned judge was most profoundly to be blamed. He
had never known Lord Erskine with whom he had discussed this sub
ect-he had never seen that illustrious advocate and great criminal
awyer upon any one of those many subjects which they had so often
canvased together, more moved to indignation than he had been upon
the case of the refusal, on the part of the learned judge to postpone that
trial. Affidavits had been made of the prisoners family having been
taintd owith Insanity. Affidavits had beengproduced from tbo e who
had known hiru from infancy, of bis ha'ving been insane. Affidavite
were offered showing a primd facie case of mental alienation. But the
evidence was two hundred miles- off-at Liverpool--and the learned
judge thought fit to refuse a fortnight's delay that that evidence might
b. produced."1

Lord Brougham, in that case, seemed to think that a delay
of a fortnight was not an unreasonable delay. Yet, Mr.
Speaker, in the case of Riel, some of the witnesses were two
thousand miles away. lt was in a country where lawyers
had not the ordinary facilities of counsel for the purpose of
reference to the law, and in order to examine the law as well
as the facts of the case, and yet we are told that half the
time asked by Bellingham's counsel was sufficient time to
prepare for the trial of a man who was 2,000 miles from
some of the witnesses required in this case. Thon the hon.
member for West Huron pointed out that the evidence that
was sought to be procured at the trial was rejected as irrele-
vaut, and as furnishing no defence before a judicial tribunal
to the charge of treason. It was stated the only plea they
made was the plea of insanity, and that the evidence was
not relevant to that particular plea. Sir, it does seem te me
that it would not have been an unreasonable course to have
allowed the evidence to be produced for the purpose of
showing, not that he was not guilty of crime, but that there
was extenuating circumstances connected with that parti-
cular offence. How was the judge to be in a position to
report extenuating circumstances in favor of the prisoner ?
Take, for instance, the statement that the half-breeds
whom he sought to lead, had sought to redress, that there
had been four years of delay, and that they had been
threatened with eviction. Now, take the case of homicide.
It is quite true that a man may be allowed to prove that he
was provoked in committing a crime,that he was in a passion,
and that circumstances, though they may not justify the act,
yet they will go in mitigation of the act, and in dimin-
ishing his responsibility, and unless these circumstances are
produced at the trial there will be no opportunity of bring-
ing them forward at any other time or te any other parties
than to the Executive itsolf. Take the case, for instance, of
libel. A man who does not pload justification, although he
is not allowed to produce evidence to justify, he may produce
evidence of the truth of the libel by way of diminishing the
amount of damages to which he will be liable. Why should
the crime of treason be placed in a wholly different
position from that of any other crime of the calendar ? Sir,
whether this may be regarded as relevant evidence or
not, there can. be no doubt whatever that it would be
relevant evidence te submit to the lExecutive as a merciful
ourt of appeal for the purpose of diminishing the

puniahment te which the unfortunate criminal was liable.
The Government has certain duties to perform, the servants
of the Crown have obligations resting upon them; they owe
something to the public. When any portion of the public
take up arms against sovereign authority, there is no cou-
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clusive presumption of law that they have suffered no
wrong at the hand of the servants of the Crown, and that
there can be no mitigation of the character of their crime.
Riel was charged with treason. His life was put in peril.
His offence was political. The provocation reeive was
political, and I submit that the evidence of wrong endured,
whether from negleoct or from positive acts of injustice,
ought to have been received. How is the judge, otherwise,
to decide whether the prisoner is a proper subject for
royal clemency? fHow is ho, in this respect, going to
discharge bis whole duty, when ho closes the only avenues
by which the whole truth can reach his mind? But whether
the flouse does or does not concur in this view, may not be
important, but it is important to bear in mind that such
evidence was beyond all question relevant before the
advisers of the Crown. But how could it be expected
that this last court of resort could fairly consider
the case of any balf-breed put upon his trial ?
What extenuating circumstance could ho offer with
any hope of success? Could ho expect that those who had
wronged him would admit the fact ? In ordinary cases
Ministers are in a position to hear and to judge fairly of
every extenuating circumstance,-but when the circum-
stances pleaded are the wrongs done by the Adminis-
tration itself, how can we expect them to receive their
due weight ? The Government was in this unhappy
position that everything which might tend to legally
excuse or to morally justify the insurrection of the
half-breeds, was a condemnation of the Ministers themselves.
The Minister of Justice said that there was really no
difference in praoctice between the cases tried in the North-
West Territories and those tried elsewhere under the gen-
oral law, but it was conceded that in the courts of the
North-West Territories the judges are required to send full
notes of the evidence. They are not required to do so
from any of the other Provinces and if tbey did, from any
of the other Provinces they did more than is required of
thom by the statute. This provision of the law, which is
not to be found in the general statute, shows that the
Government intended that Ministers of the Crown ;should
exercise a more careful supervision over the trials that took
place in the North-West Territories than elsewhere.
Prisoners before the North-West courts have an opportunity
of having not only the ordinary treatment of the case con
sidered, as in the other Provinces, but the whole evidence.
on the trial submitted to the Executive for the purpose of
exercising supervision over the proceedings in the courts
in the Territories, which is not the case in any of the other
Provinces. There is very grave reason why a full and
carefulenquiry by Parliament should be made into the cases
of parties tried in the Territories, especially if the parties
are tried for political offences. This was a charge of
treason, it was a trial of a man for rebellion growing out of
the conduet of the Administration itself, and therefore they
were not in a position to deal impartially with
his case as with the ordinary criminal offences. For this
reason it is the duty of Parliament to exorcise a more care-
ful supervision over everything pertaining to this case
than to ordinary criminal cases. It is said that Riel was a
party who committed a murder fifteen years ago; that he'
committed a serious offence against the law uf the country
and had rendered himself odious to a large portion of the
population. That is true. There was -a itrong feeling
perhaps among the majority of the people that he ought to
be punished. There wasastrong disposition not to extend to
him the same amount of clemency that would be extended to
ordinary offenders, and therefore it was more necessary that
the Government ahould se they did not deal with him in a
way different from that extended to ordiaary offenders.
Lot us briefly look at the history of them cas, because Riel
was not a resident of the country, and it has been sometimes

said, on this account, ho deserved his fate. If it be so-if
this is a sound conclusion it will not be made less strong
by full consideration. It must always be borne in
mind that the principles of liberty and justice are
not likely to suifer in the persona of the powerful
and the popular. It is the unpopular man, it is
the man who bas, on account of bis actions or bis
opinions, become odious to the majority of the community
f rom whom the protection of the law is moet likely to be
withdrawn. And if the conduct of Riel has been such as
to make him hated by a large section of our population, it
is al the more necessary to see that he has not been
illegally punished, because it is in the person of such a
man that a new rule can be most easily set up, and the
principles of our law moet readily changed. In June, 1884,
a half-breed delegation from Batoche walked 700 miles into
Montana in search of Riel. They invited him to return and
to place himself at their head. They desired him to assist
them in securing those rights which, in spite of their axer-
tions, they had, up to that time, been unable to obtain. The
delegation consisted of Gabriel Dumont, James Isbester,
Moïse Ouellette and Michel Dumas. They presented Riel
with the resolutions which had been passed at a public
meeting appointing them a delegation to wait upon
him, and they obtained from him a reply. It bas already
been read to the House. I need not read it again.
From this reply it will be seen that Riel agreed to go with
them with reluctance. Ie hoped to be able to accomplish
for therh what they desired, and to return again to Montana
before September. Riel was ambitions for public .honors,
and he hoped to take part in the affaire of the country in
which ho then resided. The delegation returned and made
their report. They expressed their admiration for Riel and
their confidence in his suncess. They say: "We know what
h. has done for Manitoba and the North-West and the little
advantage which he had personally received from the same.
And returning from this long journey of nearly 1,400 miles
we feel twice as much confidence in the man whom we have
been visiting in a foreign land." They say that Riel's
speech bas inspired them with the greatest confidence,
because his instructions are to help them, but while helping
them, he does not want in the slightest degree to create any
difficulty with the Government. At this time neither -Riel
nor the half-breeds thought of taking up arms, or of
embarrassing the Government in any way. lie
expected to succeed. He expected to secure for the
half-breeds a redress of their grievances and to return
in time to Montana to take part in the autuiimn
elections. On the 8th July the Governnent were
informed by Mr. Crozier that Riel had arrived with his
family at Duck Lake; that he was to be the leader of the
half-breeds and to assist them in obtaining thoir rights-
what they asked for was a survey in accordance with thoir
plan of settlement, a ratification of their holdings, and an
extinguishment of their Indian title. On the 27th of July,
Captain Crozier wrote to the Governmont that Riol had hed
meetings at Prince Albert and Duck Lake, and that he had
communicated with the Indians and told them that they
had rights as well as the half-breeds, which h. wished to
have redressed, and that he also expressed a wish to confer
with the Indian chiefs. On the 8th August, Sergeant
Brooks telegraphed that Riel had several private meetings
at the South Branch attended by leading half-breeds. On
the 14th of August, he reported that Riel had crossed the
river at Batoche's house, and had, they say, addressed a
meeting as the people were coming from church, and was
greatly excited. Ho said that the Indians had rights to be
protected as well as the half-breed. .Ur. Brooks thinks

rietl is in communication with Big Bear; Las sent Tomkins
the farm instractor, to meet him at Frog Lake. Mr. Brooks
says there is a man by the name of Jackson here who came
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from Prince Albert, he is brother of the druggist and seemB in speaking at a banquet given him and bis colleagne, the
to be a right-hand man of Riel's. Be is with him at present Minister of Finance at Winnipeg, said:
present and has been for some time.- "He had conversed 'with =en both in the towns and country. Re

"Be as grat ealto ayandI beiev hedoe moe brm hanhad asked if there were any grievances and they said there were noue.""He has a great deal to say, and I believe he does more harm thanTh istroPuleW k adbfeadesdteany breed among them. There are a great many people through the
country who have what they call grievances, and seem to agree with Motis at Qu'Appelle. Had ho bard nothing of these
Riel. Whether they really do or not, it is bard to say. I have been
speaking to a number of people at Prince Albert, and men who signed a
pet-tion for him to go there and speak, simply did it because they brought undor lis noticeflad ho neyer heard from bis
thought it might draw the attention of the Government to the place. colloague, in tho Dopartment of the Interior, frorn Bishop
There in no doubt that every one is hard up, and they thought they muet Grandin or others, of griovances unredressed? Bad hodo something to draw their attention." been kept in profound ignorance of the delegatiorthat
From this communication it will be seen that the Govern- broughtiRiel back; of the meetings that were b9ing held;
ment were given information as to the progress of events; of the resolutions that were adopted; and of the communi-
that 'the movement was gradually embracing Indians and cations that wero made to the Governmont of which ho was
whites, as well as half-breeds; that every class of the a membor? Did ho know nothing of the grave instances
population were encouraging Riel in the work in wbich of negleot, delay, and mismanagement, in matters affecting
he was engaged. He had the moral support of the the peace, wellare and good goverument of the North-
people. He was sustained by public opinion in West? Was the Minister of Public Works serions or was
ihat region, and was thereby encouraged to go forward. le speaking ironically when ho said that ho had asked if
Jackson, whom Mr. Brooks calls "IRiel's right hand man, there were any grievances, and the people answered there
who had so much to say, who was doing so much harm, were none. On the 2th of October Major Crozier reported:
more than Riel himself was unquestionably a lunatic. The ciI beg to state tha
fact was established on bis trial. I do nlot propose.to dis-CntbeElit enndfom(altno hcuss his case ; but I wish to call attention to the fact th evening of the 5th, and reported to me that a an named Tomkins, whocussbis aFe; bu 1 ish o cll atenion o te fat bat iemployed by the Indian Uepartmeut of that place as interpreter, bas
his lunacy is not mentioncd by Brooks; that it was not dis. toldhim that Riel w drilling men at St. Jerome, and that a large
covered by the people, and 1 commend his case to those meeting had been held there on the l2th at midnight. Re further totdhim that a chief from Muskeg Lake had been sent te see Big Bear te
who are disposed to argue that Riel could not have been a request him to attend a meeting of Riel's to be held at Batoche in two
lunatic, otherwise the balf-breeds would not have followed weeks tie. I sent a man in plain clothes te the vicinity of St. Jérôme
him. On the 21st August, Mr. Brooks reports that Riel to find out, if possible, the trnth of the reports. He returned esterdaysud reports aîl quiet. He states that there is a rumor cf a large
and Lepine had a conference with Big Bear at Jackson's, meeting to be beld at Batoche iu two or three weeis, as soon as ail the
and that he heard it stated on good authority that Riel had crope are in. Be could find out nothing about any drill haviug been
given up the ide of going back to Montana, and intendseormed. I bave tationed a man in plain clohes in the viiniyfrieanin upthe err gitoryatogliMontaasad itendf atoche, who will keep me informed regarding the movements cf Riel.
remainig in the Territory, although h had stated to dif-The half-breed population are very discontented tate, principally
feront parties tbat ho sheuld lave for Montana on the lst attributable te the utter failure cf their crope.
of September. Riel, it will be seen, was beceming more Se it would seem the Government received accurate infor-
interested in the affairs upon the Saskatchewan. They mation from the policevand others, but which they dd noet
were proving of abeorbing interest -te him, and hoetilise. aThey did nothig te redress the grievancss, or
was gradually giving up bis desire te become a lead-otherwise t e ck the progress of t e movement. On
ing man in Montana. On the 5th of September, the contrary, they continued in the publie service thoso
a meeting of the French half-breeds took Place at who were actively aiding him, and ho boasted of Having
St. Laurent. Bîslop Grandin and several clergymen were been effered office himself. One would suppose that they
present. At this meeting Riel presided. He said that t be regarded teselves rater as chronicers cf the events
business of the meeting was limited to two questions, whY that were transpiring than Ministers of the Crown gvern.

Ieo clergy kept aloof and seemed even hostile to the move- ing the country. In December Mr. Gagnon reports tint
mont, aud, secondly, whether the dlaimisef the haif breeds tholamf-breed are pressing Riel tehsette aeongt them.
upen the Government were just and reasonable ? The Thoy lave givon hlm a well-furnisled bouse, nnd, that on
meeting was addressed by Gabriel Dument ond Charles the 2nd of Janary they intended prosenting hm with a
Nolin. The bishop was pressed te speak, but ho told tle purse. In that report n says :
that the mystery inwhih they shrouded their proceed. ciWThese testimoniale f goo i will of the majority would go towars
ings loftthte clergy withhut sufficient information of their denying certain rumors whieh say that severa h are lacking confidence in
designs and gave rise te suspicions, fears and painfal their leader, that hie way cf acting sd speakong denotes a very hot
alarnis. The bishep toll them at this meeting tînt if they head, and that he do2s net ow agree with their priest. There d is n
would speak their intentions ho would be in a position " Idoubt th stagreat number are stil led by im, und would act upon his

dictates. Some time ago I sent several men t uth Branch to baveadvise them. Mr. iNolin stted their daims uponthherses ehod. The river being ful cf floating ice, they could net croes.
Government and declred they -did net want a rebellion ; Some way or other the report ws brougttethe eat. ide cfuthe river
that it was net seriously in the mind cf any one;- that it that these men were sent tekarret Riel, who was the at the crosing.

Withi hatf an heur over a hundred moen ha collected te protect him.would be a crime, and they detdred to keep te legitimato There is a certain amoant cf suiering amoengst the haif-breeds, but net
means. Bishop Grandin and the clergy saw cloarly, te the extent it ws expected to reach. Large quantities cf suppliesare

anreuired for this part f the country, asd ai who have horses eau make

meetingtobeheld atBatochwin twaoretheenwees, as oon asallath

croai sa abreihtcg.As faras can aee the chief grievance f the hal -

hperformed. I haveestationed a man in plain clothespintthe vicinity9of

Sae w tha wtle me afraio that the Goverment wil net sanction thepolitical movements of doubtful interest te the population. way they, amenget themselves, have agreed to take their hmeateadl-
He stated that with regard tesome of their propositions tnins frontage on the river by tw miles back.'1
ho had himself omiunicated with the Federal Govern- On the 22nd of January, we are informed that Riel and
ment, that le ad obtained promises whichthe believed teythers were engaged in draftiug a potition te the Dominion
be officiai, and wbîdh le regretted seemed te, have been Government, demanding certain concessions promised te,
fergotteng: that ho himself lad fet t o hame discntent that the haf-breeds, and thet it was the intention of the ln-
they lad feît, and tînt ho lad net fniled te, complain in the breeds of the Saskatchewan districts if these concessions
p ror quarter. T e bish p showed his alarm at the pro- wore net granted, to rort te arma te force a compliance te
ingresuit of ie agitation. ne desired t moderato and their demand. We find that a meeting was ld among
control i, but he received ne aid from t Governmentmithe English and Scotch haif-breeds expressing their
On the at September the hon. Minister of Public Worke, sympathy with the French half.breeds, but they aise say
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that tbey did not approve of any resort to arms. It would
appear from these statements that when Riel went
to the country ho expected, at an early day, to succeed in
securing to the half-breeds a redress for their grievances,
that ho expected to do this by constitutional means, and
that he hoped to return to Montana not later than the 1st
of September, 1884, that in fact ho believed that two
months would be a sufficient time to collect the necessary
information and to communicate with the Government at
Ottawa, and to obtain-their reply. But Riel's difficulties
multiplied, and his labors increased, he became more and
more excited, and that aberration of mind which it is now
claimed affected him during the firstrebellion, in 1870, once
more troubled him and characterised bis conduct. This is
clear from the statement of Father Fourmond, who says:

" Before the rebellion it appeared as if there were two men in the
prisoner. In private conversation he was affable, polite, pleasant and
a charitable man to me. I noticed that even when he was quietly talked
with about the affairs of politics and Government and was not contra-
dicted, he was quite rational, but as soon as he was contradicted on
these subjects then he became a different man, and he would be carried
away with his feelings. He would go so far as to use violent expressions
to those who were even his friends. As soon as the rebellion commenced
he became excited; he was carried away; he lost all control of himself
and his temper. He went so far that, when a father contradicted him
he became quite excited, and he had no respect for him, and even
threatened to destroy alrlthe churches. He said.: ' There is danger for
you, but thanks to the friendahip I have for you I will protect you froui
any harm.' Once I went to St. Antoine, and there I met a number of
priests,'and Riel said: ' I have been appointed by the Council to be your
spiritual adviser.' I said our spiritual adviser was the bishop, and Mr.
Riel would not be him. The Rev. Father Fourmond saysa: 'As to his
political ideas, he wanted first to go Winnipeg and Lower Canada and
the United States. and even France, and he said we will take yjur
country and then he was to go to [taly and overthrow the Pope, and
then he would choose another Pope of hie own making."

The ]Rev. Father André gave it as his opinion that Riel
was mad. He says.

" In conversing on politics, and on the rebellion, and on religion, he
stated things which frightened the priests. I am obliged to visit every
month the divisions of the district. Once all the prieste met together, and
they put the question : 'a Isit possible to allow that man to continue in
his religious duties? ' And they unanimously decided that on this ques-
tion he was not responsible. That lie could not suffer any contradiction.
On the questions of religion and politics we considered him campletely
a fool; in discussing these questions it was like showing a red flag to a
bull."

These are the views of two intelligent men who had an
opportunity of observing him during the period of the rebel.
lion. During the period that ho committed those acts for
which he was tried, and for which ho was held responsible,
and the degree of that responsibility must depend upon his
mental condition at the time those acts were committed.
The mental condition of Riel during the period of the rebel-
lion is further disclosed by his conduct towards Mr. McKay,
which is strikingly like the conduct ho exhibited in his
in terview with Mr. Donald Smith and others at the period
of the first rebellion. Mr. McKay says in his evidence:

'I shook hands with Riel, and had a talk with him. I said : 'There
appears to be great excitement here, Mr. Riel.' Heo said 'No ; there ia
no excitement at all. It was simply that the people were trying to
redress their grievances, as they had asked repeatedly for their rights,
and they had decided to make a demonstration.' I told him it was a
very dangerous thing to resort to arma. He said that hlie had been wait-
ing fifteen long years, and that it was time now, as they had waited
patiently, that their rights should be given to them, as the poor half-
breeds had been imposed upon. disputed hie wisdom, a2d advised him1
to adopt different measures. He then accused me of neglecting myJ
people. He said that if it was not for men like me, their grievances1
would have been redressed long ago ; that as no one took any notice ofi
this people, hlie had decided t take the lead in the matter. Heo accusedi
me of having neglected them. I told him it was simply a matter of1
opinion, that I certainly had taken an interest in them ; and that my1
interest in the country was the same as theirs. I had advised them timei
and again, and I had not neglected them. I also said that he hadi
neglected them a long time if he took as deep an interest in them as hei
professed to. He became very excited, and got up and said : 'You do not1
know what we are after ; it is blood-blood we want. It ia a war ofi
extermination. Every one that is against us is to be driven out of thec
country.' He said there were two curses in the country-the Govern-1
ment and the Hudson Bay Company. He turned to me and said I was a1
traiter to his government, and a robber and a scoundrel, a liar and aà
thief, and I do not know what aIl."(

" Q. He used very violent language to you ?-A. Yes; ho finally said
it was blood and the first blood they wanted wa mine. There was
some littie dishes on the table, and ho got hold of a spoon, and said 'You
have no blood, you are a traitor to the country so it la frozen, and the
little blood you have will ho there in five minutes (putting the spoon up
to my face, and pointing to it.) I said 'If you think you are benefiting
your cause by taking my blood, you are quite welcome to it.' He called
is people and a oommittee, and wanted to put me on trial for my life,

and Garnot got up and went to the table with a sheet of paper, and
Gabriel Dumont took a seat on a syrup keg, and Riel called up the
witnesses against me. He said that I waa a liar, and ho told them I had
said all the people lu that section of the country were rising against
them. I said it was not so, it was only the people in this town. He said
that he could prove that I was a liar by Thomas Scott.' Mr. McKay
spoke inb is own defence, while ho was speaking Riel went up stairs, ho
said ho had a committee meeting of importance there to attend, and
when ho came down again Mr. McKay says: ' Riel apologised to me for
what ho had said. He said that ho did not address himself to me
personally, that ho had the greatest respect for me : that it was my
cause ho was speaking against.' He wished to show that ho entertained
great respect for me. He also apologised to the people there in French,
and he said as I was going out that he was very sorry I was against him.
That ho would be glad to have me with them; and that it would not be
too late for me to join them yet. le also said that this was Crozier'a
last opportunity of avoiding bloodshed. That unless ho surrendered
Fort Carieton an attack would be made at twelve o'clock"

Can any one doubt that this describes the languago and
conduct of an insane man ? The suddenness of his passon,
the suddenness with which it subsided, the cruelty and the
capriciousness, are all indicative of insanity. We have
exactly the same characteristies exhibited by Riel at the
time ho took the life of Scott that ho exhibited when he
threatened to take the life of McKay and when ho probably
would have taken bis life had not other parties remor-
strated with him against the course ho was about to pursue.
I refer to the report of Hon. Donald Smith, who refers in
the first place to the case of Capt. Bolton. Riel proposed
to put to death Capt. Bolton, and was with diffi:ulty per.
suaded from carrying out this notion. Mr. Smith goes on
to report :

" He was captured on the 17th. tried by court martial, and con-
demned to ho hot at noon on the following day, but at the intercession
of the Lord Bishop of Rupert's Land, Archdeacon McLean, and, in short,
every influential man among the English, and I have been told also, at
the earnest entreaty of the Catholic clergy, the execution was delayed
till midnight of Saturday, the 19th. Further than this, Riel declared
he could not, would not, yield, except, indeed, Dr. Schultz should be
captured in the meantime, in which case he would be shot instead of
Bolton. Archdeacon McLean had been in close attendance on Capt.
Bolton for twenty-four hours, had administered to him the sacrament,
received his last commanda, and had promied f0obe present with hm at
the last moment, and wben I mot the Archdeacon on my way to 500
Riel, about 8 o'clock on the evening of the 19th, he was deeply affected,
and bad given up all hope. I found with Riel Mr. H. N. Robinson, of
The Nation newapaper, and shortly afterwards Mr. James Rose, Chief
Justice, entered, folowed in a few minutes by Mr. Bannatyne, Post-
master, who had been ordered to bring the key of the mail bag, which
Riel had opened, and examining the letters perused and retained one or
more. Mr. Rosi pleaded for Bolton, but was repulsed in the most cou-
temptuons manner. I had already ben aspeaking to RiAl on the subject
when interrupted by Mr. Rosa' entrance, and now resumed the conver-
sation. Riel was obdurate, and said that the En glish settlers and
Canadians, but more especially the latter, had laughed at and despised
the French half-breeds, believing that they would not dare to take the
life of anyoue, and that, under these circumstances, it would ho impos-
sible to have peace and establish order in the country; an example
muet therefore be made, and ho had firmly res >lved that Bolton'a execu-
tion should ho carried out, bitterly as ho deplored the necessity for
doing @o. I reasoned with him long and earnestly, until at length,
about 10 o'clock, ho yielded, and addressing me, apparently with mach
feeling, said: 'Hitherto I have been deaf to ail entreaties, and in now
granting you this man's life,' or words to that effect, 'may I ask you a
favor?' 'Anything,' I replied, 'that in honor I can do.' He cau-
tinued: 'Canada ias disunited us; will you use your influence to
re-unite us ? You eau do so, and without this it munt b. war-bloody
civil war.' I answered, that as I had said on first coming to the country
I would now repeat, that 'I would give mT whole heart to effect a
peaceable union of the country with Canada ' We want only ourjust
rights as British subjects,' he said, 'and we want the English to juin us
simply to obtain these.' 'Then,' I remarked, 'I shall at once see them
and induce them to go on with the election of delegates for that pur-
pose ;' and ho replied : 'If yon can do this war will be avoided, and
not only the lives but the liberty of aIl the prisoners will hob seured, for
on your success depend the lives of ail the Canadians in the country.'
He immediately proceeded to the prison and intimated to Archdeacon
McLean that lie had been induced by me to spare Oapt. Bolton's life,
and had further prorgised to me that immediately on the meeting of the
Counoil shortly to Le elected, the whole of the prisoners would b.
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released, requesting the Archdeacon at the same time to explain these
circumstances to Capt. Bolton and the other prisoners."

Shortly after this ho made up his mind, it would seem,
without communicating with any of these parties, that ho
would execute Thomas Scott, although ho had promised to
rolease al the prisoners, which would have inclucded Scott,
who was then in confinement.-

" He then said that the conduct of the prisoners was very unsatisfac-
tory, that they were very unruly, insolent to the soldiers, and their
behavior altogether so very bai, that he was afraid the guards might
be forced to retaliate in self-defence. I expressed much surprise at the
infirmation he gave, as the prisoners, without exception, had promised
to Archdeacon McLean and myself, that seeing their helpless condition,
they would endeavor to act so as to avoid giving offence to their guardo,
and we encouraged them to look forward to being speedily released in
fulfilment of the promise made by Mr. Riel. One man, Parker, was
mentioned as having made himself particularly obnoxious by his violent
conduct, but not one word was said on this cccasion regardng Scott, or
the slightest intimation given, that he or any other person had been
condemned to be shot."

And so we find afterwards that Riel decided on taking
Scott's life; we find that efforts were put forward to prevent
the execution of Scott, but ho was nevertheless tried by
mock court mai tial, condemned to death, and shot the next
day. Now, wa have, Mr. Speaker, the same mental charac-
teristics, the same caprice, the same violence exhibited here
that we find exhibited in his interview with the two clergy-
men whose evidence we have bafore us, and before Mr.
Mackay, whose testimony was also given at the trial. I
think it is scarcely possible to come to any other conclusion
than that Riel was insane during the period of the last
rebellion, and that the offence which bas excited the great
bostility against him, which, if ho had been in the full pos-
session of bis sonses, would have deserved the severest
punishment the law could have inflicted, was committed
when ho was in the same mental condition as that in which
ho was when ho led the half-breeds into rebellion on the
Saskatchewan. It is said that this is the second time that
Riel was guilty of treason. Well, I notice that before the
Committee of Inquiry into the causes of the first outbreak
in the North-West the First Minister said:

" The armed reistance was a very aggravated breach of the peace, but
we were anxious to hold and did hold, that under the circumatances of
the, case it did not amount to treason. We were informed that the
insurgents did not desire to throw off allegiance to the Queen, or sever
their country from the Empire, but that their action was in the nature
of an armed resistance to the entry into the country of au offiser, or
officers, sent by the Dominion Government. We desired, therefore, that
it should be considered in the light of an unlawful assembly, although
it might technically be held to come under the statute of treason, and
it was intentieti that that continuons &et, wbatever it might be calloti,
should come under the proclamation ant ho dcondbnee by it.

When the Minister of Justice refers to this as being a second
offence, I confess I hardly know what offence ho alluded to
as the first-whether ho referred to the insurrection which
the First Mnister in 1875 described as "a grave breach of
peace" or whether ho referred to the murder of Thomas
Scott. I have no hesitation in saying that I look upon the
killing of Scott, if Riel were in the full possession of bis
faculties, as a cold-blooded, heartless, cruel murder. It is
impossible to speak of it as a political offence, the rebellion
had not made such progress as to make the counsel of its
leaders a de facto government, and if it was a de facto
government, it would have had no more right to commit
murder in the exercise of authority than a regulary con-
stituted government, and that could give no authority to its
chief officer to take the life of an individual in a wanton,
cruel manner. For that offence I have no apology to offer.
I regard it in precisely the same light as that in which it has
been regarded by the great majority of the people, if it had
been committed by à man in the fall possession of his faculties.
But I think his subeequent confinement in the asylum of
Lower Canada, the testimony of the physicians who had
him in charge in those asylums, the testimony of the experts
who examined him before his trial, and the tesminony Of

Mr. ?sImLs.

those men who saw him in the North-West, show that both
in the first insurrection and in the second, both when ho
took the life of Scott and when ho was seeking to incite the
Indians to rebellion, ho was partially insane; that upon the
subject of religion and politics ho was what is calléd a
megalomaniac, and that being the case, although it might
not be such a degree of insanity as to justify a jury in find-
ing him not guilty, it was such a degree of insanity as to
throw upon the Government the duty to mitigate the pen-
alty to which ho would be subjected by the sentence. 1t is
said that Riel exhibited control of his reason in the stops ho
took to bring about a rebellion; that ho adopted appropri-
ate plans to roduce certain results; that his memory was
retentive; that ho was vindictive; that ho was what is
popularly called a "crank," but not an insane man. These
observations only go to show how erroneons are the notions
that are generally received with regard to insanity, espe-
cially with regard to partial insanity. Doctor Ray, an
alienist of great ability, and with great opportunities of
observation, says:

" The common relactance to attribute insanity to sncb person, arises
prlncipally from the fast that they act from a rational motive, from that
prolifie parent of crime-revenge. That this should be considered in-
compatible with insanity on indicates how imperfect are the prevalent
notions with respect to this isease. It needs bet little observation of
the insane to see that they often aet from rational motives. Strike an
Insane man, and ho will be very likely to strike back. Promise him a
reward for good behavior, and ho will probably endeavor to earn it.
Put him upon hie honor, and h will be hkely to keep bis word. Do him
a grievous wrong, and ho will remember it and retaliate at some distant
day. And when a man has been made insane, osteneibly by insult and
abuse, the disease i not calculated to soften his feelinc towards the
offender, unless it crushes them altogether, or to deter him from inflict-
ing punishment It may be disproportionate and cruel, and therein
consiste the manifestation of disease. Insanity may lead a man to re-
gard hie friends as no botter than his enemies; but it seldom leadu hin
to consider his enemies as friends, and treat them accordingly."

We have but to apply these observations to Riel's conduct
to Captain Boulton, to Mr. Scott and to Mr. McKay, and
we shail seo in it the exhibition of revenge, cruelty and
caprice, such as is here described as a manifestation of
cerebral disease. It is said that Riel planned a rebellion,
and that in carrying out his plan ho exhibited a great deal
of acuteness and ability; but this is not extraordinary,
insane men frequently do so. I need but refer to the well
known case of George III. There are many incidents in his
life, during the poriods of his insanity, totally irreconcilable
with popular notions. I will just cati the attention of the
House to a passage from the life of Lord Eldon, with refer-
ence to an interview ho had on one important occasion
with thé king, during the period of his mental aberration.
le says :

" On applying to the king to obtain his sign manual to several Bills,
he began to read an abtract of the Bills with more of detail than usual,
when the King said, 'My Lord, you are cautious.' Eldon begged it
might be so under existing circumstances. 'Oh,' said the king, 'you
are certainly right in that; but youe should be correct as well as cau-
tions.' Eldon replied that h was not conscious that he was incorrect.
' No,' said he, 'y ,u are not ; for if you will look into the commiesion
you have brougbit me to sign you will see that I there state that I hve
fully considered the Bills proposed to receive my sign manual ; to be
correct, therefore, I should have the Bills to peruse and consider'1 f
stated to him that ho had never had the Bills whilst I had been Chan.
cellor, and that I did not know that he had ever had the Bills. He said
that 'during part of his reign ho had always had them, until Lord
Thurlow had ceased to bring them ; ' and the expression ais Majesty
uset n e 'Lord Thurlow said it was nonsense his giving himselh the
troub le te rend thex.'"

This is a conversation represented as taking place
between the Lord Chancellor and the king daring the
period that the king was insane. Then, further, we are
told that at this time the king professed to be carrying on
conversations with men who had been dead for a long
period of years, and, when questioned, ho insisted that ho
could carry on such conversations. Lord Eldon says:

"It WaS agreed on one occasion that if this malady exhibited itslf
during Counoil, Sir Henry Halford shuld endeavor te recali him frem
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his aberrations. The king began addressing two persons, whom ho
favored in early life, long dead. Sir Henry observed that His Majesty had
forgotten they had both died many years ago. True, said thei ng,
dead to you and the world, but not to me. You forget that I have thé
power of holding intercourse with those whom you call dead. It là vain
for you, so far as I am concerned, to kill your patienta."

So we find that the king, although ho was so far insane as
to believe that he was carrying on conversations with per-
sons who had been dead for many years, was capable, when
spoken to rationally, of carrying on a rational conversation.
We fnd, also, a story told of him by Francis Horner, during
the period of bis insanity. At a concert, the king made
the selection of the music:

" This consisted of allthe dnest passages to be found in Handel,
descriptive of madness and blindness, particularly those la the Opera
of Samson; there was one also up on Madness fromn Love, and the
lamentation of Jephtha upon the loas of his daughter, and it closed
with God save the King, to make sure the application of all that went
before.'

Now, Mr. Speaker, the hallucinations exhibited by Riel
in his diary, are sufficient to show the unsound mental state
of this man. Lot me read for the information of the House
a few extracts from that diary:

" The spirit of God shows me a measure of merchandise. On the
bottom of the measure are written the following words :-'The bowels
of the North.' Oh, my God, grait me for the love of Jesus, of Mary,
of Joseph, and of 8t. John the Baptist, the grace to ionquer the North,
and to be master of all its possessions; give me the bowels of the
North."

Another extract from his dairy says:
I have seen a fdock of dark colored geese. They appeared to be

flying, but in reality were motionlese in the sky. I saw them disperse
as mIto two groups. The leader in frjat, which, with the others appeared
to be yling towards the west, turned suddenly towards the left and
took an easterly direction. Those geese which turned in the light did
not reflect anything lutuinous. They were covered with darkness. Oh,
warriors who fight for bad principles you are like black geese. God
will stop you in your flight. In spite of all, you wili be obîiged to turn
and retrace your course. Hear, listen and obey, and you will come out
of the misfortunes, the reversea, and the diuhonors whic;h threaten to
overwhelm you."
A gain :

" The spirit of God has showed me the place where I shall be
wounded in the highest joint of tue ring finger. He pointed out to me
which joint it was on his own finger. The Spirit said to me: 'I think
that you will be wounded.'I"

Then again, Sir:-
" While I was praying, the Spirit of God showed me, on the south

branch of the Saskatchewan, a small vessel in whieh there were two or
three men, one of whom had a red tongue. They went down the river,
keeping the left bank. At the same time, or a little after, it appeared
to me that the cable at the crossing was broken in two. It appeared
also to me that the police were arriving from Troy."

And so I might read a number of other passages, equally
indicative of the absence of the rational faculties. He says
again.

" I have seen the giant. He comes. He is hideous. le is Goliath. He
has not got to the place he meant to occupy. I see him. He loses his
own body and all his people. There is left to him nothing but the head.
He is not willing to humble himself. He has hi# head out of."

An hon. MEKBER. That is your fool.

Mr. MILLS. No; it is the fool that the hon. gentleman
insists the Government did right in hanging. Now, Sir,
the law with regard to this class of cases is very
simple. The difficulty does not arise with reference to the
want of certainty as to the law, but it arises from ob-
scurity as to the facts. Let me refer to a few cases for the
purpose of showing precisely what the law is as administ-
ered by the court, and how far that law is modified by the
action of the Home Secretary, because in the clase of crimi-
nal cases that are punished capitally we cannot learn the
law precisely from courts of justice. Courts of justice give
that law as it should be applied in extreme cases, in cases
of capital punishment, but we look to the action of the
Uome Department for the purpose of seing how far that

88

law is modified by executive authority. Now, I will read
from the charge of Mr. Justice Leblanc to the jury in the case
of Burrows. He was tried for the act of shooting a man,
and Mr. Warburton, the keeper of a lunatic asylum, was
examined and gave it as his opinion that the prisoner was
insane. The judge, in charging the jury, said:

"It is for you to determine whether the prisoner when hi eommitted
the offence with which he stands charged was or was not capable of
distinguishing right fromn wrong, or whether he was under the dinfuence
of any delusion with respect to the prosecutor which rendered hie mind
at the moment insensible of the nature of the act he was about to commit,
since in that case he would not be legally responsible for his conduct.
On the other band, provided you should be of opinion that when h
committed the offence h. was capable of distinguishing right from wrong
and was not under the influence of such a delusion as disabled him from
distinguishing that ho was doing a wrong set, in that case ho le answer-
able to the justice of his country, and i gnilty in the eye of the law."

A similar charge was made to the jury in the case of Belling.
ham by Chief Justice Mansfield. But there is an earlier
case-that of Hatfleld, who shot at the king in 1800. In
that case Mr. Erskine defended the prisoner, and he laid
down the law in these words :

" When a man is laboring under a delusion, if yo are satisfed that
the delusion existed at the time of the committal of the offence-that
the act was done under its influence, then he cannot be considered as
guilty of any crime."
This trial took place at Bar, in the Court of King's Bench.
All the judges of that court were in attendance. Lord
Kenyon, before the defence was closed, said:

"Mr. Attorney-General, can you call any witnessos to contradict
these faits with regard to the law, as it is laid down there can be no
doubt upon earth ; to be unre, if a man i in a deranged state o mind
at the time he is not criminaliy answerable for hie acte; but the material
part of this case is whether at the very time when the act wau committed
the man's mind was sane."

Lord Chancellor Lyndhurst in discussing this subject in the
House of Lords said:

"Lord Kenyon, and through him, £1 tIthe other judges of the Court
of King's Bench were of opinion that the law as laid down by Mr. Er.-
kine was correct, and that if the man who committed a crime was
insane at the time he oommitted it, that is to say, was laboring under
such disease of the mind as not to know whether h. was doing right or
wrong, in that case he was not a subject for a criminal prosecution. No
departure bas been made from the rle of law thuas laid down at the
three trials. The rule of law so laid down by them was not laid down
when those learned judges wre sitting alone, but when they were sit-
ting in connection with ithe other judges of their respective courts,
whose opinions, of course, muet be taken as having corresponded with
theirs.''

In Oxford's case Lord Chief Justice Denman laid down the
law in precisely the same terms. He consulted Justicos
Patteson and Alderson who were sitting with him and
they concurred with him in a written note as to what was
the law upon the subject, and the note so agreed upon was
read by the chief justice to the jury. Lord Lyndhurst
further says:

" I take It that the la sle distinctly uettled up n the subject. If it be
so the next question for your Lordshipa' consideration is whether there
ls any resson to alter, or I should say auy poesibility of altering the
law. Oan your Lordship say that, if a man, when he commits a crime,
is under the influence of a delusion, and insanity, so as not t aknow
right from wrong, so as not to know what ho is doing-is it possible that
your lordships eau by any legislative provision say, that suc s man
shall be responsible for hiesact, and liable to lose his life for the wrong
he ha unknowingly committed? 1lt is impossible. Your hordships
might pas such a law; you have the power to do so; but when yon
come for the first time to put it into execution, the sense of aIl the eel-
ing of all resonable men would revolt against it, and your Lorduhips
would be obliged to retrace your steps and to repeal the law which you
had passed in a moment of excited feeling, In conseqxence of recent
painfl impressions but which you could not have passed under the in-
nuence of sober and steady reason."

The hon. gentleman said that the law as laid down in
MacNaghton's case, modified the law as it was interpreted
by the courts, but that it was more strictly applied, and
that the rule as mentioned by Mr. Erskine in Hatfield's case,
and by Lord Chief Justice Denman, in that of Oxford, ws
repudiated. It is very difficult to say from the mere
examination of an abstract opinion what the law preoisely
i9, but if we look at the construction put upon the lawt aftr
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the opinions expressed by the judges in MacNaghton's case,
I think we will find that it is exactly the same as before,
that the opinions then delivered did not modify the law, and
did not alter it, that the law as there expressed remains
unchanged, and that where a person is insane and the
insanity causes the act with which he is charged,
though that insanity is not persistent and only partial,
in such case the party is not held responsible. In the
case of the Queen vo. Law, a married woman killed
her husband after an apparent recovery from a disease
which tended to produce insane delusions of the senses,
and which, according to her own account existed at the
time of the homicide. Mr. Justice Erie said these facts were
evidence from which a jury might properly find she was
not in such a state of mind at the time as to know the
nature of or to be accountable for the act. The difficulty
which the judges felt in laying down rules of law in cases
of partial insanity arises from the nature of the disease, and
the views of many scientists upon the subject. Lord Camp-
bell observed, in the discussion by the law lords, that
some doctors earnestly maintained that there was no one
altogether sane, and if every one partially insane was to
be exempt from responsibility, they might find themselves
establishing a rule which would grant immunity to the
most atrocious criminals. Lord Hale in his Pleas of the
Crown says:

"Partial insanity is no excuse ; this is the condition of very many,
especially melancholy persons, who, for the mout part, discover their
defect in excessive fears and griefs, and yet, are not wholly destitute of
the use of reason ; and this partial insanity seems not to excuse them
in the committing of any offence, for it is a matter capital."

Stopping at this point, let me ask who are embraced in this
definition ? Lord C. J. Kenyon was all lis life haunted by
the dread of poverty. The same is true of Lord StowelL
Lord Erskine refused to sit down as one of thirteen at table.
They all fall within this definition of partial insanity. I
had a farm laborer once seized with a severe attack of colie,
h. declared that another of the men had put a spell upon
him. He wrote a prayer and put it in his boot to dissipate
the malign influence of the other man, and he threatened
the other for the wrong done him. Hfe falls within Lord
Hales definition of partial insanity. But Loid Hale goes on
to say:

from the delusion; and those, too, who act from some irresist-
able impulse arising from ihsanity although they may know
the act is forbidden by the law of the land; as to this last pro-
position, however,there may be some doubt.This is the law as
laid down by the courts in the cases which I have mentioned.
There are a large class of cases in which insanity does not
wholly relieve from responsibility. As long as an insane
person may be influenced by the fear of punishment
society may, as a measure of self-protection, subject the par-
tially insane to punishment. The rule to be inferred from
the cases and from the practice of the home office is this :
Where the prisoner's reasoning powers are so depraved as
to make the commission of the particular offence the neces-
sary and natural consequence of the delusion the party he is
relieved from responsibility, but where the act lies outside
of the delusion and its relation to the insanity cannot be
clearly traced, the responsibility continues though it is
diminished by the mental unsoundness of the offender.
Lord Brougham mentions the fact that when defending
Martin, a lunatie, for setting fire to York minster, he learned
of a conversation that took place in a neighboring asylum.
There was a general discussion on the case in the lunatic
asylum, and the lunatics came generally to the conclusion
that a man in such a condition could not be held respon-
sible. There is, no doubt, a certain sense of responsibility,
and in many cases lunatics can be controlled by fear.
There are such instittotions as Government lunatic asylums,
and it is evident that lunatics are not wholly beyond the
control and influence of the law. But you do not apply to
the man whose reason is affected the same degree of
responsibility you do to one who is in full possession of
all his faculties. That is the precise point in this case. I am
not arguing that this man ought to have been acquitted. I
say that, in all probability, I would not have agreed with the
jury and would have been disposed to find that the act
grew so far out of the insane delusions that the prisoner
ouglit to be acquitted. The whole evidence showed there
was an insane element in the man's mind. Assuming that
conviction was right, that the jury found the proper
verdict, I contend that he was not a proper party against
whom to apply the extreme penalty of the law as in the
case of a man without any such delusions or insane impres-
sions. That is a well-recognised rule which has been laid

"It is very difficult to determine the indivisible lins that divides down and followed in English cases. Now, we admit that
perfect and imperfect insanity ; but it must rest upon circumstances the law should exercise this control over such parties thatduly to be weighed and considered both by judge andj ury lest upon the
one side there be a kind of inhumanity towards the defects of human the interests of society require that there should be
nature, or on the other side too great an indulgence given to great restraint, but we deny altogether that this gives to the
crimes." Government the right to enforce the extreme penalty of the
The House will see that difficulty arises in consequence of law against a person in such a mental condition. I quote
the obscurity of the facts-on account of the difficulty of a passage from Wharton's work:
classifying and defining them. You might as weil try to "I It has already been abundantly shown that there are conditions of
mark the line which separates day from nght as to draw mind in which actual insanity cannot be said to have set in but in which
the lin. which separates sanity fron insanity. There is a there are insane predispositions tending to either undue mental exalta-
broad field in which the light of reason and the darkness of tion or undue mental depression. A psychical condition, inherited, it
insauity combine. They are s3trangely and mysteriousîy may be, or the result of some physical cause, makes the patient incap-

able when excited of due deliberation renders it difficult for him to cool,
mingled. When a partially insane man commits a crime or disturbs his mind when it cornes to act on the question of intent.
for which he e put upon his trial, the court and the jury Such a man, for instance, in an excitement which this psycical state
have often a moet difficuit task te artorn. It j net makesfarmore intense and protracted than it would be among persons

of ordinary mental health, kills another. I he to be acquitted? Oer-
easy for them to draw the line by which responsibility is to tainly not; tor he cannot, on any sound principles, psychological or
be measured. Lord Lyndhurst in the trial of Offord told legal, be declared insane. Io he to be convicted of murder in the first de-
the jury that the might acquit the prisoner on the ground gree, ani hung? This, were the defendant a person of healthy and nor-

t y ey gepheg mal temperament, would be perhaps the natural sequence of the trial,
of insanity if he did net know when he committed the act, should it appear that the homicide was deliberately executed But, sup-
what the effect of it was with reference to the crime of pose the case eof a man who, from insane predisposition, instead of cool-
murder. The examination of this case shows that the point ing down after the first flush of hot blood, falls into a state of morbid
LordeLynThet ecmide a s ofthat auemahow thouneroanexcitement, continuing and perhaps growing for weeks. le such a man
Lord Lyndhurst decided was that a man Who, under anI to be judged, as to a homicide committed during such excitement, by
insane delusion, shoota another is not responsible when the the same raies as apply to a person whose passions have had time to
shooting ls the produot of the delusion. This principle subside? lu other words, are cooling time, and intent and premedita-

tion, to be gauged by the capacity of the ideal rational man, or that of a
js practically recognisedin the acquittal of Offord, Jheperson under trial? Th2at the latter view should be taken-that we
parties who, according to the decision of the courts and the should determine these questions according to the capacity the defen-
Home Officer are exempt froin reaponsibility, are those dant himself, has been already been incidentally ar ued and may be

h confirmed by many analogies of penal jurisprudence.lnths way do weWho are generally insane ; those Who are partially insane, judge those conceptions of danger which justify a party in resorting t10and not under an insane delusion, so that the crime emanateviolent means of self defence, o."
Mr, MULm,
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Now, we recognise that rule in ordinary cases. A man who
has received great provocation, and who in a towering
passion strikes another or takes his life, is not judged guilty
morally in the same degree as the man who lies in wait for
another and with malice aforethought takes his life. The
law mitigates the punishment. We do not always in our
Acte of Parliament, classify offences and guard against
extreme penalties that the law awards, and make
these distinctions which are well settled and recognised,
but in the administration of the law the Executive
Government does modify and apply the law as it is
intended it should be applied in such cases. Now, the
very same reason which makes a distinction such as I have
described, makes a distinction between the man who is in
full possession of his faculties and the man who is partialiy
insane. The question is, was Riel in the full possession of
his faculties, or partially insane. Let us look at the
evidence, look at the fact that ho believed ho was inspired;
look at his diary, hie communication with the parties, the
acts which ho did, the testimony of the experts and of the
clergymen who had every opportunity of judging his mental
condition, and it is impossible to come to the conclusion that
ho was in full possession of bis faculties. Are you then going
to apply to him a rule of law which can only justly ho applied
to the man whose mind is healthy and vigorous and not
subject to the morbid illusions and the hallucinations which
were manifested in his case? This rule has been well settled
in England by the practice in the Home Office. We do not
look simply at the decisions of the courta. We look to see
what the Secretary of State for the Home Department does
in giving effect to the decisions of the courts. The exorcise
of the power of pardon whether exercised to its fullest
extent or only partially, is exercised acrording to certain
judicial principles which have become part of the settled
administration of justice, and they should be applied in
every case. There is no reason for applying one rule to
one criminal and a wholly different ·rule to another
criminal under exactly the same circumstances.
Let me refer to the case of Christina Edmunds, who was
tried in 1872 before Baron Martin, for the murder of a
little boy named Barker. The uncle of the boy had bought
some chocolate drops from a confectioner named Maynard,
which the boy ate and died a few hours afterward. Upon
a post mortem strychnine enough was found in the boy's
stomach to have killed an adult. It appeared that the
prisoner had bought from a chemist on various pleas, and
once under a false name, a considerale quantity of strych-
nine. She sent a boy whom she met in the streets to buy
chocolate drops at Maynard's, she said they were too large,
and returned them. The court held that she introduced
into the shop the poisoned sweets by which young Barker
was killed. It appeared that she had frequently sent boys
to other shops for candies, that the children who had eaten
them had been taken sick, that the symptoms were like
those produced by strychnine. It appeared that she had
fallen violently in love with Dr. Beard; that she had given
Mrs. Beard chocolate creams which caused sickness ; that
to divert attention from herself, she sought to fasten sus-
picion on Maynard, by introducing poisoned candies into
hie shop. The plea of insanity was advanced, it was proven
on the trial that her father died a maniac in an asylum ;
that her brother was an epileptie idiot; that her sister
labored under hysteria and attempted to commit suicide;
that her mother's father died an imbecile from paralysis at
forty-three; that she herself had many years before suffered
from hysteria and paralysis. Dr. Maudsley cave as his opinion
that she was quite incapable of judging etween right and
wrong in the same sense that other people would. Dr.
Robertson said that her intellect seemed clear from any
delusion, but that her moral sense was deficient, as in the
descendante of insane persons. Baron Martin said that if
the defendant was under a delusion which made the poifon.

ing seem right to her, she was entitled to acquittal on the
ground of insanity; if not, she should be convioted. She
poisoned, it is said, when she could do so with impunity.
S he controlled herself when sho could not. The experts
examined admitted that they had not a sufficient oppor-
tunity te judge of ber case, and Baron Martin united with
the jury in recommending the reconsideration of the ques-
tion by the Home Sccretary. The London Lancet said
that ber crime had a motive, that her conduct was directed
with infernal cunning towards ber end, but that is net in
the least inconsistent with the worst forms of madnes.
The Lancet continues:

"We do not hesitate to say that had Ohristina Edimunda been
hanged, ajudicial murder would have been committed."

Sir William Gull and Dr. Orange were appointed te examine
into her case. They reported ber insane, and ber sentence
was commuted to imprisonment at Broadmoor Asylum
as a criminal lunatie. Another case that I may men-
tion is that of Townley. He was tried before Baron
Martin in 1868. Townley was engaged to a young
lady. Both were respectable. Twice the engagement
was broken off. She became engaged to another.
He solicited an interview, at the close of which ho
killed her with a pen-knife. He gave notice of what ho
had done, assisted in rendering the necessary attentions,
and made no effort te escape. It was shown that ho was of
an amiable disposition, though excitable and peculiar; that
many of his relatives were insane. His own account of
the transaction was that ho had endeavored te obtain from
ber the name of bis rival; that she refased te give it; that
ho kept down bis feelings as well as ho conld, and that ho
did net remember anything at the last. He admitted the
act was murder, and that ho would be hanged, but ho main-
tained he was happier for having done it. He said she had
deceived him, and that the woman who deceives him must
die-that having been engaged te him, she was bis
prerty. is statements seemed free from delusion, but
his expressions were full of that peculiar extravagance of
sentiment that is sometimes marked in the insane. IHe
seemed quite insensible as to moral distinctions. Sir
George Grey was Home Secretary, and Baron Martin
solicited his attention te the case. Three members of the
Board of Lunacy were appointed te examine him, and
they reported that his notions were extravagant; that his
moral sense was perverted, and that the hereditary taint of
insanity proved at the trial, induced them te bold that he
could not be considered of sound mind. He was sent te
Bethlehem Hospital. A protest signed by forty magistrates,
was sent te the Secretary of State, who immediately appoint-
ed another commission consisting of four pbysicians, two of
whom were superintendents of hospitals for the insane,
and the other two had previously been physicians to
cbancery lunatics.- They reported him to be of sound
mind, and upon this report ho was taken from the hospital,
aid sentenced te penal servitude for life in Australia.
Townley deoided the question himself ; ho destroyed his
own life by leaping from one of the galleries of the prison
te the floor below. I may refer te an American case, the
case of John Bilman, who had been sent te the Eastern
Penitentiary at Pennsylvania for horse-etealing, who mur-
dered his keeper under circumetances of very great bru-
tality, and who was so cunning as te avert aIl suspicion as
to his intention and almost te conceal hie fight. He hung
a noose on the outside of a small window in the door of the
cell. He induced hie keeper te look in at something on
the floor close te the door; te do this the keeper had te put
hie bead entirely through, the noose was then drawn and
but for an accident, ho would have been suffocated by Bil-
man. A few days after ho inveigled the keeper into his
cell under the pretence that ho was sick, and then killed
him by striking him on the head with a pieceof wash-
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board. He undressed the keeper and put on hie clothes,
put the keeper in hie bed, traveraed the corridor with
an unconcerned air, addressed the gatekeeper care-
les3sly, and sauntered out into the street. He was soon
caught, but hie insanity was so indisputable that
the prosecuting authorities after a careful and skilful exami-
nation, concurred in an acquittal on the ground of insanity.
He was returned to confinement, and afterwards in a com-
municative mood admitted that ho had several years before,
murdered hie own father, under circumtances which ho
detailed with great minutenes. Inquiries were instituted,
and it was found that ho had told the truth. The father
had been found strangled in hie bed. The son had been
arrested, but ho had fied for many miles on horseback, and
climbed into a chamber window, so that hoesucceeded in
proving an alibi. He had a keen sense of guilt, a keen
appreciation of the consequence of exposure, and took ail
the nocessary stops to avoid conviction that could have
been taken by one in full possession of hie senses. It is a
well settled rule in law that predisposition to insanity-
much more where there is actual insanity - lowers the grade
of guilt, although it may not entirely relieve from reepon.
sibility it does mitigate the enormity of the offence.
I may mention one case that may not be without interest
in this discussion. Three years ago one Rowlans was
tried in the county of Kent, and sentenoed to death for the
murder of hie wife. He had, I believe, threatened her life.
One day ho seized hie gun and shot her. He had usually
been peaceable. He was sober, industrious, and apart from
this act, bore a good character. He talked rationally.
Attended to hie businees properly. I am not aware whether
the plea of insanity was raised upon hie trial or not; my
impression is that it was. He was, however, found guilty,
and sentenced to be executed. Tbe Rev. Mr. Williams
interceded on hie behalf ; but I am informed without success.
The member for Kent was pressed to use hie influence with
the Government. i did so, end was sucessfalin securing
the commutation of the sentence into imprisonment for life.
The impression prevailed that Rowlane was insane; but
this impression was due, so far as the public were con-
cerned, on account of the man's good character. I don't
know that the Government issued a commission. I
don't know whether any experts were directed to visit
the prisoner and report. I don't know upon what
ground the order for commutation was based, or whether
there was anything beyond this more recommendation to
mercy, but I know no rule that could be applied to that
case that would not apply to this. The hon. member for
Provencher, the old friend and associate of Louis Riel, bas,
during this discussion, pronounoed a eulogy upon somo
other members of the Riel family. Why I do not very
well know. It may be that ho thinks it will beo some satis-
faction to them, while ho quite approves of the execution of
hie old friend. Whatever else ho mayflnd fault with, ho
heartily approves of is. Like Tom Moore's Publie Man,
ho is resolved not to allow himself to be influenced by the
memory of old friendship. Mr. Moore's Statesman says:

"I am proud to declare I have no predilections.
My heart is a sieve where some scattered affections
Are just daneed about for a moment or two,
And the fner they are, the more sure to go through"

It may be well not to allow private friendships to weigh
against the interests of the State. Mr. Time, in hie Aneo-
dotes of the Bench and Bar of Scotland, tells the story of a
Scotch judge who played chose aIl night with a man whom
he, the next day, sentenced to deatb, with the observation:
Well, friend Peter, I have checkmated you this time. I am
sure, however, that many of those who listened to the
speechofthe hou. member for Provencher on both sides of
the House, would have preferred that it had not been made.
There are many in this House who think Riel was in the
fa 'nof hiaJ ultie. and was fully responsible for
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his actions, and they may very properly come to the
defence of the Goverurnment; but is the hon. member for
Provencher one of these ? Does he say that Riel was not
insane ? Does he think him the base mercenary man that
he has been depicted ? Perhaps the hon. member may be
of opinion that the gallows of Regina bas its advantages.
Charles Dickens once observed to a friend "that there was
no position in life, however disagreeable, that ie without its
compensating advantages." "What advantage," asked bis
friend, "had the gallows at the old Bailey to the two men
who were hanged there yesterday ?" "Let me," said
Dickens, "relate to you an incident of what there happened.
The prisoners were standing on the platform. The
execution was about to take place when a great com-
motion was observed in the vast orowd of speotators.
An enraged bullock bad broken away from some butchers'
boys, and madly rushed in among the people, when one of
the culprits exclaimed to the other: 'I say Jack what
lucky dogs we are not to be in that crowd."' If the ghost
of Riel could re-visit the glimpeos of the moon it might
fittingly say to the hon. member: "If it had been an enemy
that reproached me then I could have borne it, but it is
through my companion, my protégé and friend." The
Ministry have a power much broader than pertains to any
court. It eau consider and make allowance for all those
acts and circumstances, which, in the judgment of mankind,
excuse acts which the bald propositions of law condomn.
Ministers have admitted of no mitigating circumstances
arising from negligence, delay or abuse of authority. Lunacy
ought to have had some weight. It is the law that it should
have weight. It did not. In voting for the motion I am
voting to uphold the law and to affirm as applicable to this
case, the same rule that governs in others of a like character.

Mr. ORTON moved the adjournment of the debate.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I move the adjourument of
the House, but before doing so, I would ask hon. gentlemen
on the other side whether we eau come to some understand-
ing about closing this debate to-morrow or the next day ?

Mr. BLAKE. As far as I am concerned, I would be glad
to see it closed the next day and still more glad to-morrow.
In the peculiar position in which the debate stands, I eau-
not make any promise, but will do anything in my power
to facilitate the early closing of the debate.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It je only fair on both
sides that we should know about the time when the debate
will close, so that our friends may be in their places. By
what bas been told me on both sides, we must expect a few
more speeches, and perhaps hon. gentleman will be satisfied
if we come to an agreement to close the debate Wednesday
night.

Mr. BLAK. You think it impossible to get through to-
morrow.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I do not think we can, but
we might finish up on Wednesday night.

Mr. HESSON. I would suggest that as the debate will
in all probability close on Wednesday night, and Thursday
being a holiday, we should adjourn on Wednesday night
until the following Monday. It seems unfortunate to keep
so many members hore when we might adjourn over from
Wednesday until Monday. If the debate was closed on
Wednesday night or Thureday morning, members might
go home and come back on Monday.

Sir HECTOR L&NGEVIN. I am not in a position to
give an opinion on the part of the Government this evening,
but perhaps to-morrow, whon tue Houas meets, we may be
able to take the sonse of t.he ouse on the subjeot.
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Mr. BLAKR. I think, if there is any notion of that kind,

it should be communicated not later than 3 o'clock to-mor-
row so that members might be notified. The question is
what atttendance we would be likely to have on the single
Friday, and what business we would have before us. I do
not know whether Notices would come up on that day.

Kr. SPEAKER. It is a Government day.

Motion agreed to; and the Bouse adjourned at 12:45 a.m.
(Tuesday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TUSDAr, 23rd Marcb, 1886.

The SPimm took the Chair at Three o'clook.

PIAIRas.

FIRST READlNGS.

Bill (No. 6 L) respeeting the Canadian Copper Company.
-(Mr. White, Hastinga.)

Bill (No. 62) respecting the Anglo-American Iron Com-
pany.-(Mr. White, Hastings.)

Bill (No. 63) to incorporate the Rock Lake, Souris and
Brandon Railway Company.-(Kr. Small.)

PRIVILEGE-EXECUTION OF LOUIS RIEL.

Mr. CURRAN. Mr. Speaker: As a question ofprivilege,
I beg to be allowed to draw the attention of this honor-
able Bouse to an item in the Evening Journal of yesterday,
the 22nd instant, to the following effect:-

"It appears," says the Ottawa correspondent ot the Globe, "that
Mgr. Taché wrote to Mr. (urran, M. P., regarding the accusations
brought againat him in the louse by the latter. The words alleged to
have been made use of were to the efect thatthe Archbishop had written
thinge that he would not dare utter under oath. His Grace, o the
story goes, exacted a retraction from the member for Montreal Centre."
M y reference to His Grace the Archbishop is thbu reported
in Ransard, which must have been easy of access to the
Globe correspondent. Speaking of Riel's insanity I said:

so1
r

published in his admirable letter on the late troubles in
the North-West, it could not have bonefto Riel in law; that
is what I meant to convey in the paragraph quoted and that
Ris Grace had not gone to give evidence which ho consid-
ered could not avait. I was mistaken in that respect. His
Grace informed me that I had attributed to him the wrong
motive for his refusal to go to Regina. I requested the
honor of an interview with the Arohbishop in the Library of
Parliament, and having explained my meaning ho very
kindly deoclared himself perfectly satisûed. I propoed thon
and there to make a statement at the opening of this House
on the afternoon of Tuesday last. His Grace thought it
botter that I should not do so, saying that ho desired to
keep his name out of the discussion and the newspapers on
the question. Subsequently I received from His Grace the
following letter:-

''MoNrRsAL, l'Ith Mardh.
"I DA MR. OuRRAN,-I should regret very much that the incident of

Monday ladt should cause yon annoyance. No doubt itpained me when
I hard the appreciation you made of my refusal to go to Regina, but
after ihe explauations you have given me I am convinced you liad no
intention to say anything whatsoever that might be disagreeable to me.
I have no hesitation in affirming that I am eatisfied with your explana-
tion, and I authorise you ta say so to whom you please.

"I remain with consideration,
"Your very devoted servant,

" †tALEX., 0.M.I., Ano. nu ST Bozmiràoà.
" J. J. OumaAx, Esq., M.P."

I shall never forget this act of kindness and condescension
on the part of Ris Grace, which is only another added
to the many ho bas extended to me during the past thirty
years. I solemnly declare that I would rather quit this
Parliament instanter than utter a syllable that could
be construed into the faintest reflection on the acts or
motives of a prelate so distinguished by every virtue, so
deservedly admired, esteemed and beloved.

ADJOURNMENT.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Before the Orders of the
Day are called, I wish to say, in answer to the question
which was put last evening, whether the intention of the
Govern ment was to move the adjournment of the House
from to-morrow evening tilt Monday of next week, my
answer to that question is, that, after considering the mat-
ter, the Government beg to state that they have no objec-
tion should the vote on the question before the House be

" Now the next question comes-was he insane? And, in reading an taken'o- r ' th e d n n until-Mon.
interview with the leading counsel for the defence from the Province of, taken to-morrew night, te have an adjournment until Mon-
Quebec, we have found it stated here that His Grace Archbisnop Tach6 day at three o'clock.
refused to go and give evidence on that occasion Well, it is not for one
in my humble. position to speak of one so exalted as Ris Grace, but I will EXECUTION OF LOUIS RIEL.
say that throughout this country, wherever his name is known, it is
revered and respected, and that not only for his qualities of intellect but
for hie noblenessuand generosity of heart. He i as widely known as any The flouse resumed the adjourned debate on the proposed
man in Canada, and wheu we know that fact, when we know the inter- motion of Mr. Landry (Montmagny): " That this House
est he took in this unfortunate man, when we know that unfortunate fcels it its duty to express its deep regret that the sentence of
man owed everything to him, je it to be suppoeed that Hie Grace would
not have gone tRegina, or even to the furtheet extremity of the art, death passed upon Louis Riel, convicted of high treason, was
if he could have given the testimony that this man did not know right allowed teo ecarried into execution ;" and the motion of
from wroag, that he was insane, that he knew him to be so? We all Sir Hector Langevin: "That this question ho now put."
kno-w that Hie Grace would have gone, not only to Regina, but to the
furthest extremity of the earth, to give evidence for his bitterest enemy Mr. ORTON. Mr. Speaker: It is not my intention to
if that evidence could have been of any beneît to him." ask the attention of the fouse at any length on the present

Sir, I brought no accusation at all. I did not say what the occasion. The question under discussion bas been so
Globe correspondent says it is alleged I did, and the allega- thoroughly argued that 1 feel it would be useless to attempt
tion about a retraction is, therefore, without foundation. j t give my views at any length. The speech we had last
was discussing the insanity phase of the question under night !y the Minister of Justice so thoroughly disposed of
consideration. The name of the Archbishop had been the arguments advanced by the Opposition against the
mentioned by a former speaker in connection with the course pursued by the Government in carying out the
refusal of Ris Grace to go to the trial at Regina. The sentence passed on that unfortunate man Riel, that I feel
thought never entered my mind, much less did I say, as is there is little left for any member on this side of the

falscly alle ged, "that the Archbishop had written things House to say. The question of insarity bas been thoroughly
that he would not dare to utter under oath." My idea of the discassed. It had been ny intention to have dealt at some
law of insanity was, and is, that even if Ris Grace had gone to . length with the argument used in the early part of the

Regina andstated on oath there exactly what ho subsequently i debate by the Opposition, namely, that the mismanagement,
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the misrule of the present Government in the North-West
was a reason, an excuse why the sentence of death should
not have been passed on Louis Riel. But the leader of the
Opposition has virtually disposed of that part of the argu-
ment by stating that it could not properly be brought either
under the consideration of the jury or into the discussion
before the House, and that hon. gentleman also intimated
that this question would in a short time receive further
attention from him, that he would ask the attention of the
House to a further consideration of the question at a future
period. Therefore, I shall not deal with that part of the
question, but confine my remarks chiefly to a medital view
of the question, as to whether Louis Riel was so insane as
to render him irresponsible, and that his mental condition
should have constituted a reason why the Government,
instead of carrying out the death sentence, should
have commuted bis sentence either to imprisonment for1
life or confinement in a lunatic asylum. In diseussing1
this question from a medical point of view, it will be
neoessary for me to give a sort of synopsis of what medical1
men usually consider to Le insanity-what is conveyed by1
the term insanity from a medical standpoint. Insanity is1
a disease of the material substance of the brain or the1
nerve centres of the brain, producing a disordered mind.E
lu other words, the medium through which the mind actsi
is out of gear, the machiînery through which it thinks,à
calculates and forms conclusions and judgmente is not in
a healthy condition, and, therefore, those judgments and(
conclusions cannot be those of a sane man. Insanity, in1
short, is a disease of a material part of our nature,i
symptoms of which are often visible to the eye of a
medical man, although not visible to those who bave noti
received a medical education. The other symptoms
which are commonly recognised as insanity are delu.-
sions, hallucinations and illusions. A delusion is a
falso perception of a fact, a false belief in a
fact; an hallucination is a false perception of some
one of the varions senses, the sense of hearing, taste,
smell or feeling, or any other of the senses. An illusion is
a false perception with respect to sight, a false idea of
what an individual may see. He may see, instead of a
cloud passing by, a regiment of soldiers on the march, and
it is a false conveyance of the sense of sight to the brain.
There are other sy mptoms of marked insanity which are
dwelt upon very strongly by some authorities. Dr. Aber.1
orombie says that the loss of the faculty of attention is onee
of the strongest evidences of insanity. Dr. Moore saysa
that the loss of the faculty of volition should ho lookedt
upon as one of the most important symptons of insanity.r
Sir, it is very apparent that in a disease of such an organc
as the brain insanity should vary in form and in degree.t
The sufferer from insanity may ho totally insane-he may, c
in fact, be so insane as to come under that degree of insanityc
which was described by Lord Hale as the form of insanity,1
and the only forn of insanity, which should excuse a crimi-1
nal from punishment on the ground of insanity. In the c
trial of Arnold, an undoubted lunatic, Mr. Justice Tracy i
said : "It is not any kind of frantic humor, or somethingf
unaccountable in a man's actions, that points him out to be E

such a madman as is exempted from punishment; it f
must ho a man that is totally deprived of his 
understanding and memory, and does not know whatr
he is doing more than an infant or wild beat." That, h
Sir, is complote insanity; and so far as Louis Riel is i
conoerned, we may dismiss from all consideration the ques- i
tion of his being totally insane, because it is evident to all R
who have read a report of the trial, to all who have read i
of his actions during the recent rebellion, that h. could t
not be considered totally insane and, therefore, h can bem
only partially insane. The field of partial insanity is a t
very wide one. When we come to consider it we approach
to that field whioh is described by some authoritiesm the
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border land between the sane and the insane, and by
others as the twilight between the light of perfect sanity
and the darkness of total insanity. When we come to the
consideration of insanity under that head, we find that dis-
putes have arisen between lawyers and doctors. The pro.
fession to which I have the honor to belong, take a wider
view of what should ho considered partial insanity than do
the legal fraternity. But, Sir, there is not so wide a dis-
tinction when we consider that medical authorities, and
even such an authority as Dr. Maudsley, who is one of the
most liberal writers on the subject of insanity, believes it
is right that certain forms of insanity should, in the inter-
ests of society, and for the protection of society, be punished
more or less, and therefore the old question arises, at
what stage should a criminal ho punished for the protec-
tion of society, and at what stage should he not be panished
because he is a criminal not perhaps altogether responsible
for his actions? I shall endeavor, Sir, to examine Louis
Riel as a medical man, and try in my way to lay before you
the result of the observations I have made in reference to the
trial of Louis Riel and what I have seen of him, and to give
to the louse what I consider is the only conclusion that can
be arrived at. Sir, with regard to the different tests of in-
sanity, we will come firet to the fact that not one of the
medical man who have examined Louis Riel have been
able to see any symptoms of insanity either in his coun-
tenance, his actions, bis movements, or in the physical
condition of bis body. Bat, Sir, when we come to de-
lusions, we find that this is the only point at which there
is evidenee of insanity. Delusion is an undoubted evidence
of insanity, but it is not always so considered. I will read
what Dr. Maudsley states upon that subject:

1«I do not forget that the lawyers have declared delusions to be the
test of insanity but that is a doctrine which, in common with other
physicians who know anything of insa.nity, I do not hesitate to pro-
nounce erroneous. In the first place, there may be insanity without de-
lusion, ne I have already said ; and in the second place, when delusion
is present its value as a symptom of ineanity may vary much. Some
delusions appear to be little more than unfounded and extreme
suspicion ; jealousy on the part of husband or wife, religious appre-
hensions, the delusions that friends or children are unkind or actually
conopiring to injure the individual, are certainly not by themselves
proofs of insanity, although they may become weighty evidence when
associated with other symptoms of disease which give them their true
interpretation. The absence of delusion will not disprove, nor will the
presence of delusion always prove insanity."

Now, I shall endeavor to show that though Louis Riel
appeared to labor under delusions, there were no other
symptoms of insanity accompanying those delusions, and
that those delusions were of a character that an intelligent
man might utilise for intelligent purposes. When we
come to consider the delusions under which he is supposed
to have suffered, what do we find ? We find that they are
chiefly delusions of a religious character. And under what
circumstances do those delusions first become apparent?
We well know that the first evidence we have of Louis
Riel's delusions on the question of religion was after he
came from the other side at the request of the Metis on the
Saskatchewan, and after ho had made it appear to the peo-
ple of that neighborhood that ho was a devout Catholic, an
observer of all the rights of the Church, that lie had come
from the American side with the blessing of his priest,
that hoe showed every sigIn of reverence and respect to the
religion in which ho had been reared, and that as long as
he could secure the influence of bis clergy, and utilise that
infuence, along with the impression that he could make on
the half-breeds and to carry ont bis purposes, he had no in-
sane delusions. It was not until after he had concluded
n bis own mind that he could take up arms to rebel against
the authorities in this Daminion, that ho became attacked
with religious delusions. It was then, Sir, that he ignored
the authority of is Church, that ho profeesed to be a
prophet and to have visions, and professed to be able to
bretell what was about to occur day after day. :Bu, Sir,
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those delusions were assumed for an intelligent purpose.
ho tried to impress on his followers that he had super-
natural powers-that ho was a great leader and a great
prophet; and he knew well that if ho could-not have the
assistance of his clergy to impress the minds of his follow-
ers, they would soon desert him, unless ho substituted some-
thing for the authority of the clergy; therefore ho set up
to ho a great prophet. He did that with an intelligent de-
sign, which is one strong reason why we should suspect his
delusions to be assumed by him for a purpose. We muet re.
member the character of the people with whom he was act.
ing ; we muet remember that they are descended from the
Indians, and that one of their characteristics is to believe in
ail sorts of supernatural agencies. We have ail read of
their medicine men, who act as prophets and performers of
miracles; and this is one of the most powerful means which
an able and intelligent man can use to impress the half.
breeds and Indians of the North-West with a sense of his
greatness as a leader and a prophet. We must recollect also
that these people were induced to desert their allegiance to
their clergy, and, with the Indian population, were attracted
to Louis Riel, under circumstances which were certainly
most marvellous, and which must force us to the conviction
that they at any rate believed thoroughly in him as a pro-
phot. He virtually succeeded in hie design of inducing
those people to become his faithful followers, by his assump-
tion of religious delusions. I think, Sir, it would be much
easier to believe that there are hon. members of this House
who are subject to delusions, if we believed all, and we are
bound to believe ail, that we have heard during this dis-
cussion. Why, S:r, an bon. member of this House, not
many eveningse ago, got up here and made the statement
that there was not enough evidence at the trial of Louis
Riel to convict a dog. Now, Sir, ho muet have made that
statement believing it to be true ; he must have been labor.
ing under a delusion; and if ho did not state that for some
other purpose-and we muet believe ho did not-we must
believe ho had- an honorable intention ; we muet not be-
lieve that ho made that statement in order to croate a false
impression on this House, but that he believed that act-
ually to be the case. Now, after reading that evidence, and
the judgment delivered, not only by Judge Richardson, but
by the Judges of the Court of Appeal of Manitoba, how is it
possible that a lawyer, thoroughly acquainted with the law,
could make such a statement, if ho really did believe
it, as we muet believe ho did, and be a
sane man ? I maintain that we can show that Louis
Riel had a design. We cannot show that the
hon. member for West Huron (Mr. Cameron) had a design,
bccause it would not be a des;ign such as would be parlia-
mentary; and if we recollect the many statements the hon.
gentleman has made, not only in this House, but outside in
the country, after it has been demonstrated beyond the
possibility of doubt that what ho bas stated for facto are
not facts, we muet believe that they were delusions on the
part of the hon. gentleman, or ho must take the other horn
of the dilemma, that ho makes those statements for a design
and a purpose. I maintain that Louis Riel'a delusions were
assumed for a purpose'-and an object, and that ho succeeded
in that object gives the greater force to that argument;
because we must assume that those who followed him and
took up arms were all insane, or we muet conclude that it
was a very wise and sane movemet on his part, and not at
ail the act of a madman or one who had lost the balance of
his mind. Now, Sir, I will ask you to consider the testi-
luoay of ,he various medical men who attended the trial at
liegina. Two medical men were called by the defence-
Dr. Clark, of Toronto, and Dr. Roy, from Beauport Asylum.
The evidence of Dr. Roy, it has been stated in this House,
as weli as by the Judges of the Court of Appeal in Manitoba,
was such as was not calculated to impress either the jury
ç% the judge wiQ th bolief that he wus statiog is views

in an intelligent manner-at any rate, doubts were felt as
to hie desire to state ail ho even believed. Therefore, I
do not think it necessary to refer much to what ho stated,
but I shall probably refer briefly to hie claim that the pris-
oner labored under a form of megalomania. I wish to cal
ho atte ntion of this House particularly to Dr. Clark's evi-
donce, because it appears to be very strongly in favor of the

tinsanity of Louis Riel. The first important question put
to him was this:

" Q. From what you heard fron the witnuesses here in court, and also
from the examination which you have made of the accused, are you in a
position to form any opinion as to the soundnees or unsoundneus of hie
mind ?-A. Well, assuming the fact that the witnesses told the truth, I
have to assume that . . . and assuming also that the prisoner at the
bar was not a malingerer (that ie English, I believe),then of course there
is no other conclusion that any reasonable man could come to, from my
standpoint, of course, that that man who hold those views and did these
things must certainly b. of insane mind."

In the answer, Dr. Clark has assumed that a prisoner at the
bar was not a malingerer,-that is, ho was not a man who
could designedly act untruthfully. The next question is:

" Do you consider, Doctor, that a person suffering froin such unsound-
ness of mind as you say that this man in suffering from, is capable of
knowing the nature of the acte which they do?-A. Why, the insane
understand, many of them, the nature of the acta which they do, except
in dementia cases, and melancholia, and ses of mania even, they often
know what they do, and can tell me what they did, tell ail about it
afterwards. It is ail nonsense to talk about a man not knowing what
ho is doing, simply because ho is insane."

That is very strong evidence, but upon going further we
come to some weak points:

" Q. Do you think that man was, in the circumstances detailed by
the different witnesses, in a position to be able to say or to be able to
jdge of what ho was doing, as either wrong or contrary to law ?-A.
Well, that is one of the legal metaphysical distinctions in regard to
right aud wrong, and it is a dangerous one, simply because It covera
only part of the truth. I could convince any lawyer, if they will come
to Toronto Asylum, in half an hour, that dozons in that institution know
rigut and wrong, both in abstract and in concrete, and yet are un-
doubtedly insane. The distinction of right and wrong covers part of
the truth. It covers the largest part of the truth, but the large minority
of insane do know right from wrong ; it is one of theose metaphysical
subtilities that practical men in asylums know teho false."

It is well known that the English law to-day is very clear
upon that point, and that a prisoner, in order to escape on
the plea of insanity, muet be proved not to be able to dis-
tinguish between right and wrong. It is very true that in
some cases an enlargement of that rule has been urged by
the judge, and the juries have decided contrary to that defi.
nition. But ail these cases have been those in which there
was other very strong and conclusive evidence of insanity:

"Q. Wa ho in a position to be able toe say at that time, and to aet at
that time, as an ordinary sane man would have doue ?-A. Assuming
the evidence given by the witnesses, ho did not act as a sane man would
have done, for this reason, that no sane man would have imagined that
ho couid come into the Saskatchewan, and that ho could gather around
him such a force as would enable him to become monarch of this coun-
try ; that it could be divided up into seven divisions, giving each to a
different nationality. He was not an ignorant man. ie was not like
an Indian, who nover read a newspaper, and knew nothing of the
country arunnd him. He had travelled; ho had been in Ottawa; ho
had beon in the United States, and ho knew ail about the power of
Britain and the Dominion. And for him to imagine that ho could come
here and raise a few half-breeds in the Saskatchewan and keep up a sus-
cessful warfare, and divide the country into seven divisions, and with
difrerent nationalities, was oertainly not a thing that a man, with ai
ordinary understandiig would ever think ho could succoed In.

Well, in reference to this statement, Riel disposed of it in
his conversation with Captain Young, which has been re.
ferred to before in this House, in which ho said to Captain
Young that he nover had any idea of entering into a con-
test, that h. was not so foolish as to imagine he could wage
war against Canada and Great Britain, but ho hoped by
the first success to compel the Canaaiian Government to
consider the situation or accede to his demands; and
coupled with this we have the evidence that he told Father
André he wanted $100,000iu mone@y or 3000 is i ush,
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or if not that much, as much as hoecould get. I think Dr.
Clark's evidenoe is entirely disposed of on that point, and
that is one of the strongest pieces of evidence urged by
medical experts in favor of his insanity. Let us turn to
the evidence of other medical men, and wh ît do we find ?
We find no hesitation on thoir part. Dr. Wallace, Superin-
tendent of the Asylum of the Insane at Hamilton, was
examined. He gave evidence as follows:-

"Q. What would you say, then,in view of the evidence and your exam-
ination; is ho of sound mmd or is ho not ?-A. I think ho is of sound
mind.

lQ. And know the nature and quality of any offence he would com-
mit ?-A. Very adutely."

On cross-examination afterwarde Dr. Wallace somewhat
modified his answer:

" Q. So that what you now say, Doctor, is purely and simply this, not
that hoeis not insane, but that you have not been able to discover any
symptoms of insanity ?-A. That is what I say, I say that I have not
discovered it. It would be presumption for me to say that ho is not
insane,from the opportunities I have had;but, at the same time,my opinion
is pretty fairly fxed in my mind, that e is not insane,"

Then we come to the evidence of Dr. Jukes:
91Q. How long have you known him ?-A. I don't remember the exact

date he was brought to Regina; but, I think, it muet have been between
the 20th and 24th May.

" Q. Since that time how often have you seen him ?-A. I have seen
him almost every day. There have been one or two, or, perhaps,,threa
days that I have missed seeing him, owing to pressure of other business,
other work at that time, but I have seen him uniformly every day.

"Q. Then you had an opportunity, I suppose, of observing his mental
condition ?-I would speakto him on every occasion in passing him,
and ho has generally acquainted me with what ho eonceived to be his
wants and necessities. And I would examine into the condition of his
physical and general health, and ascertain how bis diet was agreeing
with aim and things of that kind such as come under my special duty.
And occasionaily hc would speak to me on other matters, occasionaliy
he would delay me and speak to me on other subjects.

"Q. Then, have you formed an opinion as to his mental state? Iam
speaking now of his insanity, sanity or insanity ?-&. I have nover
seen anything during my intercouise with Mr. Riel, to leave an im-
pression on my mmd that he.,was insane.

"Q. I suppose you havé had your attention directed to that part of
hie character,more or less; I mean to his mental condition, more or legs?
-A. No, I have never seen anything to make me question his mental
condition, and therefore I have nover led the conversation, under any
circumstances, to draw out any possible insane notion."

Now, I wish to direct the attention of the House to the im-
portance of this evidence ot Dr. Jukes, who was in daily
communication with Riel from the time of his imprison.
ment at Regina, about the 24th May, I think, to the time
of his execution. At the time of his trial and for nany
months afterwards ho saw Louis Riel daily. Now, I ven-
ture to say as a medical man, that it is almost impossible
for an acute medical observer such as Dr. Jukes to miss
observing some symptome of insanity during that length of
time. I say it is almost an utter impossibility for an insane
man to conceal or such a length of time his insanity-four
months, I think, or very nearly, we se Dr. Jukes reiterat-
ing his opinion after the trial and after the prisoner was
sentenced. I think too much importance cannot be attached
to his evidence, because it showi that the prisoner was at
every time in thorough possession of his intellect, that ho
had never at any time given thoeslightest evidence to Dr.
Jukes that ho was of unsound mind, and therefore the con-
clusion is, at any rate the tendency to that conclusion is
very strong, that ho was not of unsound mind. In addi-
tion to the evidence of this medical man, I myself had an
opportunity of conversation for somo twenty minutes with
Louis Riel, and I expected to flnd at least that ho was an
undoubted crank; lexpected to find, by his conversation
with me, that ho would demonstrate that ho had some weakl
point in hie mind, and that if not insane would show ho was
a crank, but to my surprise I found ho was acutely intelli
gent, as described by Dr. Wallace; I found him a man o
wondei ful self-possession, of wonderful intellect, capable o
disoussing any question you brought up before him in au
able and intelligent manner, and I came to the conclusion
geia what I saw of Louis Itel duxig that twenty minute@
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that, instead of boing an insane man, he was a man of
remarkable ability and strength of will; so I am con-
strained, after reading the evidence of the various medical
mon, after reading the whole of the evidence given at the
trial, to give it as my opinion as a medical man-not an
expert in the disease of insanity, but one who has had a
practice of twenty-five years, during which I have had to
examine a great many insane people-that Louie Riel was
not insane, but was a man possessed of great ability, capable
of carrying out large schemes, and capable of designing and
successfully carrying out big undertakings under anything
like favorable circumstances. There is one other point to
which I wish to refer in order to show that the action, the
conduct of Louis Riel is easily explained, and that what
appears to be insane delusions are nothing but part and
parcel of his hereditary inclinations. It is true that the
insane tendency may to some extent behereditary; it is said
by some, indeed, that there is a destiny made for every man
more or less, by hie ancestors. On this point Mr.Chesterton
says:

" The sad realities which I have contemplated compel me to aver that
nine-tenths of habitual depredators have no demire to fortake their
guilty course. They love the vices in which they have revelled. 'Lord,1
how I do love thieving I If I had thousands, I would still be a thief,'
exclaimed a youthful thief."

It is said by many pathological observer. that the convolu-
tions of the brai run into one another, and other remark-
able pathological conditions exist in the brains of noted
criminals. Dr. Osler, formerly of Montreal, Made some
very interesting observations relative to this point, upon
the examination of the brains of criminals which ho man-
aged to obtain for dissection. But, Mr. Speaker, because
thieving, murdering and other vices are the inclinationcf

the physical natures of those who indulge in such wicked-
ness, which makes the evil good and the good ovil to them,
are we, therefore, to abandon the punish ment of those vices ?
Would it not be a peritous thing to society? Every mur-
derer might with much force be proved insane, in the sense
that he was impolled to the crime by the inclination of his
nature and could not help it. But could society permit
every murderer to go unpunished ? Plato, Hippocrates, and
other eminent philosophers and medical scientiets, from
their day to the present, have maintained that there was no
vice but was the fruit of madness. Maudsley, who is the
most liberal of ail medical writers on insanity, who widens
the field of insanity to a greater extent, perhape, than
almost any other medical jurist, says :

"If we are satisfied that our prison system is the best that eau be de-
vised for crime, we may rest satisfied that it is the but treatment for
that sort of insanity from which criminais of that sort sufrer."

It is not, Sir, in any spirit of angry retaliation that penal
measures are enacted and judicial punishment infliotacd, but
for the protection of society ; and I wish, after reading
those views and a synopsis taken from high medical author-
ities on the subjeet, to ask what else could we expect from
Louis Riel ? When we remember that hoeis descended fron
the Indian race, we must conclude that all the peculiarities
and weaknosses of the Indian race are, more or les, part
and parcel of his constitution; but is that any reason why,
when he commite a crime against society, he should not
be punishod? The object of punishment is to doter people
from crime, and I would like to know what effect the al-
lowing of Louis Riel to go unpunished would have had
upon the Indian population ? I wish also to point out
another fact, that by hereditary predisposition Louis Riel
was inclined to disregard all legalised authority.

- Why, Sir, we know for a faot that the father of Louis Riel,
f in d49, headed the Ketis in defying the authority of the
f Hudson Bay Company, and released a prisoner ont of jail by
a force. We find that Louis Riel, by hie very nature, was
, calculated to carry on the sort of struggle which ho entered
, into, apparntly with rocklesuneus. Thon we have to remem-
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ber that the Metis population in the North-West had, for
years and years, opposed the constituted authority. They
had always a desire to roam on the prairies, and to be
engaged in ail sorts of enterprises of such a character as the
Indian population indulged in. They were opposed to any-
thing like civilisation, to anything like order; and in these
circumstances we could not expect anything else but that
Louis Riel, though he was an educated man, should, to a
greater or less extent, have, in his very constitution, a ton-
dency to that class of life which resulted in hie rising in
rebellion against the constituted authority of this Dominion.
When we read hie speech we fiad that hie arguments are
clear and logical, and he gives reasons that, to hie mind,
appear very strong that he had a right to fight against the
authority of this Dominion. lie referred in his speech,
which I consider is a very able speech, to the fact of his
having had a provisional government in 1870, that delegates
waited from that governmeat upon this Government, and that
certain conditions had not been carried out. He claimed that
the granting of 1,400,000 acres of land, one-seventh of all
the land in the Province of Manitoba, was in fulfilment of an
engagement on the part of the Government of Canada; that
the half breed population were entitled to one-seventh of the
land, and that they also had a right to one-seventh of the
land in the North-West Territories. He was not satisfied
with the 240 acres of land for each half-breed man, woman
and child, but he wanted a larger portion of the territory,
and fought to gain it, but failing in that he expected to get
a sum of money. Sir, it is true that he didnot seriously
expect to succeed, but he did seriously expect to succeed in
obtaining a large sum of money; and as soon as a telegram
was sent from the Department of the Interior to Father
André, before the rebellion broke out, stating that the half.
breed clai me would be immediately settled-it was not until
then that Louis Riel took up arms. And why did ho take
up arms? Was it from some sudden, unseen impulse? No,
Mr. Speaker, but from the fact that ho knew that a settle-
ment would not enrich Louis Riel, and that he would not be
able, in a very short time, to induce the half-breeds to follow
him, and that he would fail in obtaining the sum of money
for which he was struggling. Therefore, i say that his
taking up arms, and hie assumption of insanity,
were ail with a distinct design, with a distinct
object. Fortunately he failed, but he deserves the
punishment that has been meted out to him for hie base
conduct in connection with the rebellion. Sir, I shall refer
for a few moments to the suffering which was entailed upon
the half- breed population of that country, and to what came
under my own observation in reference to the condition of
the half-breeds on the Saskatchewan. There was no appear-
ance of anythîng like distress among the half-breeds of the
Saskatchewan. They ail lived in comfortable homes, as
good homes as the ordinary farmer in the Province of Que.
bec have, good-looking bouses with gardens, and fonces
around thein, having in many of their bouses the evidence
not only of the ordinary comnforts, but luxury--sewing
machines and other acquiaitions of that kind-showing that
the half-breeds had comfortable homes, and had nothing to
complain of. There was nobody disturbing thom in the pos-
session of their lands ; there was never an attempt to dis-
turb a half-breed settler in that district from hie lande. Sir,
not only do I say that, but I have it from the mouths of
half-breeds who were engaged in the rebellion, that they felt
no grievance whatever on that ground. After the capture
of Batoche, an old half-breed who was wounded came under
my care. He died during the night, and on the day
but one after that, when we were on the march
to Prince Albert, his two sons and daughters came
out from a thicket of poplars and drove down, first to se.
the general, and then they asked for the doctor. They had
heard that their father was wounded and was in the bande
of the surgeon of General Middleton's camp. They first
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enquired how he was. Unfortunately I had to tell them
that the poor old man died that night.' Thon, Sir, those
young mon at once broke into tears and exolaimed : "That
wicked man, Louis Riel, brought us to this. Ho has killed
our poor father. We would never have taken up arme had it
not been for his false teachings and his tals advice-his
treacherous advice." They were bitter in their expressions
of animosity towards Louis Riel and hie base conduct. And,
Sir, on several other occasions I had a little conversation
with the half-breeds, and when I asked the question: "Hiad
you really any grievances, any reason to take up arms
against the Government ?" they saidI: "None whatever
that we are aware of, nothing of any importance." "Did
ever anybody attempt to put you off your land ?" "No, no-
body ever attempted to disturb us in the possession of our
land. We never had any reason to complain of that, but
we were induced by the cunningly-devised arguments of
Louis Riel to take up arms bocause we thought we could
get something botter." There is also any amount of evi-
dence to show that a large number of half-breeds up there
were not half-breeds that were entitled, under the Manitoba.
Act, passed in 1879, to receive the 240 acres. One of the
wounded mon was named Jobin, and was also under my
care, and was sent down to Saskatoon. I noticed in a letter
written by C. T. Hubbell, the hospital attendant of the 90th
Battalion, the battalion over which I was surgeon, writes
as follows :-

" I have resided in Manitoba and the North-West for the past ten
years, and, with '0' Company of the 90th, wa in the heat of the en-
gagement at the battle of Fish Creek, where I was rendered unfit for
farther active service, and subeequently removed to the hospital at Sas-
katoon. Âfter the batt.le of Batoclie amongst the wounded brouglit
there were two half-breeds, dangerously se: one, M. Jobin, one of Riel'»
council, and another Manitoba half-breed whose name I have forgotten.
In my capacity as hospital sergeant and night nurse, for six weeks it de-
volved upon me, by orders from the ergeon-Major Roddick, to visit
these men during the night, and I conversed freely with them upon their
conduct in taing up arma against the Government. I said to Jobin,
whom I had known for years : 'What in the world brought you here ?
Surely you have no grievances ? You got your river lot near Winnipeg
and sold it for a large uum, and afterwards the Government gave you a
homestead and pre-emption in southern Manitoba."

That shows the liberality of the Government to the half-
breeds.

" What more do you want? 'BHe replied ' Riel sent for me last fall,
and when I gt here he put me on his council, and at lait forced me to
gight, as he did most of uns and I feel very sorry I was led away by Riel.

Re has ruined us aIl, and I am going to die through him.' Amputation
was deemed necessary, and he subsequently died from exhaustion. This
is only one out of forty I know personally who took up arms that had no
grievances whatever, for, after disposing of their scrip or selling their
lands granted to them in Manitoba, they wentVup to the Saskatchewan to
reside there. Now, I would like to ask if this man Riel deserved any
elemeney from the Crown after eoncocting this unholy rebellion? Let
auyone who could have seen the sad sufferings ofour wounded and
dying volunteers, writhing in their agony, moaning and calling for help
to relieve them trom their sufferings, day after day and night after nigh t,
and ask themslves whether the author of all this deserved mere Let
any of thein, as I did, look upon the dead bodies, ra pp.din their
own gure, of tn of Oanada' nobleons whoshed th. lait drpof blood
(which ituwed se freely a few hours before In their veine) in defence of
their Qneen and country and for the preservation of law and order in
our midst, and say that the villain who was the cause of all this did not
richly deserve hie fate, had they witnessed aIl this. I do not think there
would be now two opinions on the subject, but what will not some peo-
ple who cali themselves politicians du wo satisfy that everlasting appe-
tite for place and honor.'

I can produce other evidence to show that the half-breeds
had no real grievances of which to complain. The Rev.
Father Moulin was wounded and under my care, and in
varions conversations with him I said: "I wonder why
in the world the people rose up in arme. They appear to be
very comfortable." Re said: "Yes, very oomfortable and
very contented until Riel came here and forced them to
take up arme." He said there were only nine mon in the
first instance who with Riel undertook to raise the rebel-
lion, but they went from house to house with revolvers and
rifles and forced the poor Metis to take up armasand join
them in that unholy rebellion. Let me ay a few words
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in reference to the Guiteau trial so far as it may have a
bearing on the insanity of Riel. One of the leading news-
papers, the New York Berald, stated in reference to Guiteau
that when h. was not in conversation his countenance
assumed all the appearance of a man whose mind was
totally destroyed, and we know well that Guiteau during his
trial and previously exhibited more signs of insanity than
ever did Riel. But h was not considered to be insane, but
merely a crank, and I had intended to refer to the distinc-
tion drawn by the medical witnesses at the Riel trial
between a crank and an insane man, but I will
refrain at this late stage. It is certainly my opinion,
after comparing the two cases and reading the evi-
dence, as I said, during the trials of Guiteau and of Riel,
that, at least, Guiteau displayed far more evidences of
insanity than ever Riel did, and yet Guiteau was considered
to be only a crank, and not a man who was irresponsible
for his actions. If it had been admitted that Riel was a
crank there might possibly have been some ground for the
admission; but when we find a man possessing such an
amazing amount of intelligence, such quick perception,
such grasp of mind in connection with only one form of
delusion, we must come to the conclusion that the sentence
of death was properly passed upon him. I desire to call
the attention of the louse to the effect the non-execution
of Riel would have had in the North-West. I know myself
what the feelings of the people are, and those who felt
strongest on the point were not the Orangemen or the
people of Ontario, but the Englishmen who had come from
Great Britain and settled in that territory. I say that
amongst the English population of the North-West
the feeling was more intense than among any other
class that Riel ought, in justice to society, to be
hanged. I listened to the leader of the Opposition
when he addressed the House on this question, and
though, during a labored argument of several hours, he
attempted to prove that Riel was insane, so as to give him-
self an excuse for supporting the motion before the House,
yet I never heard him rse to the consideration of the duty
of the Government towards society and towards the people
at large. I never heard him define what the duty of the
Government is to the people of this country. But I can
assure him that the people of the North-West, the English
and other settiers, though t it was the duty of the Government
to protect them, and if Riel had not been hanged they
would be subject to constant risings by Indians and other
dissatisfied people, and the North-West would become a
very undesirable country to live in. I have no doubt that
had Riel not received the punishment he deserved, those
settlers from the old country would have written to their
friends and sought to deter others from coming and settling
in the North-West. Many would doubtless feel that they
could not leave because they had made investments and
settled there ; but I firmly believe that a large number
already settled would have left the North-West had the
sentence on Riel not been carried out. It is little over
twelve months since the people of this country were dis-
turbed in their quiet dream of repose. They believed we
were living in peace and harmony and there was no possi.
bility, much les probability, of any serions disturbance
amongst any class of the people. English, Irish, Scotch,
French and German live there together in peace, each
admiring the good and amiable qualities of the other,
allowing each other to enjoy their sentiments, whether of a
religious or national character, with the fullest freedom; and
it was a startling surprise, I am sure, to every man in the
Dominion, when the news flrst arrived that a rebellion had
broken out in the North-West. I well remember the attitude
assumed by hon. gentleman opposite. Man after man followed
the leader of the Opposition in urging on the Government
to lose no time and to spare no money in stamping
out that rebellion. The horrors of Indian war were
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felt, as was eloquently described by the leader of the
Opposition the other day to be of such a terrible
character that no effort or expense should be spared
to stamp it out without delay. And, Sir, we all know
that from ocean to ocean our young men arose and
tendered their services to put down that rebellion. We
all know that they undertook to endure hardships that it
was presumed would be equal to any hardships which were
endured even by Napoleon in his campaign in Russia.
They had to traverse over 2,000 miles to reach the seat of
this rebellion, but their bravery never failed them. They
undertook the task, and the only difficulty that the Govern -
ment had was to decide and choose who amongst those who
offered should be selected for the honorable task of defend-
ing their country. You are all familiar with the hardships
they endured during that inclement season of the year,
when the thermometer was 20 degrees below zero-the
hardships they endured during the breaking-up of the
spring, when the cold raine prevailed, and they had to lie
down, night after night, in their wet clothes, and after
marching from early morning to late at night, wet through,
they .had to get up again at 5 o'clock at the bugle sound next
morning. You are familiar with the gallant way in which
that rebellion was put down. Sir, are they to be told to-
day that all their bravery, all their efforts, were ill-timed;
that they were fighting against a just cause, fighting against
a man who the hon. member for Quebec East tried to make
out was a gre hero. The hon. gentleman shakes his head.
Well, Sir, that was certainly my interpretation of bis
remarks-that he would lead us to believe that this man
was at least the equal of William Lyon Mackenzie, the
equal of others who were fighting for constitutional liberty
in this country, and that his cause was a right one. Are
they to be told that instead of going to fight the rebels
they should have come here and fought those who
occupy the Treasury benches ? I think when hon. gentle-
men go before the electors of this country they will
find that their views are not endorsed by the
people throughout the length and breadth of this
land. Are the people of Canada, who welcomed
back the volunteers, who gave all honor to them
and paid every respect to the honored dead who were left
on the plains of the far West, who did everything they
possibly could in a generous manner to show their appre-
ciation of the services of Canada's sons, who had by their
bravery shown that in this land of ours, on this side of the
Atlantic, the old prowess and bravery of the British race are
perpetuated-are they to be told that their cause was a
wrong one, and that they were not fighting in a good and
proper cause ; that the fact of it is that Louis Riel, who rose
there and headed the Metis was fighting for constitutional
liberty? Why, Sir, we well know that, so far as this Gov-
ernment was concerned, they did everything a Government
could do to give all the liberty to the people of that country
that was desirable. The Government that preceded the
present Administration refused to give any rights to the
Metis of the North-West; and one of the first acts
of the present Government, when they came into
office, was to enact a law which gave completely and
thoroughly their rights to the Metis of the North-
West Territories. Sir, they had not only done so,
but on every occasion they displayed a most tender desire
to do everthing to advance the best interests of the half-
breeds and other people of the North-West. Correspond-
ence after correspondence had taken place with the clergy
and other infiuential men in reference to the best way of
giving to the Metis the rights they had accorded to them
by Act of Parliament. -It was well known that the half-
breeda of the Province of Manitoba lost their lands-lost in
a very foolish- manner the benefit of the 240 acres which
was given to every man, woman and child. They bartered
it away for triffing sums, and were left poorer than before;
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and it was in the interests of the àfetis that the Govern-
ment desired to consider the matter carefully and give
every possible attention to having the distribution of land
made in such way as would do the Metis the greatest
amount of good. I shall not weary the House any
longer on the present occasion, but shall conclude in stating
it is my intention to vote against the motion of the hon.
member for Montmagny (Mr. Landry).

Mr. CASGRAIN. I shall trespass upon the indulgence of
the House for only a very few moments. I understand that
the House is getting weary of this long discussion, and I
promise that my speech shall not be a long one. First of all,
I may remark that we were taken a little by surprise on
finding the hon member for Montmagny (Mr. Landry) pre-
sorting this motion to the House as coming from himself.
We thought very naturally that, after consulting with that
sido of the fouse, ho made this motion with the connivance
of the Government, but we have the assurance of the
Minister of Justice yesterday that such was not the case,
and of course we have to take his word. But at the same
time, I do not hesitate to say that I always maintained a
certain suspicion as to the sincerity of the hon. member for
Montmagny, as to the purport and effect of his motion,
because, after the event of the 16th November, ho took a
strong and active part against the Government in this mat-
ter. But it happened that sometime afterwards ho changed
his mind, and if he is sincere in the motion which ho is now
making, it is most likely he will have to continue in the same
course afterwards and carry the war into Africa. But since
ho has changed his opidion once already, it may be that he
will change in it again afterwards. In order that what I
say may be credited, I may state that I received the day
before yesterday a statement in the form of a declaration
from a person named Eugène Bernier, in the county of
Montmagny, who says the hon. gentleman entertained
views entirely different from those ho presented to the
louse. This declaration is as follows :-

" 1, Eugène Bernier, trader, of the township of Montminy, in the
county of Montmagny, do solemnly declare that on Sunday, the seventh
day of February last, immediately after grand mass, Mr. Philippe Landry,
member of Parliament for this county of Montmagny, addressed the
electors of this parish and among other things said : That Louis Riel had
a fair trial; that thesaid Louis Riel wasamean*man ; thathe defied the
curé of the parish and ail the clergy to say the contrary; that Riel had
deserved his fate, and that the Government did right in hanging him ;
that he (Landry) would support the Government, and that only a few
individuals, through ambition or otherwise, would oppose the Govern-
ment; that the half-breeds had no reason to rebel. Not approving the
words of Mir. Landry, and knowing that he had stated the contrary, or
nearly the contrary, in a speech which ho had delivered in the town ot
Montmagny, I left the meeting through disgust, and I did not hear the
rest of his speech, but I have been told that ho spoke about the new
electoral bill. I may also add that Mr. Landry also declared that the
Government was not an Orange Government, that the Orangemen had
had nothing to do with the execution of Riel. And I make this solemn
declaration, by virtue of the Act 37 Victoria, intituled : '1An Act for the
suppression of voluntary and extra-judicial oaths,' and I have signed.

tgEUiGÈNK BgpNrKR.
"Taken and acknowledged before me, at 1

Montmagny, this 19th day of March, 1886. J
"FY. X. GENDIaB, J.?."

I suppose the hon. gentleman, if ho is sincere in bis motion,
will hereafter persevere in the position ho bas taken. Now,
to come to the motion itsolf, I shall in a very few words
endeavor to express my opinion. Firet of all, as to the
rebellion, I will not say that it would be at all justifiable in
law. I will not say that the Metis could be justified in
taking up arme to redress their grievances under the cir-
cumstances, though their grievances were certainly numer-
ous and very heavy. I was surprised to hear the hon.
member for Kent, N. B. (Mr. Landry), say, the other day,
that these Metis had no grievances at all. It is hardly
to be supposed that they would have taken up arme for
nothing. It is hardly to be supposed, after having had
restored the titles of their lands, and after some 2,000 grants

had been conceded to them, that they had no grievances
whatever. The press at large bas admitted that these Metis
had grievances, and serions grievances. I am far from say-
ing that they were justified in taking up arme; but I may say
this, that if the least care or attention had been paid to their
demands, the country and the fouse would not be oceupied
to-day in discussing the question now before us. Did this
Government, at the beginning, when Riel entered this
country and began holding meetings, with a strong
hand stop the rebellion at the outset ? No; on
the contrary, they let it ripen until it burst forth, with the
shedding of blood and all the other evil effects which fol-
lowed. When the rebellion began, the Government took
the moet active and stringent measures to suppress it, and
we, on our, side gave them all possible support in supprese-
ing it. We followed the march of the troops with great
anxiety; and I can say for myself that I had a very deep
interest in the troops engaged in the field. At the same
time I can give credit to the Minister of Militia for the
activity with which the campaign was conducted; but if
he had taken one tithe of the means to prevent the rebellion
which ho took to suppress it, we should not have had to
deplore the loss of life and property over which the country
is mourning to-day. But, far from doing that, the Govern-
ment was itself the original cause of the rebellion, and
therefore the country at large cannot but see that they
have put themselves in a very straitened position with re-
gard to the carrying out of the sentence passed on Louis
Riel and the others. Now, lot me say one word as to the
policy of the execution. I followed with considerable atten-
tion the able speech of the Minister of Justice, who bas put
the case in as plausible a manner as he could, and with that
ability which I am pleased to acknowledge; but ho has
failed to convince me that the decision with regard to Riel,
to which, not he, but the Government came before his entry
into the Ministry, was a wise decision. There was another
policy which might have been adopted, and I cannot con-
code to the hon. Minister of Justice that if Louis Riel had
been put in prison, or even in a lunatic asylum, he would
not have been put out of the possibility of disturbing the
country again. That was not a very forcible argument on
his part any more than was his statement that Louis Riel bad
a fair trial, because the tribunal before whom ho was tried
had been created while the Liberal party was in ower.
Well, that is the tu quoque argument, which the pu ic at
large would not receive. Whether the tribunal had been
created by the Liberals or the Conservatives would be no
reason why the tribunal was not a proper tribunal, nor take
away from the fact that the judge presiding, however up-
right he might be, was not, being removable at pleasure,
the most competent to judge. During these hut
two or three months, an immense agitation bas been
excited all over the country over Riel's case. It cannot be
denied that there was a very strong public feeling in the
Province of Quebec, and a feeling quite as strong in other
p arts of the Dominion for and against the execution o Riel.
Wbat was the cause of the excitement ? It came from the
former offence of Louis Riel, so that though that offence
bad been amnestied, though it might be considered a blank,
still there remained in one part of the population of the
Dominion a desire of vengeance againet Riel, and the cry
for vengeance became louder every day. Not only did that
agitation extend in this country, but it passed over the
borders to the press of the United States, and even in Eng-
land and France people talked of the matter and followed
the case of Louis Riel. In order to find the opinions of
writers who are not at all biamsed by partisanship, and to
whose opinions I therefore attach great importance, I con-
sulted their press, and in one article from one of the ablest
papers publisbed in the United States, the Courrier des Etats-

i Unis, the position is exactly defined. The Courrier des Etats-
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Unis, of November 30th, speaking of the execution of Riel, Middleton. As w. ay in French, il à été reçu à
said !quartier. Ho was given quarter, and by the usages

" Louis Riel, the leader of the insurrection in the Canadian North-West, of war the moment he was admitted te quarter lis
was executed Monday morning at Regina, by virtue of an express order life ought to have boon epared-that je te eay, he
from Sir John Macdonald. The circumstances which surround thisWas thon under the nenal rogulations of war, sinc
political drama have no precedent in history. We do not believe that a
sentence of death was ever executed in presence of so many or auch] ad been treatod in that way by hie communications
powerful reasons, of so many and such energetic efforts, to have it com- with General Middlon when thoy exdhanged comunica-
muted. This inflexible persistency would be inconceivable were it not tions as te the putting &ide ef wamen and chidren. Under
sustained by motives which are found outside of the ordinary run of theso circumstances, why did Genoral Middletcn tempt that
ev nis. The execution of Riel, it goes without saying, is not the punish-
ment of a crime-justice isno longer inexorable fur offences of this kind- man te surrender; why sheuld he write te him at ail, if ho
it was a political speculation. But if we are to believe the revelations of had not the intention of having him surrendr? The fact ie
the lat bour, an act of submission to an irresistible hidden power; Sir that if hohad not written that letter at al, nost likeiy
John Macdonald, who is a grand master of the Orange order, was bound
by his oath to carry out the supreme will of that society." Biet would net have surrendered, but would have feught
I think this is a very strong pronouncement of opinion, and and lest his life on the battle.field, or escaped. Thore je ne
one very much in accordance with the facts. Whether or doubt at ail thetiRiel conld have e1ca1ed thon. He was as
not, to any extent, and if so to what extent, the Ministry geed a horseman as any on the prairies. He could have
have been influenced by the preceding crime of Riel, I am followod Dumont or Damais across the border at the same
not able to judge; but I can go so far as to say that it wastime but ho did net. le remained here; and a proof that,
an element in awarding the sentence, because the Minister if ho wanted te escape, lo was astute and cunning enough
of Public Works said so the other day. In Quebeo there ist do it, was ehown by hir in Ottawa when ho was here in
a fixed idea that if it had not been for the former murder 1874, when ho had ai the police on his hols, when ho had
of Scott, Riel would never have lost hie life on the scaffold, epies and constablos watching for him, and ho was about a
and it will take a very long time to cause that opinion to month-hero, came and signed the rolns a nember of Par-
disappear. The existence of this feeling, every one willliamont and nobody could iay hie hand upon hum. If ho
understand, is a great sore to the Province of Quebec, and wanted te escape, thoro je roedoubtiRiel could have
to people in the other Provinces which take the same vi escaped and could have been ver the border, but ho
I do not say anything in order to palliate the former offence relied upon the parole of General Middleton, and for
of Louis Riel, but I say that that former offence ought nof that reason ho srrondored, and surrendered with that
under the present circumstances, to have been added to the letter in hie hand. Why did General Middleton ask
offence for which Riel suffered the last penalty of the law. him te surrender? Why did ho st run the chance of
As the opinion that it was added prevails in Quebec, I am war with hlm? I know, if I lad been in the place ef
bound to take notice of it, and I say I share in that opinion. General Middleten, I would net have offered Riel any sur-
I do not justify in any way the criminal offence of therender; I would have said: Yen muet mn fer your life, or,
execution of Scott. On the contrary. [ always believed if yen are taken on tho ibid of battie, you muet abide by
that it was a perfectly useless act and served no purpose. the fortune of war. Cetainly, if Riel could have foreseen
It was more than useless, because at that time Riel, who that hie life weuld have onded on the gallowe, le would
was the strongest, might have relegated hie prisoner to have fouglt to the last and would have sold hie hfe dearly;
some quarters and have saved himself very easily from and to-day, if Genemal Middleton undemtands perfecfly fIe
being troubled further by him. That I am willing to admit.pumport of that letter which induced the surrender, le je
But since the hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) hasthe man whe sheuid have said: I arosponsible for the
been kind enough to honor me by quoting some of my head of thaf man; ho haiesumendered te me, and I muet
remarks with regard to the execution of Thomas Scott inproteet hlm againef tIe laefpnemont of the law as far
the book "Letellier de Saint-Just et son temps," I think as his life le concerned. Now, it le very strange how
ho might have given all the quotation instead of only a events of the paet'will corne heeafter and fali u pon fIe
part. In the work from which that quotation was takenhead of those whe have been guilty of seme demeliction of
he ought to have added a paragraph which goes to say that dufy. The leader of the Government ofIseDominion hâd
at that time Riel was supposed to be crazy or mad, and that said one day at a public meeting, and had said if, I believe,
a short time afterwards ho became an iunmate of the lunatie knowing that ho wudeceiving himeoi, and deceiving the
aeylum at Beauperf. This ile what has ben omitted public, and de iving the a rdienre ho was adIreusing a

thoeftme-
tlonbled by iemorse, by the tireaf and by the proceedingsie

tiken againt hwm, he afterwaads became insane and wauconntehaorl umelon.iMEMBERS.orarihear.
mrne time in flhe BeauportAylu near Quebec." Mr.e CASGRAIN.Ye s i hear a"-be said: "if I could

I dosire t recfify this, because that je the wnly way in cateh h lm, I wid hang hm;" bat now, afteorwardi, ho
whioh we can acceunt for the murder of Thomas Scott. ladtfie man in she own hand, and ho was hiliged bUter
lNew, ]ot me say one word as te, Riel's surrender te General circum.stances te, carry eut the sentence he haid pronounced
Middleten. I cannot understand why (ieneral iddleton foureen years before. The beet proof fiat the sentiment
shouid have written te IRiel te surrender. t e a fact that lad not been lest among the people set de contry wathis,
General Middleten was in constant and direct ctmmunica- which took plae not rttafrem Ottawa, and not long ago:
tien with the authorities in Ottawa; therefore he muet have The hon. gentleman was fold on ene public occasion b>'oue
communicated te them tha document or letter of surrender of nde leaders eo the part> in thie neighbohood: iNow
which ho lad sent te Riel, because it wus eniy two or tIre. thaf you have Riel, are yen going te hang him ?" IlWell,"
daye aftemwamds that Riel surrendemed. This lotter ha. net aidthe leader t the Goveantment, sI am net the hangman."
been dieavewed by the authomitifs or by General Middleton I may eay one word as te the sanitordinanity ef Louis
himseof, and yof tie other day the Minister of Militia taid Riel. I may have my own vie w e; causo I had frequett
Ril lad net eurrendemed af ail, but had been taken prisoner. intercourse with Dr. Roy, of Quebec, who je ene ef my par-
If fie hon. Miniefersasys ]Riel did net surrender, h. admit ticular friende, and have frequenty visif d ie Bauport
that, if ho had surrendered under tht letter, ho wouid have Âsyt m; and during fbey ime tat Riel was cnfined in iat
been entitled te, the ordinaryauage.of wam, that le, te have aeylum, hwas on part icular occasions subjet t crises under
île life spaimed.IRiel surrendeod aind waefaken te s the which ho ecame faoes, ie was thore f r he space of nine-
quartereof General tiddleten, entered hie font, was receivedateen mentIs, and, when ho le ho was supposed te have e-
flore, and was lodged in the font adjoining that of General covired. While ho wle ofme,na different times o was a
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raving maniac. He had been previously at the asylum at
Long Point for nine months, and for a short time
at an asylum near Washington. Having that knowledge
of the state of his mind, though I may be travelling
ont of the evidence on record, when the evidence before us
is added to that which I had already before me, I could not
come to the conclusion that Riel was of sound mind,
and in the particular lino of insanity from which he was
suffering, ho had no sound judgment and he could not dis-
tinguish right from wrong. It was easy for the Minister
of Justice to say that Riel could play the fool when he liked,
but when, during nineteen months, ho was in the lunatic
asylum at Beauport ho did not play the fool. When ho
was under the care of Dr. Howard, at the Long Point
Asylum, during nine months, ho could not play the fool.
Aithough the hon. member for Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran)
read a letter wherein Dr. Howard stated that his testimony
would have been of no avail to Louis Riel if he had been
summoned, I say the more fact that Louid>Riel was con-
fined under bis care for nine months is peremptory proof
that he would not have kept him there at the expense of
the Government if the man had not been insane. The
Minister of Militis said the other day that the case of Louis
Riel was not our own-speaking of the French Canadians. I
do not pretend to say that in all its particulars the case of
Riel is not our own, but I do pretend to say that, so far as the
grievances of the Metis, and of Louis Riel among them, are
concerned, the case of Louis Riel is our own. But,>
perhaps, the Minister of Militia-I do not know why
ho is not present in the House at this moment-would
not have said that if ho had remembered a former
statement of his leader about Louis Riel, on his first
offence, whon ho had written directly to Bishop Taché, "I
will make the case of Louis Riel my own." It was very
different language from that used the other day by the
Minister of Militia. Now, Sir, it is said that a commission
of three medical men were appointed and sent up to
examine that poor unfortunate man before ho was going to
be hanged. Well, Sir, for my part, if that commission had
been composed of three medical men who were specialists,
or what we call alienists, if they had made a special study
of that branch of medical treatment, if they had been
sworn, if they had consulted with each other and made a
joint report, I could understand that the value of their
report would have been such as to authorise the Govern-
ment in carrying out the sentence. But we saw the con-
trary. They were not sworn; they did not examine this
uLfortunate man jointly but separately, and eachmade a sep-
arate report, without cQnsulting each other, as is usual in such
cases. Upon this point I do not consider this commission
of any legal value. But taking it as it is, enough has
already been proved of the insanity of Riel to induce me to
believe that ho was not thon, and had not been for a long
time, of a sound mind, of a mind sound enough
to be able to distinguish right from wrong in
religions and political matters, the very lino in
which ho committed the act of rebellion, and
the very lino in which he was still thon suffering. Now, Sir,
I do not know why the Minister of Militia, the
other day, criticised me because I had, on one par-
ticular occasion, in this book which I have in my
band just now, thrown some aspersions on the
character of the late Sir George E. Cartier. i do not know
what that bas to do with the case at all ; but I may repeat
hore what I have said and written about him, that it was
true, and the best way to shield the memory of Cartier
from that aspersion would be to prove that the facts which
are related of him are not true. But, unfortunately for
him, they are true, and that is the reason why the Con-
servatives, especially in the Province of Quebec, whose
idol he was, burn so much incense to bis memory. I am
not ashamed of having written what I have written, and I

say again that if Sir George E. Cartier had died one year
sooner than he did, his reputation would not have suffered
from the Pacifie scandal afair. Now, Sir, I will conclude
my remarks by puttinig them in as concise a manner as
possible. The blood of Louis Riel and the blood of other
poor unfortunates, bas been shed, and somebody is respon.
sible for the blood of Louis Riel, for ho is not alone respon-
sible for bis own death. I say this in conclusion, and I
bolieve the opinion I express will be endorsed by a great
many of my compatriots, if not the most of them, in the
Province of Quebec, and also by a great many others in
the Dominion. If the Ministera were not their own judges,
vindicating their own case in the trial of Louis Riel, thon
let not the blood of Louis Riel fall upon them. I say
further, if they did not hang a crazy lunati, lot
not the blood of Louis Riol fall upon thom. If
they are free from any blame as to the causes of
the rebellion, lot not the blood of Louis Riel
fall upon thoir shoulders. I say, also, that if they did not
weigh the head of Louis Riel in the balance of thoir own
interests, let not his blood fall upon thoir heads If the
determining cause of bis death was not the murder of Scott,
thon let not the blood of Louis Riel fall upon thom. If the
surrender of Louis Riel was no reason to spare his life, then
1 say again, lot not bis blood be upon them. If they could
not have prevented the rebellion at all, thon also lot not the
blood of Louis Riel fall upon thom. If no other milder
policy could have been adopted, if they could Dot have
given to him even the benofit of a doubt, let not the blood
of Louis Riel fall upon them. Because I say that whatevor
the evidence may be, however strong it may be on eithor
side, when that evidence is weighed, I find that there are
certainly very few unprejudiced men who would not say
that there was a very strong doubt of the sanity of Louis
Riel ; and in the mild temper of the criminal law under
which we live, that law always gives the benefit of the
doubt to the prisoner. But if all these propositions are un-
deniable, as 1 believe they are, since the Ministers have as-
sumed the responsibility of the hanging, thon I pray AI.
mighty God to forgive them and to show them more mercy
than they have showed that unfortunate man. As I am
called to give, upon the floor of the House, my vote and to
express my opinion, I must pronounce my condemnation of
the course of the Government, because they have placed
themselves, of ·their own accord and from the beginning,
under the dire necessity of carrying that execution into
effect. Of course, holding these sentiments, I shall vote for
the motion of the hon. member for Montmagny (Mr.
Landry).

Mr. COSTIGAN. Before this debate closes I would like
to ask permission of the House to say a few words without
protending at all te enter very fully into the discussion that
has taken place. I am sure I may claim the indulgence of
the House on the ground of being an old member, and one
who does neot often trespass upon its patience. I think the
House will be willing to admit that I have some right to
make a few observations bore touching on the question now
under discussion, as well as in my own defence. It is true
I have not been burned in effigy in any portion of this
country, as some of my colleagues have been, and I am
forced to admit that the newspapers in discussing this
question, especially the French newspapers, have made no
personal attack upon myself, for which I feel very thankful,
under the great excitement which existed, and that that
duty was left to be disoharged by a newspaper pretending
to speak for the whole Irish atholicelement ofthis Domin-
ion. Mr. Speaker, I aball be able, I think, in the few re-
marks I have to offer to say something that will meet
reasonably the charges made by that paper to which I have
just alluded. It is true that hon. gentlemen may think
this is not directly dealing with the question ; but I have
not bren able to change since this discussion commenced the
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opinion I entertained before the question was brougbt before
this House. The question is not, purely and simply, whether
the Government did right in allowing the sentence of the law
to be carried out in the execution of Louis Riel; but coupled
with that, forming the great reason for the discussion ot it,
is the further question, whether hon. gentlemen opposite
who have failed to enunciate a policy before this country,
can by this means cross the floor and assume the Treasury
benches. That is the whole secret. Iow have they endeavored
to utilise this question before the country ? I will refer to
hon. members on both sides of this House, and I am confident
they will not deny that from the first time this ques-
tion became a question before the people it has not been
discussed as a legal question, as a question whether justice
was done from the Canadian standpoint and from the view
of the subjects of the Dominion, but it las been discussed
with a view to excite the prejudice of every different section
in this country. In the first place, hon. gentlemen and their
organs have dwelt with great force upon the fact that this
unfortunate man would not have been executed had he not
been a French Canadian. They tried to excite the prejudices
of the French people and to lead them to believe that this
was a grievance, and, as one of the hon. gentlemen said
the other day in his speech, "we, of the Province of
Quebec, felt deeply humbled by reason of the exeeution."
There is no argument in that. The leader of the
Opposition, in a speech he delivered a few nights ago,
deplored the fact that the rebels in the North-West were not
represented in this House, and he said that great consid-
ci ation should have been given to the case on that account.
i consider they were ably, if not wisely represented in this
House during ihe whole of last Session. During the whole
of the troubles that took place during last Session they
had every reason to believe that ail the sympathy they
could expect, even more than they could expect in the best
interests of the country, was afforded them by hon. mem-
bers on that side of te Heouse. Then we are told in the
country as well as in this louse that the Government
yielded in a cowardly manner-and that is the reason why
the Government are designated as hangmen-to the pres-
sure brought to bear on them by the Orangemen. That
was a cowardly charge, as cowardly as it was false and un-
founded. The Cabinet is composed of ien not to be in-
fluenced and dctated to by any particular section in this
country. They have the interests of the whole people at
heart. They are fair and impartial enough te deal with all
elements and to give all justice; and they are not cowards,
to be dictated to by any particular element. I am quile
satisfied the good sense of the people will set that question
right. It was aleo said by the leader of the Opposition
that besides the misfortune of not being represented in this
House-and that was a cause for sympathy-if the griev-
ances had been remedied a month sooner, the rebellion
would not have taken place. That is no justification of the
rebellion ; and, moreover, that ground was abandoned even
by the hon. gentleman himself later on in his speech. Let me
say in addition that, perhaps, if the half-breeds had not re-
ceived so much and such strông sympathy on the floor of Par-
liament and in the organs of hon. gentlemen opposite, they
would not have had the courage to resist the authority of
this country. Great fault has been found with the Govern-
ment, and the Conservative party, and the leader of the
House for the time for moving the previous question, it
being stated that it was -a gag and that hon. gentlemen on
this side of the louse had not dared to discuss this question.
What was it they wished to discuss? Why were the Min-
isters burned in effigy in the Province of Quebec? Why
wei e all the indignation meetings called throughout the
Province, and what was it they denounced ? Did they not
denounce particularly the execution of Riel ? That waa
the crime that the Government had committed, and
they demanded the punishment of the Govern-
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ment for that particular crime. The moving of the previous
question confines the discussion to that question. It is un-
tortunate for hon. gentlemen who have tried to make a
strong case against the Government ; it is a great disadvan-
tage to them that the case of the half-breeds has been
by that motion disassociated from the case of Riel.
I have no doubt that hon. gentlemen and many
people in the country, on it appearing that thers were
grievances on the part cf the half-breeds, would feel sym-
patby with those people. Hon. gentlemen opposite know
well the disadvantage under which they are laboring in
that, even if it were established that the half-breeds had
just cause to complain and had been badly treated, still
they could not drag this fact in to benefit the case of Riel.
Even if you admit that the half-breeds had cause to com-
plain, and even if you go to the extent of seeking to justify
the rebellion-as hon. gentlemen opposite do-they had not
the right to rebel against the constitutional authority of the
country, and this excuse could not be pleaded for a citizen
of the United States. What justification had that unfor-
tunate man, who had been once pardoned, for having ex-
cited rebellion in this country, who had left it indebted to
the mercy of its rulers for his life then, who had left it and
gone to the United States where he had taken the oath of
allegiance and become a citizen-what justification can
hon. gentlemen opposite plead in favor of that man
who returned to excite a second rebellion after being
once forgiven ? It is quite patent that it is a source
of annoyance to hon. gentlemen opposite that the
previous question has been moved, and they cannot
drag in issues beyond that as to whether the Governrment
did right or wrong in permitting the execution of Riel.
The again we heard one of those eloquent speeches,
one of those fiery efforts of the hon. member for West
Huron (Mr. Cameron). We ail know the eloquence
of that hon. member, and the free exercise he makes
of it in this louse, but more especially out of it. We
bad from him a speech whieh indicated very plainly, if the
organs outaide of this House do not indicate it more plainly,
what the policy of that party is to be. lon. gentlemen
feel now that they have failed in their first attempt. But
this does not end the question. They have allowed the
question to be raised here, but it is to be settled at the polle,
with the new converts they have made, with the assistance
of that very respectable and influential paper, called the
Montreal Post, which rejoices that the Irish party now have
the leader of the Opposition and the hon. member for
West Elgin (Mr. Casey) to follow, and the Post
says : "What more do the Irish people of this country
want than to be represented by * those gentlemen ?"
Sir, the hon. gentlemen know that their platform is laid
down for next election, that their political canvass is ready,
and they feel that for the vote they are going to give they
are going to lose a portion of their old supporters-that ail
through their own Province they are going to lose a portion
of their own supporters on the ground of their support of a
policy of justifying a rebellion in this country, and they
expect that the Montreal Post is going to carry out the con-
tract which was declared at the commencement of this agi-
tation, and that the whole Irish Catholic vote is to be united
in their favor at the bidding of that newspaper. This, Sir,
is a contract which f am sure will never be carried out.
Then again we were told that the leader of the Opposition
and the hon. member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) sported
shamrocks qn their breasta on St. Patrick's Day. I am
glad of it. It is better late than never-better that they
should at lat remember the country which they boast of as
the land of their forefathers or the place of their birth. But,
Sir, I remember the day when the lon. the leader of the
Opposition did not wear the shamrock. I never knew him
to wear it when he was sitting on this side
of the House, as a Minister of the Crown, but the
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hon, gentleman wears it now, and the whole Irish
vote is to be handed over to him at the bidding of those who
are mere demagogues in this country, and not of those who
form the independent Irish Catholic element of Canada. I
feel that I have the right, after these attacks have been
made, to ask the patience of the House in replying to some
of them. I say to you, Sir, I say to the House, and I wish
to convey that assurance outside, that the Montreal Post
does not represent in that line the honest sentiments and
feelings of the Irish people of this country. I know their
sympathies and their feelings as well as any one connected
with the Montreal Post, and Isay that as a body the masses of
them have little to do with offices, or with contracts, or with
anything of that nature. I say that though a small portion
of them may seek promotions, may seek contracts, may
seek favors, if you will, the masses of the Irish people have
nothing in particular to gain or lose by a change of minis-
tries or by a change of representatives: that they vote on
principle, honesty and right doing when their principles are
appealed to. I have no fear but that when the efforts of
these demagogues are made to hand over the Irish people
to the leader of the Opposition, in conjunction with the
hon. member for Elgin, these efforts will be fruitless, these
appeals will be made in vain. That same paper
stated that it was my duty to resign my seat in the Cabinet
upon the question now before the louse, and that if I did
not resign I would be repudiated by every Irish Catholic in
the Dominion of Canada. I have already said enough to
show the reasons why I declined the invitation of that paper
at that time. The same paper also stated as a reason why I
should take that course, that it was in the interests of the
Iribh people that we should maintain that bond of union
which the Post claims always existed between the Irish and
the French people of this country. Well, Sir, my sym-
pathies with the French people of this country date further
back than the sympathies of either the editor of the Po8t or
any of those who write for that journal. I 'have always
been known to express my sympathies, and to act in accord-
ance with them when the interest of that portion of our
population were at stake; and the Post or any other news.
paper cannot misrepresent me on that point. But I may
bepardoned if I should not go as far as I was asked to go in
yielding to my honest sympathy for the French Cana.
dian people. If I believed that anything I could do
would promote the welfare of the element alluded to, I
would be willing to do my share and make personal sacri-
fices in that direction at any time; but I am not willing,
even for the French element of this country, I am not
willing even for the Irish element of this country, to sacri-
fice the interests of the country in which we live. I want
it fairly understood that while I represent a portion of the
Irish people of this country, or, at least, that I presume to
speak for a portion of the Irish people of this country, I
hold it a common duty on the part of that and every other
element in this country to maintain the dignity and integ-
rity of the counti y in which we live; and, at the same time,
I will not force my views on any other element in this
country whether it h French, or Scotch, or Dutch, or any
other nationality. Then I have been accused in the press
of having been the most anxious, the most hurried of the
members of the Cabinet to secure the execution of that un-
fortunate man. That charge has been answered already;
but still, no matter how often it may be answered, you can-
not satisfy these hon. gentlemen or their organs in the
press. You may demolish their charges, but they advance
them again with the same assurance as before; they
corne back and reiterate their old slanders. With
regard to my position in the Cabinet, every one knows
that that question must have engaged the serions attention
of every Minister in the Cabinet. I remember that the
leader of the Opposition, when he was on this side of the
louse, once appealed to the House when a question was

raised as to the exercise of the clemency of the Crown, to
consider the position he held as Minister of Justice, the
responsibility which was involved, and the serious considera-
tion that he must give when dealing with'a life of a human
being. I wonder if, since he has crossed over to that side
of the House, he cannot afford to be a little generous, if he
cannot afford to admit that other men, with hearts like
himself, might feel the same responsibility and be actuated
by as high and worthy motives as he was in discharging
the duties of his office. But ho will not credit his oppo-
nents with any good motives. Sir, if there is one thing
more than another which must shake the confidence of the
people of the country in the party opposite, it is the
extreme stand they take that there is no single redeeming
quality, no good motive or act in anything connected with
the Conservative party. Surely the whole Conservative
party are not s: bad, so corrupt, so rotten, so unworthy of
confidence, especially in the face of the tact that they ait
here by their constitutional rights representing an over-
whelming majority of the people. When the question of
the execution did come up, I felt, for my own part, that it
was a serious question, and a question of great respousi-
bility ; and though I deny the imputation that I was anxious
or hurried to procure the execution of that unfortunate man,
I must say that I arrived at a conclusion in this way. I was
not listening-I had no reason to listen, becauso I
never heard of this Orange pressure which, it is said, was
brought to bear on the Cabint- heard of no such pres-
sure; I had no knowledge of it. No mem ber of the
Orange Order, no other man indicated to me a desire on
the part of that body that this man should be executed
from any feeling of revenge on their part. The whole
question came before my mind simply as a matter of dnty
devolving on me ; and, with my colleagues, when I saw the
agitation, when I considered that we are building up a
great people in that North-West country, which we ex-
pected and believed would become a prosperous community, I
felt that the future of that country depended very largely
on the question of whether the Government-not this Gov-
ernment merely, but the Government of the country-
should maintain law and order there, and protect the lives
and property of the people of that country, and that, there-
fore, that question was an important one. I felt that this
man had come over without the slightest provocation,
without having any rights on the soil, as an American sub-
ject, for when he came back disrobed of his Canadian citi-
zenship, he had divested himself of any claims to
sympathy he might have attracted in his former
rebellion when he was a citizen of this country. I
felt that the effect of allowing that man to go free
must be that the policy of gentlemen opposite must
be taken in preference to the policy berec; that this man, or
any other man, finding that he went clear, might cross the
boundaries between the United States and Canada and say,
I will again raise the standard of rebellion in that country,
and I know there is a party that will sustain me and pre-
vent me receiving extreme punishment." Sir, what plainer
evidence could we have if a manifesto were sent, say to
Dumont, who is on the other side of the line. We all know,
from the discussion that took place last Session in this
House, that the weight of sympathy was not in favor of
Louis Riel, but it was in favor of Dumont, as being the
more courageous man of the two. At least, it was felt that
he had the courage of hie convictions. What plainer mani-
festo could beh ent to that man who is now on the other
aide of the line? It might be said to him, "if you feel a
little irritated, yon may cross the line to-morrow and raise
again the standard of rebellion ; you may have more set-
tiers and priests murdered and their property destroyed,
but there is a party in this country who will hold you free,
especially if, by holding you free, they can promote the
political intereste of that party in this country." I do not
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profess to be a prophet or to know as much of the future as
any one of the hon. gentleman's followers on the other
side; but my firm conviction is that no greater mistake
was made by any political party in this country, than
to strengthen themselves for political purposes by
so unholy and unrighteous a cause as that of
trampling on the best rights of the people of the
country and exciting their worst passions. There is no
redeeming feature about the whole agitation. Every
ingenuity is being exercised to excite the hostility of the
French people, who have been living at peace with, and
enjoying the confidence of, every other element in the
country. A desperate effort is being made to excite the
Irish people. "Oh," it is said, "the Irish people will sympa-
thise with every man who raises his voice against the exe-
cution of Riel; they have been so much accustomed to
persecution and to having their leading men hanged that
for very sympathy they will go that way." No, Sir. What-
ever may be the opinions of Irishmen in the old country or
in the United States, we in this country have our own
opinions. I claim that we occupy a very different position
from the Irishmen in the United States, and I do not say
this because the Montreal Post or any other hostile paper
may hang a cause of complaint on my words, or from any
want of sympathy with Irishmen on the other side of the
line; but I want to point out the difference between us.
While Irishmen in the United States have severed their con-
nection with anything British, we occupy a different position
under the constitution under which we ]ive. We are
building up homes here in Canada as a portion of that Em-
pire; and while we sympathise warmly-and I believe
every Irishman in this country does sympathise with the
land of our forefathers, and hope that the day will come
when the people of Ireland will enjoy the same rights and
liberties as we do in this country-yet we are willing to
fight for the defence not only of those rights, but the rights
of all other elements in this country. If I had an advice
to give-and I believe there is some portion of the Irish
people in Canada who are not indoctrinated with the ideas
of the Montreal Post, and who would listen-I -would warn
them under any circumstances to beware of those dema-
gogues and their false teachings, to beware of any policy, of
division ; because the very fact of their enunciating a
policy of division between the different elements of this
country shows it to be an unholy policy. They talk about our
political rights. These men are trying to pull down what
bas been built up ini the interests of the Irish people in
Canada. I remember a few years ago, if I went into the
smoking-room and listened to hon. gentlemen on the other
side of the louse talking of their election, one
of the themes of their conversation was how they
managed to get the support of the "Dogans." Well, Sir,
the day has changed and to-day every intelligent Irishman
in Canada must feel that a great change bas come over the
country. Such great progress bas been made in this direc-
tion that Irish Catholics stand on the same footing as other
elements of the population, and receive equal recognition
and equal rights. There may be some cause of grievance.
Take any minority in this country and you find that the
minority always bas some causes of complaint, and these
are subjects for legitimate agitation and for constitutional
remedy, but not for agitation, for the setting of Protestant
against Catholic and Catholie against Protestant. I say this
in order to call the attention of the House to the advanced
position that our people hold in this country. It is true that
lately not only has my attention been called to the extreme
advance made by some hon. gentlemen wearing the sham-
rock here, but I find the hon. gentlemen pitching into the
leader of the Government and asking how it is that the
lion. John O'Donohoe is not in the Cabinet to-day. Why,
Sir, ho is not going to allow the Government to neglect the
rights and privileges of the class to which I belong;
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no, Sir, he will hold the Government to strict
account. What a pity it was, when Sir John
resigned in 1873, and when the leader of the party
opposite was called on to form a Government ont of very
scarce material, that the Ron. Timothy Anglin, who
had contributed so much to their success by his personal
influence and the influence of bis paper, which was then
the accepted organ of the Irish Catholics in the Lower
Provinces, was left out ? What a favorable opportunity
that would have been to recognise those rights and privi.
leges which he holds so dear now, but which were not held
to be so important at that time. He cannot, I am sure,
plead that the difficulty was that there were so many able
aspirants claiming positions that some had to be set aside.
Ne, Sir; because he had really to go outside of his own
party and take two deserters from our party to form his
Government. Even they were considered preferable to the
most faithful supporters if they happened to be Irish
Catholics. We also hear about Orange influence in this
country; and I believe I have received a new appellation-
1 am an Orange Catholic or a Catholic Orangeman, I do
not know which, and thinking men are asked to believe
that every member of this Cabinet, who is a Catholic, is a
traitor to that religion and is under the influence of the
Orange institution. Well, it is a pity that those gentle-
men who use this argument do not show a little more pru-
dence and judgment. One time in this House I
was attacked by Mr. Anglia because I was
invited to ·speak on one occasion in the constituency
of my hon. friend from East Hastings (Mr. White);
and because he happened to be an Orangeman, that hon.
gentleman, to whom I alluded before, thought it was a great
crime, and so characterised it in his newspaper, but it lost
all its force when I showed that he had gone to Pisarinco,
and stood upon an Orange platform there, and appealed to
the Orange vote to support him in his election. I can also
recall to hon. gentlemen opposite that when the scrows
were put on the Government of the day to keep Anglin out,
they did not think there was anything unholy in the alli-
ance between themselves and Mr. Piekard, a gentleman
whose name I mention with great respect, for whom per-
sonally I had high regard as a worthy man.

Mr. MILLS. Hear, hear.
Mr. COSTIGAN. What am I to understand by tho bon.

gentleman's " hear, hear?" Does ho doubt the sincerity of
the allusion I make ?

Mr. MILLS. Hear, hear.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Or is ho astounded that I can sy a
generous word of an opponent.

Mr. MILLS. We heard the hon. gentleman's extreme
generosity declared some years ago.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The hon. gentleman perhaps will hear
it again. As I have said before, it shows the want of sin-
cerity in the party. I make no allusion to hon. gentlemen
of the House, because it would be unparliamentary to say
they lacked sincerity; but taking the party as a whole, the
arguments they used before the people are not defensible at
all, and I have just shown a strong instance of their want
of sincerity when the whole cry of these papers, the
Toronto Globe, Montreal Post, and others, was that this
Government is being ruled with a rod of iron by the
Orange element, and that therefore the Government must
be replaced by these hon. gentlemen opposite. If we were
to change sides, Sir, to-morrow, these gentlemen would be
just as different from what they are, according to their pro-
fessions, as they were when they came back before, with
their fine promises of reform, integrity, purity of elections,
and raising the political standard.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Çhair.
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After Recess. will have to go beyond their past record in connection

with every public question ever discussed in this country;
Mr. COSTIGAN. When you left the Chair, Sir, at six on the Separate Schools of New Brunswick question,

o'clock, I was endeavoring to point ont the inconsistency the record of these hon. gentlemen will not bear scrutiny
of the policy pursued by the oppo ite party in trying to at all. Take the question of disallowance in this
shake the confidence of the people in the Administration of Parliament. What did we hear from the whole of
theday. Ifound faultparticularly with the means employed Ontario? This Government has been through the plat-
in order to arrive at that end, and I was dwelling on the forms and the press abused without measure for having
fact that there was no appeal to the intelligence of the disallowed measures which had been passed by the
people in order to withdraw their confidence in the Govern- Local Legisature. But the hon. the leader of the Opposi.
ment, but that, on the contrary, all the appeals made were Lion will pursue any policy, so long as it is calculated to
appeals to the prejudices of different sections. I had serve his political purposes. For instance, what did
reforred to the fact that to-day Opposition newspapers and they do on the motion in connection with the New
orators all over the country were denouncing what they Brunswick school laws ? While they were sitting on the
called the unholy alliance between the Orange element and other aide, longing for the Treasury benches, looking out
the Roman Catholics, and I claimed that that policy should eagerly for any means of crossing the chasm which sep-
not be pursued by hon. gentlemen opposite. I gave soma arated them from office, the only means they thought
reasons, and I propose to give others, for this contention. I likely to defeat the Government was to vote for my motion
propose to show that they have no right to make such on the New Brunswick school question, and they did so a]-
appeals to the prejudices of the people, or to charge any most to a man. What was the tenor of that motion ? It
element with such an alliance as is consistent with the was that the duty of the Government was to advise His Ex-
rights of any individual in the country. When these cellency to disallow the legislation of New Brunswick.
gentlemen were in power in years gone by, they These are the gentlemen into whose keeping the Montreal
were very well pleased to accept the support of Post and such organs advise the Catholies to place their in-
that body which they now characterise as inimical terests in the future. What did these hon. gentlemen do
to Catholic interests and productive of sectional dis- when they crossed to this aide ? The very gentlemen who
cord. If the majority of the Orange body in Ontario are recorded their votes in favor of disallowance turned round
Conservatives, I suppose they are so from conviction; but, and voted against the motion to give separate schools to
on the other hand, hon. gentlemen opposite have got the New Brunswick. Talk about the subserviency of French Con-
almost unanimous support of those of that body who live in servatives to their leaders. Is it not known that when this
the Maritime Provinces, and they do not look upon that question was up before Parliament the French Conservatives
support as an unholy alliance. I am sure if the Orangemen voted to a man, with the exception of four, to give
were to tender their unanimous support to the leader of the to the minority of New Brunswick the same rights
Opposition he would not reject it. lIaving spoken on plat- as those enjoyed by the minority of Quebec and Ontario ?
formas in Ontario daring some political discussions, I have And what did the hon. gentlemen on the other aide do? When
reason to know what the impressions of hon. gentlemen the day had been fixed for discussing this question and
opposite were with regard to the alliance between the On- bringing it to a close, when the leader of the Government
tario Conservatives and the Quebec Bleus. On every plat- of the day found that the sympathy of the House was with
form where the name of French Conservative was mentioned, the resolution I had moved, an adjournment was moved, a
it was only mentioned to be coupled with epithets of abuse caucus was held, and these gentlemen were whipped into
and slander. The Province of Quebec and its majority were submission, and came back tamely to vote against their
held up as an element of discord in this country, which was former proposition, to vote against doing justice to the people
feeding and living at our expense, and was destructive to of New Brunswick; and this included the French Liberal
the best interests of the country. The Quebec Bleus were members from the Province of Quebec, th<se gentlemen
considered as an element fostered by the leader of this Gov- who have such uncomplimentary remarks to apply to the
ernment, and ruling this Government, and through the Gov- Irish people of that Province. Take the old school question
ernment the country with an unscrupulous hand-not only as it was discussed in the old Province of Canada, before I
that, but that they were even filling the Province of Ontario, had the pleasure of a seat in this House. They did the
which would soon be overran by them. To-day, however, I same thing thon, and, yet, today we have gentlemen on
am sure, if anyone cculd authoritatively state to the leader of that side of the House claiming that the Catholics are under
the Opposition that the French Bleus were willing to tender everlasting obligations to the Liberal party in Ontario for
their support to him, he would not fail to receive them with obtaining separate schools. That is not the case, and to day
open arma. That is why I say there is no justification for there are Catholics supporting those gentlemen, who believe
these appeals to prejudice, for this exciting one nationality that these gentlemen contributed to obtain for them separate
against another, one creed against another, one Province schools in the Province of Ontario. There is no foundation
against another. Every hon. member in this House will, for that. The party was then as hostile to separate schools
if ho goes back, find that sncb policy has been the policy of as any party bas ever been in Canada. It was against
hon. gentlemen opposite since they first took seats in this their principles, it was against their platform, it was against
Parliament after Confederation. The hon. member for the principles laid down by the principal organ at that
Huron (Mr. Cameron) in his speech the other day, made time, the Toronto G1'ide. In this debate, great stress has
allusion to the position of the orange element and that of been laid upon an art! .le or two which appeared in a cer-
the Catholic element as a plain indication of what we might tain newspaper, one to be used among the Irish element
have to expect in the future. He tried toestablish that the and the other among the French element. I refer to the
Orange element was ruling the Government of the day, one specially which was to be used among the Irish. I
that they were inimical, not only to the Catholie but also dare say some capital will be sought to be made out of that.
to the beat interests of the country. 1 have heard this Ail I have to say about that article, or abo it ether articles
repeated before, but I may say to these hon. gentlemen that which have appeared in the Rail newspaper, or in other
while they use suôh arguments they will have to go further newspapers, is that I do not feel resp>nsible for such
before they commence to convince the people of their sin- articles. I recognise the fact that the Toronto Mail is
cerity; they will have to establish, not that there are known to be an organ in sympathy with the general policy
political defects in this party, but that they are prepared of the Government of the day, that it is ably conducted, is,
to initiate a botter policy themeelves, and to do this they! I believe, a very intelligent newspaper, and that it is widely
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circulated; bat, even though going that far, no one will
say that every member of the Government must be com-

the settlement of the terms upon which these Provinces
should be united, I read from an extract from a speech
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mitted to every article that appears in a newspaper. The deliverod by the flon. George Brown, when they wore dis-
different newspapers supporting the Government, agreeing cussing that clause in the terme of Confederation which
with its general policy, may publish an article as their guarantees to the minority their rights regarding separate
opinion which does not bind the Government. If the Gov- achoole. He said-
ernment acts upon that, and endorses that, it fiI need hardly remind the Rouge that 1 have always opposed, and
makes itself responsible for it. The Toronto Globe continue te oppose the system of sectarian education. I admit that
could not by its publications -of former days have !rom m17Point of view thiu is a blot on the scheme before the Houe; it
committed the Liberal party to the violent attacks upon confeedly, one of the concessions from out8lde that had te b. made

Polin order te ecure this great measure of reform, but assuredly 1, for one,
our people if the Libera[ party had not acted upon that have fot the sligkteet heitation in accepting t as a neceeary condition
ground on every platform throughout the country, so that of the echeme et nolon, and donbly acceptable must it b. in the eyeu of
they accepted that policy and acted upon it. But in order hon. gentlemen opposite (the 0onservative party), who were the authors

theyaccetodof the Bill of 1863V"
to show that I do not think that any one should be fright- I think that proves conclusively that the Reform party or
ened or driven away from the Conservative rank by any their friends have no right, in any part of Ontario, in amy
remarks that may be construed as uncomplimentary to thepa
Irish race, let us see what the Globe might say if the Irishoffthis country, hol tem ee plohe hmPo
people incurred its displeasure, what it did say when its
displeasure was incurred and when it w determined to fer to what I thought was the inconsistency of the on.
override the influence of that element in this country. The leader cf the Opposition, in calling this overnment to
charge is that the Aail has insinuated that the Irish element account for not having gone further than it did in the
in this countay is ignorant, when compared with other direction of recognising the daims of the Irish Catholic8 of
elements. For my part, I think that is an overdrawn con- this country. We ah know that ho took a deep interest in
clusion from that article, having read it ; but I think this
article from the Globe will leave les doubt as to its mean-icetaig whyeo hn d onoenslotay
ing, and I do not think it will require much discussion tothe Ctet.oI s sed w h he hon. getleman in
find what the opinion of the Globe was of the Irish people of t ist hoeped , a n I have
thatbeen far neglected. In alludingdaythe:hon. Senator

" The inorance and degraation of the priests, form the gloomer O'Donohoe, whose name has already been introduced here,
aspect of e picture. Springing from the lowest class of poverty they I may say that I have a great regard for him, and I think
are notoriously illiterate and immoral. Bo deeply rooted has this notion
of their debasement become lu the popular mind, that when a boy s if he were in the Cabinet, he would discarge the duties of
unruly and his parents, have failed n, persuading him to lea nore Minister wel; but though is position in the Senate
honest trade they frequently consider the Ohurch their lst and only W-day is not what lis talents and abitity migît entitie
resource. Their ides is embodied in a current proverb which may be him W, yet I do say this, that unleas the pohcy cf hon.
rendered in Engliih to the complete- gentlemen opposite had changed very rapidly and mate-

'Vicions and ignoraMt, gluttinous beast, rially, liewoutd have continued a long time in their
Nothing remains but to make him a priest.' ranks before he would have beu appointed a Senator.

This is some of the Globe literature. I think it will leave Now, the hon, gentleman opposite made it a great crime
very little doubt as to the opinion of the Globe and of its and tried W excite the prejudicos of the Irish Catholic
followers in regard to the Irish of that day. Conservatives by crying out against us that we are

Mr. HOLTON. When was that written? bought up, that we are traitora. Well, Sir, Ido
flot want to interfere with the opinions of amy Jrish

Mr. COSTIGAN. In 1856. (atholics, or Protestants, or any other man who thinks

An hon. MEMBER. Before the flood. he 18 disclarging bis public duties in giving his
confidence te that party, and I dlaim no rigît to interfore,

Mr. COSTIGAN. It was before the flood that occurred but I daim the right for mysoîf and those who support the
when these gentlemen were turned out, before the flood of Conservative party, W be credited with as worthy motives
indignation which they caused in this country when they ins t
drove the support of that intelligent element in the oountry daim for giving theirs to the other aide. But I say, as a
from their ranks. resuit of this unholy alliance, as they pronounce iL, be-

Sorne hon. ME BERS. Give us something later. tween the Orange elouent and the Green, that we can at

Mr. COSTIGAN. One of the hon. gentlemen who inter- any rate say that w. are making some progres toward a
rupts me, and laughs, thinks it is a good joke. Ho forgets fair recognition of our race and creed in this country, a much
that ho lives in a glass house himself. Hie went intothe greater progress than.lias everben made by thc policy of
Province of Quebec trying to excite the passions of the hon. gentlemen opposite. Let them ask an Irish Catàoli3
people, but ho dare no& show his nose again in the constit- !n thii fouse to rise up and defcnd their policy and justify
uency he represents. iL. Let them not trust W newspapers, who to-day turn

Someon. MEBERS. Nae.round and lad the to e skies for qualities they do not
Born ho. MMBER. Nme.possees. No, Sir, their policy hae not rosulted in granting

Mr. COSTIGAN. The member for Megantic. It L our people amy fair representation in this hall, and when
would take in the other counties, but not in his own. Lhey try W vindicate their policy so far as our interests are
With regard. to the question of separate schools itself, concerned they will have W do it with their own organs if
I will quote the observation from the samne newspaper tîoy have amy legitimate ones who daim to speak for our
in order to meet the arguments that the separate school1poople. Now, Irsay that the policy of the Conservative
system was due to the liberality of the Reform party, party las resulted in giving us representation in
and, having quoted, that, I think nothing further wili beParliament, represntation ln Cabinet, representation
necessary to settle that question. I might go on to quote in the Senate, and a liberal share-and 1 trust LIat
articles from that paper which were written tW excite the share will stili grow larger-a liberal aiare of the more im-
animosity of the majority against the minority in the Pro- portant offices in Lhe dispsition of Lhe Government of the
vince of Ontario, but, as I desire to finish very quickly, I day,-and a very liberal share of the miner offices. I say
will note I wili only give one quotation, which 1 think is boldly, and without fear of contr:diction, that the right and
quite suflicient. At the time of the discussion in regard to interest ofour element have been rcognised W a greater ex-
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tent within the last five years than ever before since Confede-
ration; I say there bas been more important positions given
to our people within these few years than at any time since
Confederation, Therefore I say our policy is a wise one, is
a proof that there is nothing unholy about the alliance
between Irish Catholics and the Orange or the Presbyterian
or the Baptist or any other element., Our policy is for
every public man in this country to meet every man and
every element upon the same platform to discuss the affairs
of the nation in the interests of the country, and if we can
cultivate a friendly feeling; if we can make harmony reign
instead of confusion, jealousy and bickerings between the
diffe»ent elements, surely we are right and those gentlemen
are wrong. Therefore, I have no reason to feel ashamed if I
am branded with being a traitor to my people and having
Letrayed their interest and turned Orangeman. I differ
with Protestants conscientiously, but I agree to differ with
thom, and I am willing, as every intelligent man in this
country ought to be willing, to give to them what I ask for
myself-the right of acting conscientiously according to
my honest convictions. Now, Sir, another remark and I
have done. An appeal was made to me that I ought to be the
last man to resist this movement, this popular wave that
went through the country in favor of Louis Riel; that I
myself had raised my voice in this Parliament for mercy,
and that I should not forget that. I do not forget it, Mr.
Speaker, I do not forget that I raieed my voice for an
Irishman in this Parliament; but I would ask any hon.
gentleman who was in this House at that time if, in
raising my voice for an Irishman as I did, I asked if he
should be specially treated. Did I ask that the French
prisoners who had been sentenced should suffer a certain
penalty, and that my protégé because he was an Irishman
should be lot off with a slight punishment, or go scot free ?
No, Sir, I raised my voice because I was deeply moved
upon the subject, and because the same punishment had not
been meted out to this Irishman that had been meted out
to the others; and because hon. gentlemen on the other
side, sitting on the Treasury Benches at that time, and
controlling the Government of the country refused to do
justice-those who, not long before, had raised a cry through
Ontario-not that law and order should be maintained, not
that Canadian justice sheuld be satisfied, but that the people
of Ontario must be avenged for the murder of Scott in the
the .North-West. That was his platform-not broad enough
to take in all the country, but confined to that Province, and
for a political purpose. 1 say that when those gentlemen
came upon the Treasury benches, they proposed to carry a
measure of amnesty in this Parliament. That amnesty pro-
vided for the expatriation of the most guilty of the rebels
at that time excepting the unfortunate O'Donohue, and
what was his sentence ? The others were expatriated for
five years, at the end of which time they could return, but
thisman was banished for all time. And yat these hon.
gentlemen opposite who refused to show mercy then, are
now crying out for mercy. That is the reason I raised my
voice at the time in favor of this man-it was because those
hon. gentlemen excluded that man from the amnesty that
was given to others. It was in those days when we were
referred to as Dogans in this Parliament. It was then thought
that no man would dare raise his voice in favor of that
unfortunate man O'Donohue, and when I made a motion in
favor of extending equal justice to Prof. O'Donohue, the hon.
gentleman called upon his supporters to vote my motion
down, and ho pointed across the House to me, who was
thon standing on the other side, and after painting this
man in the darkest colora, ho said: "This is the man "
-alluding to O'Donohe-" for whom the hon. member
for Victoria is not ashamed to rise in this place and
speak for." No, Mr. Speaker, I never was ashamed
of having risen in my place and having spoken for Prof.
O'Danohue on that occasion, and if I ever had any doubts

that my cause was a strong one, I would have been justified
within a fow monthe afterwards when the hon. member for
Quebec East (Mr. Laurier), I think it was, sought his elec-
tion-the hon. gentleman who made an able speech the
other night, and because I complimented his friends on
that clever speech it was taken as an approval of lis
opinion. I said, no, you misunderstand me. I give the
hon. gentleman credit 'for having delivered a speech that
indicates great study, and a great amount of labor inits pre-
paration, and for having delivered it in a gentlemanly and
courteous manner, but if you want to draw any advantage
from that, my meaning is that it was a most clever mis-
representation of the whole case. On the former occasion
when that hon. gentleman had te go te Quebec for his elec.
tien, it was found necessary te make extraordinary efforts
for bis return. Every paper in our intereet in the country
pointed out the glaring injustice that had been done te Mr.
O'Donohue, and se it turned out that what had been refused
in the name of justice te the people was granted
for a political object and that amnesty was granted then.
And those hon. gentlemen are the men who go before the
country and traduee and vilify the Government of the day,
and tell the people the Government is formed of oreatures
who can be bullied, csjolled and driven te do anything.
Before we are accused and condemned by the country the
accusation will have te be made by gentlemen who have
given botter proof of their own integrity and independence
than that which has been been given by gentlemen oppo-
site. I do net wish te trespass longer on the time of the
House. Some hon.gentlemen may think I have gone aside
from the issue; but I think I need only say in response te
that objection, that I know it is net only the question of
the execution we are discussing here, but that the founda-
tien for a future struggle is being made -by hon. gentleman
opposite, and as I have been obliged te endure quietly the
misrepresentations and calumnies of-their organs for twelve
menths I was satisfied the House would pardon me if I
spoke a few words te night.

Mr. CASEY. Mr. Speaker-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.

Mr. CASEY. I do net think it is a very amusirg thing
to see one Irishman following another; I think it is one of
the most natural sight in the world. When one Irish-
man trails his coat on the path of another and
challenges him to come on, the matter for surprise would
be if the other Irishman had net something te say on the
subject. The Minister of Inland Revenue who has just
taken his seat fears he wandered a little from the issue, and
I think the fear was perfectly justified by the facts. Instead
of dealing with the question before the House, he has led
us away into the maze of what, in spite of the protest at
the end of his speech, is a totally different question. He
evidently, from the tone of hie speech, fears more than ho
would like te admit, the attacks made by the Montreal
Post and other Irish papers upon himself, or ho would net
take se much trouble te interject a speech directed only te
the Irish Catholic vote of Canada. I say the hon. gentleman's
speech was directed entirely te that vote, and had no bear-
ing whatever on the execution of Riel. I do net think the
hon. gentleman has made any strong points in this conne.
tien, and if he had not, as I havesaid, trailed bis coat
across my path by mentioning my naine, I would perhaps
have omitted all reference te this incidental Irish row which
las sprung during a debate on another subject. He says
the leader of the Opposition and myself, for ho has doue me
the honor te couple my name with that of the hon. and
distinguished gentleman, used never te have shamroks in
our buttonholes, while now we have developed a strong
partiality for shamrocks. I think we have as good a right
te wear shamrocks as the hon. member himself. I do net
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know whether he was born in Ireland; I am told he was
not.

Mr. COSTIGAN. No.

Mr. CKSEY. Thon I think we have as good a right to
wear shamrocks as the hon. gentleman, for if we are not
Irishmen our fathers and mothers were Irish, and we are
Irish too, as the old song says, and are duly qualified to
wear shamrocks. For my part I have always worn a
shamrock on St. Patrick's Day when [ have been able to
get one, which has not always been the case in this severe
climate. Apart from this question, to which I have alluded
as a joke, I will refer to the allegations made by the hon.
Minister. He says we are making an unholy and unrigh.
teous alliance with the Bleus of Quebec and with Irish
Catholics.

Mr. COSTIGAN. No.

Mr. CASEY. I took the words down, unholy and
unrighteous alliance; that we had made it, or were trying
to make it-I think the hon, Minister said we were trying
to make it. He went on to enlarge at great length on the
impropriety of the Opposition doing what he said they were
doing, forming an alliance with a portion of the Conserva-
tive party. Without discussing the existence of any sncb
alliance I intend to quote other remarks made by the bon.
gentleman. lu the latter portion of his remarks he said
there was nothing unholy about an alliance between Irish
Catholies and Orangemen,but that it was perfectly legitimate
and patriotie to ally themselves with anybody whose alli-
ance was necessary for the good of the country and to carry
on the governmont of the country. That sounds like a
very fine sentiment, and it is, I believe, a sound sentiment;
but it is in very marked contrast with the sentiment
expressed in the earlier part of the hon. gentleman's speech.
His position reminded me very much of an hotel-keeper I
heard of in one of the Western States, where there was a
large Irish settlement and an extremely patriotie settlement
of native-born Americans. The tavern-keeper, wishing to
stand equally well with both sections of the community,
put up a sign-board with the elaborate motto: "Erin go
unum, e pluribus bragh." By this ingenious blending
of the American national motto with that of Ireland,
the hotel-keeper managed to secure very considerable
custom, and I am really afraid the Minister's speech to-night
will be viewed by the people as an attempt to blond
the Orange and Green mottoes in something the same
fashion. I do not know exactly how it eau be worked
out ; how the "limmortal memory " and other mottoes
could be got together, to work togother on the same sign-
board; but I am afraid the Minister has tried to make a
sign-board of that sort, one equally in favor of the Orange
and the Green. Again, the hon. gentleman told us that
the Irish Catholics bad been very ill-treated by us and that
they, the Conservatives, on the other hand, had done every-
thing right and good for them. If my memory does not
fail me, a couple of years ago, when the hon. gentleman
resigned, or stepped out, or was pusbed out, or started
to climb out, or whatever it was-I refer to the time
when he was supposed to have one foot in the Cabinet
and the other out of it, I cannot define his position, for
it has not been defined to this House-his sentiment was
not quite the same as it is now. I think we were given
to understand that he complained that the Government, of
which he still romains a member, was not se favorable as it
should be to the claims of Irish Roman Catholics. But the
hon. gentleman endeavors to make a great point in regard to
the New Brunswick School Bill, and charges inconsistency
against hon. gentlemen on this side of the House, because,
as he says, we seemed to have voted in two opposite direc-
tions. But he las not put the case fairly to the HIouse. It

Mr, CASEn.

will be remembered that the first motion was a motion to
ask the Government to disallow the Act passed by the New
Brunswick Legislature, and for particular reasons existing
at the time, this case being under the consideration of the
Privy Council as to the constitutionality of the Act, the
House did strongly support that motion. But on the
other occasion to which he refera his motion was not
a motion of the same sort, a motion asking for dis-
allowance; it was a motion praying "That Her Majesty
will be pleased to cause an Act teobe passed amend-
ing the BritishN 1erth America Act by providing
that the Roman Catholics of New Brunswick shall
have the same rights and privileges, &c., as the people
of the other Provinces." It was in fact a motion to sk the
Imperial Parliament to amend the British North America
Act for the sake of arriving at a certain object in a certain
Province, au object which a majority of the people of that
Province, whether rightly or wrongly-wrongly as I
believe-bad declared they did not wish to have attained.
It was moved in amendment by Mr. Cauchon, seconded by
the present leader of the Opposition, to the following
effect:

" That on the 29th May, 1872, the House of Commons adopted the
following resolution : ' Tis House regrets that the 8chool Act recently
passed in New Brunswick is nsatisfactory to a portion of the inhabitants
of tLat Province, and hopes that it may be so modified during the next
Session of Legislature of New Brunswick as to remove any just grounds
of dissatisfaction that now exists.' That this House regrets that the
hope expressed in the said resolution has not been realised. And that
an humble Address be presented to Her Most Gras ous Majesty the Queen
embodying this resolution and praying that Her Majesty will be gra-
ciously pleased to use Her influence with the Leizislature of New Bruns-
wick to procure such a modification of the said Act as shall remove such
grounds of complaint."

That motion was carried by a very large majority of the
House, composed of Protestants and Catholios, without
regard to religion. The resolution proposed to ask the
Imperial Government to exorcise any legitimate iùfluence
they might have with the New Brunswick Government to
secure what was desired rather than to ask the Queen to
break up the Confederation Act for the sake of attaining a
particular object in a particular Province, and it was sup-
ported by a large majority. I think the bon, gentleman
cannot charge us with inconsistency with regard to this
question. Now, as to what the hon. Minister says about
O'Donohue, it is a dead issue. The man has long ago been
pardoned, and as an bon. friend beside me says, he bas left
this world entirely, but the issue was dead long before the
man was. The question never had anything in it but an
attempt to get up a little local race sympathy for political
purposes. The attempt to stir up political prejudice was
all on the aide of those who made a special point about
O'Donohue, and when it was found that the case was not
as special as it was supposed to be in the first instance,
the man received bis pardon at a subsequent period.
Now, I come to what the lon. Minister said about the
question before the House-but I find I have not any notes
on that subject, as he said nothing about it. I will pass,
therefore, to what some other hon. gentlemen have said in
regard to this question, and I shall not spend a great deal of
time on it either. The Minister of Justice regretted in
opening bis speech that it should be bis first duty, in bis
first speech in this House, to express disapprovai of the
manner in which the debate was being conducted, and the
case presented to the House. Now, as bas been pointed
out already, by these remarks of bis, he expresses disappro-
val of the course of the Government. fie assures us that
the Government did not fix a day for the discussion, or fix
the form in which the resolution shouild be prosented. We
may take his word as to what passed before the resolution
was laid on the Table, but we know from our own records
that after the resolution was proposed the Government, by
the mouth of the Premier himself, did fix a day for the dis-
cussion. After eards the Government, by the mouth of the

316



COMMONS DEBATES.
Minister of Publie Works, fixed the form in which the House
should decide this question, by moving a resolution, which
compelled the motion of the hon. member for Montmagny
(Mr. Landry) to be voted upon in the form in which it
actually stood. The Government said in effect this is the
shape in which it suits us to have the discussion on this
question and have a vote upon it, and we will stereotype
it in that shape and not allow it to be voted upon in an3
other. The Government did then fix the day for the
discussion and did fix the form of the motion. i quite
agree with the Minister in objecting to the course which
bis colleagues pursued in this matter. He no doubt
still entertains the. same opinion, and if he feels thai
the case is presented to the House in an improper form,
and that the discussion has not been such as it should be
he will no doubt join with us on this side of the louse in
voting against the previous question, and that the question
shall not now be put to the House, and shall not
be put to the House until it is put in such a
shape as to satisfy the Minister of Justice himself. But
with all this protesting he proceeded, Sir, somewhat in
the manner of a lady celebrated in poetry, for ho, "while
vowing we should not discuss, discussed it." He went
on and discussed the question at greater length and
with greater clearness and with greater thoroughness than
any hon. gentleman on that side of the House. As to the
propriety of discussing such a question here, there is room
for argument on general principles as I think the House
have discovered already. It seems undoubtedly the right of
the House to criticise any act performed by the Cabinet as
a Cabinet. But we need not go into these general principles
to prove that it is proper to discuss this question iere, to
prove that the Government expected the discussion of it
because we have in the Government's pamphlet, published
by Sir Alexander Campbell before the Hlouse met, a chal-
lenge in these words: iReferring to the charge of having
excited the rebellion, Sir Alexander says :

"Upon such a charge, when made in a constitutional manner, the
Government will be responsible to the representatives of the people, and
before them they will be prepared to meet and disprove it.

"IA ppeals to the animosities of race have been made in one of the
Provinces with momentary success. Should those prevail, the future of
the country must suffer. Parliament will not meet for some time, and
in the interval, unless some action is taken to remove these animosities,
they will gain ground, and it will become more difficult to dispel belief
in the grounds which are used to provoke them.

" It is thought right, therefore, that the true facts of the case, and
the considerations which have influenced the Government, should be
known, so that those who desire to judge of their conduct impartially,

,may have the information which is essential for that purpose.

And then, the ex-Minister of Justice goes on to discuss
the question of the case of Louis Riel, convicted of
treason, at the length of a great many pages. Still
more; the hon. Minister of Publie Works accepted the
challenge, and appeared to approve of the discussion.
if a louse divided against itself it is on very shaky
foundations. I fear the Hlouse in which hon. gentlemen
en the Treasury benches now live must be considered
shaky, when we find two such prominent members of the
Cabiîet disagreeing on a question of this kind. Thon, Sir,
ho told us we were unreasonable in asking for all the papers
we did ask for; he told us we had papers enoagh ; then ho
said there were a number of papers that should not be
brought down at all; and thon he proceeded to show
that we had not all the papers-that we had not even all
the papers necessary to form a correct opinion on the
question-by reading papers, which were thon for the first
time presented to the House, and which ho evidently con-
sidered necessary to a decision, or ho would not have read
them to the House on that occasion. He has, therefore,
established our position completely in regard to the papers.
But, as the hon. leader of the Opposition has pointed out,
it is not that they have refusê these iapers hitherto,
but that they have promised to give the~m and have not

done so. They promised them in this pamphlet from which
1I have quoted, before the House met; they have promised
, them ever since the House met; but they have failed
t to keep their promises; they have not even kept them

" to-morrow." «But, Sir, theb on. Minister of Justice said :
" Why, I have laid such and such papers on the Table
of the House-the judge's charge and some others;" but
when did he lay thon on the Table of the fouse ? Before
the discussion began? Not at all. Some ofthem just before
the discussion commenced, some of them during the dis-

i cussion, and some no doubt will be laid on the Table the
t moment the discussion is over; and yet we are asked to con-
t sider this a submission of the papers to the House. It may

sound very well in the country to say that papers were laid
on the Table, and hon, gentlemen opposite may count on

i sufficient ignorance among some people to lead them to
believe that we had the papers; but every member of this
Louse knows, and everyone in the country should know,
that no paper is fairly before this House until it is
printed and distributed to members, and until they
have some days to consider it if it is of any importance.
Papers laid on the Table may perbaps be seen by one or two
members on each side; but it is impossible for those who
have to decide by their votes on those papers, to see them
until they are printed and distributed. Then, Sir, the argu-
ment has been used by the hon. gentleman which is very
commonly used also by the Conservative newspapers, that
we should not complain of the lack of papers when we
form opinions and express them in the vigorous manner
in which we do in and ont of the House.-

Mr. HLESSON.-What papers ?

Mr. CASEY.-The Montreal Gazette, for instance,
expressed this opinion on the very day on which the hon.
Minister of Justice expressed it in the House. The argu-
mente were identical, and were equally weak, with all due
deference to the hon. Minister of Justice and the Montreal
Gazette. The argument is extremely weak. It amounts to
saying, unless you have all the evidence you want in order
to form a correct opinion, you must have no opinion at all.
That is absurd; we cannot help having an opinion. If we
are not supplied with all the evidence necessary to form a
correct opinion, we must form an opinion on the information
we have. it may possibly be an erroneous opinion; if so,
it will be the fault of those who refuse to give us the papers.
It may possibly be a correct opinion, but we are deprived
of the material necessary to prove it to be such. The
hon. gentleman laid a great deal of stress on the legality
of the trial, and on the fact that the law, under which that
trial was held, was passed by the Government of my hon.
friend from East York (hir. Mackenzie). He said ail that
could be asked of the Government was that it should
administer British law and British fair play. He could not
understand how the Government could be condemned if the
trial was legal according to the statutes in force. Well,
Sir, in the first place, it ws notBritish law. Will any man
in this House say that a trial conducted by a stipendiary
magistrate, and an assistant Justice of the Peace, with six
jurors, is Brtish law ?

Mr. RYKERT. It is your own law.
Mr. CASEY. Will even the hon. member for Lincoln

(Mr. Rykert) say that is British law ? Can he show me
any statute permitting a trial for life and death before such
a tribunal? Can he show it in any British colony outside of
the North-West Territories ? And the hon. gentleman
evidently conside s it a suffloient answer to say, you passed
the law.

An hon. MEMBE R. You voted for it.

Mr. CASEY. I do not think there was any division
about it, and hon. gentlemen opposite were quite as respon-
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sible for not objecting to that law as we were. But adiitting
that we were solely responsible for the law at that time,
the circumstances of the country were so extremely different
from what they are now that the comparison faIls to the
ground. At that time there were scarcely any white
settlers in the North-West Territories outside of the
Province of Manitoba ; there was scarcely anybody in the
country but half-breeds, Indians a-cd Hudson Bay Company
employees ; there was no railway within huandrede of miles;;
there were no means of getting a jury of twelve persona'
together on short notice, and no certainty that any jury oft
twelve persons could be got together. New what is the
case? Of course the people are not sonumerous as the late
Minister of Agriculture led us to expect; butthere are 20,0001
or 80,000 white people in the Territories, and they are
scattered along the lines -of railway and pretty contiguous to
thom. This has been the case forthree or four years back;
and yet did these hon. gentlemen, who now say that we are;
responsible for that law, take a'ny means to change it or te
procure for the British subjectin the North-West Territeries
that fair play which he gets everywhere else under the flag
of Britain? No, Sir; they rearranged and adopted the law
as it was, and took no means to adapt it to the altered con-
ditions of the eountry. They and they only are responsible
for the existence of that law in its present stateat the time
Louis Riel was tried. If it were only lat Session, why did
they not change it last Session ? The hon. the Minister of
Justice began a quotation from the speech of my hon.
friend the leader of the Opposition, at London, in which
the latter expressed a partial exoneration of the Govern-
ment from any grave scandal in regard to this law,
except for the fact that they might have changed
the Iaw even since the commission of the crime.
The Minister of Justice appeared to think that the
leader of the Opposition. had exonerated the Govern-
ment from blame in the matter, whereas he had instead
simply made the point which is evident thatthe Govern-
ment could have changed the law even-after tie crime had
been committed. The Minister of Justice id that would be
making post facto legislation. Could any statement be more
absurd, when it is considered that the -crime committed,
that of treiason, was one which had never been committed
before in the Territories, and which, it was never contem-
p lated would be tried before such a tribunal when the present
law was made? What then more rational than to adapt, even
at the lat moment, the legal machinery of the country to
suit the trial of this new crime ? Could -not the Govera-
ment have provided a judge in the same way as other
judges are provided? Could they not have.provided for the
attendance of twelve jurymen and for the,administration of
the ordinary British justice which is administered everywhere
else in the empire? Now that this case has ýbeen tried and
considerable agitation and discussion created eoncerning it,
the law in the Territories will probably be changed, and
the Government will probably bring down ome new provi-
sion which they should have made before the trial-occurred.
I am not implying that necessarily the man was wrongly
condemned, but it is quite evident the public cannot regard
the sentence of that court with the same confidence as they
would that of an ordinary court. Had the Government
desired to strengthen their position, they would have taken
pains to see that this criminal had a trial like other' eûmi-
nals.

Mr. HESSON. Was the trial unfair?
Mr. CASEY. I am not discussing whether thei riaI-

was unfair or not, because that point has been fully dis-
cussed by my hon. friends. I leave the country to decide
on the argument already advanced; my point ls that the
people, a ilaymen, have not the confidence they ought to
have as to the fairnes of the trial which teek place. It
may have been fair or not, but nobody can be sure it was'

Mr. CAszY.

as fuir as if Riel had been tried before an ordinary British
court of justice. I shal not take up any more points of the
speech of the, hon. Minister of Justice, because his speech
basbeen very fuily deal'tVwith by others ; but in regard to
this whole discussion I must say that I approached the con-
sideration of the question when I came down 'here with
those prejudices whidh, i fear, are natural to most Inglibh
speaking people in this matter. Prom the first, I had very
grave doubts as to the sanity of Riel, doubts which ïIthink
would have probably moved me, if I had a voice in decid-
îng the matter, to vote against his execution, but my doubts
-were notso strong as to allow. me to go the length of con.
demning the Government for their action if it had been
taken in good faith. I am sorry to have to state my con-
viction now that the Government did not act in good faith ;
at all events that good faith on their part is so very far
from being proven, that the presumption of it is not admis-
sible. I am convinced that they acted from other motives
than those of justice ; I am convinced they acted from poli-
tical motives, and therefore are not to be excused on the
ground of error in judgment or of having acted in good faith
to the best of theirability. I have also, since this debate began,
listened to a good many arguments which were not known
to me before, and those arguments and the facts stated have
had the effect of changing my opinion on the case almost
entirely from what it was when I first approached it. As
I say, I had doubte as to the sanity of- the man, but no
doubts as to the propriety of his execution on other grounds.
At present, with the evidence we have before us, with the
precedents quoted by the hon. member for Huron (Mr.
Cameron), and by the hon. member for West Durham (Mr.
Blake),-and thebon. member for QuebecEast (Mr. Laurier),
with the arguments based on those precedents before us,
with such evidence as the Government has allowed us to
see-with all these, I am compelled to come to the
conclusion not only that ]Riel was insane, but that
the policy of executing him was a mistaken one; that
it is an action not warranted by modern precedent to
bang the leader of an insurrection atter the insurrection
has been eucessfully put down, unless there are such very
special circumstances-as to make the execution necessary
to public safety. I will notýgo into details of my reasons for
coming to this conviction, 'because you have all listened to
the speeches, and will know to what I refer, when I say the
facts and speeches quoted by them, caused me to form this
opinion. Lt reuts from those precedents relating to
British practice in modern years, which prove, as I have
said, an insurgent is primd facie Dot to be hanged, and,
as a matter of fact, is not hanged in English practice;
that, therefore, the burden of proof lies on thec Government to
show why they did hang this insurgent leader. There was no
attempt made to show this until the Minister of Justice made
his speech, and although it was an extremely able and exhaus-
tive speech, I confessit had not the effect of destroying in my
mind the conviction created by the other speeches to which
I referred. It is somewhat unusual on the floor of this
House to talk of opinions being changed during a debate;
we generally approach a question with our opinions made
op, and only dobate it for the sake of its effect on the coun-
ti'y,but this is undoubtedly a remarkable debate which
afecs 'the opinions and votes of members of-the House. It
has"stffocted My opinion and will affect my vote, and I have
nOt the- slightest doubt it has affccted the opinions and will
affect thevotes of many hon. >members. No doubt I will
be charged -with giving this vote for a political purpose, no
doubt I will be charged'with giving my -vote for the sake of
political fefect, but I have a constituency which the hon.
gentleman at the head of the Government was kind enough
to form into what is -called ýa hive in which he was
&kind enough tto put a tremendous Reformn majority, not
necessarily br me, tut for some candidate, and I think
the member representing such a county as that need hardly
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be accused of trying to make political capital by hie vote.
In faot, the vote would be likely to make political capital
for me the wrong way. If any prejudice would be excited
in the minds of my constituents by this vote, it would, at
all events on the first thought, be a prejudice -against me.
But I believe that the people of Ontario at large are as open
to conviction as members of this House, that the opinions as
to the advisability of this deed will be as various throughout
the country as they are here, that they will not beo onfined
to party lines, that many of both parties will condemn and
many of both parties will defend the execution of Riel, and
that, when the debate is over bore, and when we have time
to look at the matter in a serions, thoughtful mood, apart
from the mist of political excitement, it will be regarded
by the people lu the country, as it is coming to be regarded
in this louse, not as a party question, but as a judicial
one, on which we are asked to express our opinion ln a calm,
judicial mood, without regard to race feeling or party lean-
ings. I said a little while ago that the assumption of good
faith on the part of the Government could scarcely be
sustained by the facts. I think my assertion is backed
up, not only by their conduct since the sentence and
since the execution of Riel, but by their past record
during and after the first insurrection which was headed
by that unfortunate man. We have to look for a moment
at that record to see whether they can be acting in good
faith now. It is a very marked feature lu this debate that
it seoms to bo the opinion of ail the gentlemen sitting
hohind hon. Ministers who have spoken on this question
that the death of Thomas Scott had a great deal to do with
the question whether Riel should be hanged now or not.
That is really the crucial question in this case, that ho
might have been let off if ho had not killed Thomas Scott.
What is the record of those hon. gentlemen in regard to the
death of Thomas Scott? When Riel was alleged to be guilty
of a causeless murder of that kind, when ho was sought to
be put upon hie trial in order to see whether ho was guilty
or not of that, the present leader of the Government sent
money to aid in the escape of that fugitive from justice
from the Province of Manitoba. The Premier, whose
friends now-for ho has not spoken on the subject himself-
urge that Riel was properly hanged because ho thon killed
Thomas Scott, at that time assisted him to escape from the
country, when ho was, as those hon. gentlemen allege, a
red-handed murderer, when ho was, as everybody believes>
in a position to more richly deserve hanging than on the
present occasion.

Mr. HESSON. Who amnestied the murderer?
1Mr. CASEY. We are coming to that lu good time.
Mr. IHESSON. Come to it now.
Mr. CASEY. I say that the Ministry thon, through the

Premier, made themselves the accomplices of Biel in the
acts of which he was guilty at that time. Still more, when
Archbishop Taché was sent to negotiate this exodus of Biel
from Manitoba, Riel told him he would not take this money
or go out of this country unless ho was to be regarded as a
public servant, that ho was leaving in the service of the Domi-
nion of Canada, and that the money ho was to receive was a
salary as a public servant and not a bribe toleave the country.
The condition was agreed to; Riel accepted the money, not as
a bribe, but as a salary, as ho called it; ho was escorted out
of Manitoba by a squad of police, and ho remained in the
United States in the pay of the Government of this country.
After a time ho returned to Manitoba, and made arrange.
ments to run for the county of Provencher. A seat being
required for the late Sir George Cartier, arrangements wore
made by Lieutenant Governor Archibald, at the request of
the Premier, to secure his retirement from the contest.

An hon. MEMBER. He was running in the intereste of
the Grit party thon.

Mr. CASEY. At that time ho was running in intimate
association with the present member for Provencher (Mr.
Royal), who can hardly be looked upon as a member of the
Grit party, and to him, as well as to Riel himseolf, were the
thanks of the Government telegraphed when Riel had
retired, and had done the Govemment the great service of
abandoning the seat lu favor of one of its members. A
Government that can make this man a public servant when
ho is lying under a charge of murder, a Government that
can aocept a favor at his hands when hoeis lying under a
charge of murder, in the year 1871 or 1872, is not in a
position to say now that Riel's past record, that the killing
of Scott lu the spring of 1870 is a reason for considering
hi& offences of last summer more aggravated than they
otherwise would have been considered, that his part record
was so bad as to justify his execution now. My hon. friend
from Perth (Mr..Hesson) wanted to know who amnestied
him. Well, Sir, it was distinctly proven before a committee
of this House in 1874 that an amnesty full and complote to
all concerned in that rebellion was promised by the leader
of the Government, by Sir George E. Cartier, and other
members of that Government.

An.hon. MEMBER. No. fMr. BOWELL. No, nothing of the kind.Mr. CASEY. The hon. member says "no." He does
not think he was more guilty when he killed Scott than on Mr. CASEY. The Minister of Customs sys "no." It is
the present occasion. I am astonished to hear that; I true I have no testimony to put against his, except that of
should have thonght that the unprovoked murder of an. an archbishop, a priest or two, and a few delegates from
unoffending citizen would appear to the mind of the hon Manitoba. If the hon. Minister does net think the testi-
gentleman a crime richly deserving hanging, and it is in mony of those gentlemen, given under oath, is trustworthy
that light that bon. gentlemen on that eide of the Hlouse I lave him to fight it out with them. But I know these
invariably regard the killing of Scott. When I say that facts were sworn to by these parties. I will quote a letter
the Minister of Justice, at the time the predecessor many from Sir George Cartier, giving the facto in regard te the
years ago of the hon. gentleman who addressed the House election. In writing to His Grace Archbishop Taché, he
yesterday, then and now the Premier, gave money to assist said :
in the escape of a man who was alleged teobe a murderer, Ipresume your Gra e i one of the friends who sot me elected inand was afterwards proved to be a murderer lu the legal Provencher; accept my sincere thanks. Give thnifor me to&il
sense, what opinion can we have of the good faith of that friends, and especially to those who were more instrumental in securing
gentleman when he defends the recent execution ? election. I am leaving for England for brief visit for my health; wil

send letters of thanks bfefre leaving.Mr. HESSON. Your party amnestied him. "GEO. E. 0AlTIER."
Mr. CASEY. If a private person, who assists a man His Grace goes on to say:

charged with murder to escape from the country, is regarded "Il reference to communications with members of the Government Ias an accomplice, lu what light eau the Minister of Justice forgot to mention one thing that occurred on the 15th Auguet, 1873. ln
be regarded when he assista a murderer to escape ? Osa we an interview with bSir John A. Macdonald in Ottawa, he told me there
regard him in any other lih than that of an accomplice were some communications received from England to the effect that they
atr the ct? t P were allowed to publiash an amnesty to ail excepting those concerned in

the execution of Thomas Scott. 'This,' ho added, 'is not what yon
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wish. I will go to England immediately after the Session, and I am
sure they will settle the question of the amnesty.'7"

Those are the words of Sir John A. Macdonald, sworn to by
Archbishop Taché. He afterwards wrote a letter to Mr.
Langevin, which ho quotes.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not deny that..

Mr. CASEY-
" Mr. Tach6 told me that Mr. Langevin had requested him to telegraph

me. Sir John and Mr. Langevin went to the Palace, but I was already
gone te the departmental buildings to see them.''

The Archbishop was staying at the Bishop's Palace here.
"Mr. Langevin came to me there and told me Sir John was in his

office waiting for me. I accompanied Mr. Langevin to Sir John. The
conversation began on the election of Riel for the vacant seat in Pro-
vencher. They both insisted on the prepriety of Riel neot running for
that election, but being replaced by one ofprie frield. I annwered that
I would not interfere any more, that [ had been deceived too often. They
insisted, and Sir John A. Macdonald said again that he would go to
England after the Session and secure the amnesty. There was a long
talk, and at last I told Sir John that I would not, and could net, do
anything in the matter unless he would give me a written guarantee of
what ho wa saying.'He said he could not give anything in writing,
and he Ieft the place."

It was very like the hon. Premier, very like his character-
istic caution, not to put anything in writing. I have also
here a note of what the hon. Minister of Public Works said
at that time to Archbishop Taché. In this case I can give
yen the words, not merely of a bystander, but of the hon.
gentleman himself. Mr. Langevin himsolf was examined
before the committee in regard to the granting of the
amnesty, and ho said:

"I knew also that Sir John A. Macdonald, the First Minister, intended
te go to England after the Session, and that he intended to represent
te t he Imperial authorities that the North-West question was an Impe-
rial one, which was causing trouble and disquietude in a portion of the
Dominion, and that certainly the best interests of the Dominion required
that the Imperial Government should take up the matter. Knowing as
much, I thought that the Imperial Government, having received the
documents and representations above mentioned, would certainly feel
it their duty te act in the matter, and therefore the question would come
to an early solution. Of course, I knew full well there were obstacles,
and great obstacles, connected with their granting of that amnesty, but
se convinced was I that the best interests of Canada required that this
matter should be settled without delay, I was determined, as was also
my colleague, Mr. Robitaille, that by handing in our resignations we
could bring about a decision."

In another place he said:

"Sir John knew perfectly well that I was te make that statement."

The statement which I have just read:-

" I wanted te show my friends that I had reasons for making that
statement te them, and that I was acting in good faith towards them
and the cause which we were advocating, and se I said 'my portfolio
is there, with that of my colleague, Mr. Robitaille.' "I

In the year following the appointment of this commission,
when the question of amnesty was brought up in the flouse,
not only all the French members of the Government voted
against the expulsion of Riel from the House and in favor
of a full and complote amnesty to Riel, but the present
Minister of Railways voted and spoke in favor of it; and I
am sure ho holds the same sentiment still, and if ho were to
vote according to bis convictions upon this occasion he
would say that it was improper that Riel was executed.
Now, Sir, I need not quote you the words in full, for there
is no dispute about the fact.

Mr. BOWELL. Io that all the evidence you have?

Mr. CASEY. It is not. There are some couple of hun-
dred pages of evidence, but I think it would be too much to
read to satisfy even the hon. gentleman's appetite for evi-
dence. The evidence I have read is only a sample of what
was sworn to. Archbishop Taché swore that when ho first
came to Ottawa, in the spring of 1870, ho was told by the
Cabinet that ho might promise, when ho got to Winnipeg,
a complete amnesty for all that had been done up to the

Mr. CAsEY. a

time ho got there, without any exception as to Riel or any-
body else. It was before the killing of Scott, and ho was
told that whatever happened until ho got there---

Mr. BOWELL. Oh, no.
Mr. CASEY. Well, if the hon. gentleman will force me

to turn up the documents in every case-
Mr. BOWELL. Whatever promise was made there, was

for anything that was done up to the time the promise was
made.

Mr. CASEY. No, but up to the time ho should arrive in
Winnipeg. The Archbishop says:

" Any conversation I had was with Sir John Macdonald, who again
impressed me with the necessity of iuforming the peotpie-of the good
intentions of the Government towards them. I said to i then: 'This
is aIl very well, but there have been acts committed which are blame-
worthy, and there may be some others before my arrival there. May I
promise them an amnesty?' He answered me: 'Yes, you may promise
it to them.' I subsequently asked him to give me in writing the sub-
stance of the conversation that had passed between us."

But the Premier in that case, as in the other, was very
chary of what ho committed to writing. flore is the
positive oath of the venerable Archbishop Taché that ho
had authority to promise an amnesty for whatever might
occur till ho reached Winnipeg.

Mr. McCALLUM. Was that not before the murder of
Scott?

Mr. CASEY. Yes, The murder of Scott occurred while
Archbishop Taché was on bis way to Winnipeg.

Mr. McCALLUM. After that conversation ?

Mr. CASEY. Yes. The hon. gentleman does not seem to
sec that that is just the point we are making. The point I
wish to make is that Archbishop Taché swore ho was
authorised to promise an amnesty for whatever might occur
while he was on his way to Winnipeg, that the murder of
Scott occurred while ho was making the journey, and there-
fore it was exactly one of the cases to which the amnesty
applied.

Mr. MoCALLUM. Did you vote for the amnesty ?

Mr. CASEY. I was citing the facts developed before the
committee in 1874. It was clear, although some members
of the Government did not remember the conversations
exactly in the same way the Archbishop remembered them,
and even denied some of his statements, the Archbishop
and priests and witnesses maintained their views of the
question, and that they had taken accurate notes; and
the committee were satisfied that their recollections and
statements were more correct than the recollections and
statements of those who formed the Government at the
time, and who had the strongest possible reasons for
havin bad memories in regard to the question. It was
the cear conviction of the committee and of the wit-
nesses to whom I have referred that this amnesty had
been promised time after time, and that the Governmen t
were afraid to carry ont their promise. We have strong
subsequent evidence of that fear, in the fact that when the
hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie), as Premier,
proposed the amnesty resolutions in the House, the
present Premier, wbo was thon leader of the Oppo-
sition, declared that this was very bold, that ho would
never have dared to make such a proposition. He did not
dare to make the proposition; ho did dare to make the
promise, and to repeat it year after year, nntil the Arch.
bisop (Taché) told him ho did not want promises any
more, but ho did not dare to perform it. The hon.
gentleman did not dare to risk the existence of his
Government by making such a proposal in the House.
More -than that, he did not dare to pay his debt.
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Part of the money which was divided between Riel and
Lépine-£600 sterling-was borrowed from Mr. Donald A.
Smith, in Winnipeg, on the endorsation of Mr. Archibald,
thon Lieutenant-Governor. The Premier was informed of
that loan. He admitted on oath before the committee that
he accepted the responsibility for that loan; that ho accept-
ed responsibility for repayment of the money. But did ho
pay it ? No; it was borrowed in December, 1871, or
January, 1872, and the hon. gentleman went out of power
in November, 1873, and, althongh ho repeatedly promised
to pay the amount, he had never paid this paltry 83,000 and
interest. He is the prodigal son of Canada, we often have
to pay these little debts. We had to pay this one. Two
years after an item was put in the Estimates for the pay-
ment of that money. My friend beside me reminds me that
ho did not pay Archbishop Taché his expenses in coming
over from Rome and acting as Government agent in
quelling the rebellion. There are indeed many things he
has left unpaid. Although amounts were voted for secret
service, and althought an amount was transferred to the
ex-Premier's private account after his defeat, he did
not pay the $3,000 out of that ènm so transferred. That
is sufficient in regard to the amnesty. The amnesty was
forced upon us in pursuance of the pledges made by
our predecessors. It was just like the case of the immense
public works which had been undertaken by hon. gentle-
men when in office before the Pacific scandal, and which
had to ho carried ont by the succeeding Government; in
fact, we had to carry out a great many pledges made
by those hon. gentlemen and amongst them was the
amnesty. Almost immediately, the country at large was
satisfied that it was the only thing that could be done
under the circumstances. If there is any hon. gentlemen
opposite who says ho thinks Riel should not have been
amnestied, lot him speak out. Will the hon. member for
Perth, the hon. member for East Huron, or the hon. mem-
ber for West York, say Riel should not have been pardoned
on that occasion ? They are very silent and judiciously
silent. They will not say that Riel should not have been
pardoned on that occasion. They know if they were to
say so they would be condemning their own leaders who
made themselves the accomplices and friends of that man,

Mr. HESSON. As one I have no hesitation in saying
that in my opinion Riel should have been hanged in 1875
or before.

Mr. CASEY. And yet it was to this man that $4,000
was sent to get him out of the country ; it was at this man's
hands the present Premier accepted a seat for his colleague
in the Cabinet.

Mr. HElSSON. No.
Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman has been asleep since

modern history began.
Mr. HESSON. Who brought Riel into this House ? The

Reform party brought him horo.

Mr. CASEY. I have no objection to state who introduced
him into this House. It was Dr. Fiset. He was never
ashamed of Riel; ho believed him to be an innocent man,
the hon, gentleman who believes ho was a guilty man has
not the courage to blame his own leaders for the intimacy
that existed between them and Riel, the intimacy that
existed botween the Orange Premier and Riel.

Mr. HESSON. The Conservatives moved that he should
be expelled.

Mr. CASEY. This shows that the Government were
not acting in good faith in the policy they adopted, a policy
adopted for the purpose of maintaining themselves in office.
There can be little doubt that the conduct of the Government
since the condemnation of Riel, the frequent reprieves, the

4d

appointment of a medical commission, the sending up of Gov-
ernment employees act as to medical experts on that com-
mission, was designed merely to gain time so as to enable
the Government te decide as a matter of policy which course
would pay them biet in a political sense. Finally Riel was
hanged not from any belief as to the necessity of hang-
ing him for the purpose of preserving the public peace-
yon cannot inagine such a feeling in the minds of men who
had treated him as they did on a former occasion-but
because they believed it would pay thom best. They would
have found it to pay botter to have done the other thing.
They were, afraid of losing a large part of the Orange
vote and the Protestant vote. They need not have been
afraid of losing the Orange vote. Whon the proceedings
took place in 1871 they did not lose the Orange vote.
When the item for the payment of that money to
Donald A. Smith was up in the Estimates the hon. member
for East Hastings (Kr. White), moved that the House
should not agree to the payment of that item becanse they
did not approve of the purpose to which the money had been
applied. So far the Orange feeling was expressed. They
put on record by a solid vote that they did not approve of
the purpose for which the money was applied, but they had
not the courage to turn around and blame the Government,
blame the man who had been their leader for the course ho
had taken, or coase from eupporting that gentleman as
leader. They are supporting him still. Where is the hon.
member for East Hastings still ? Is ho acting in opposition
to the leader whom ho censured by his motion in 1875 ? I
do not think ho is. The hon. member for West York (Ur.
Wallace) was not there at the time, but I have not heard
that his admiration for his leader was at all lessened by
the misuse ho made of the public fands in 1871. The Gov-
vernment need not have been afraid of losing the Orange
vote after such an expression of Orange fidelity on that
occasion. As to losing the Protestant vote of Ontario, I
think the Government need not have been so much afraid of
that either. I think it is an insult to the people of Ontario
to take it for granted, without a trial, that these men
are so anxions for revenge, so anxions for blood, so
anxious to have the leader of the insurrection punished,
after the insurrection has been put down, that the more
fact of commuting the sentence of that leader would have
turned any considerable number against the Government.
It might have done so for a moment. Prejudice is strong
for a moment, but I have that confidence in the people of
Ontario that leads me to believe that when they look at the
question as carefully as we have looked at it in this House,
the opinion throughout Ontario will be divided evenly and
fairly on that question. I do not know whether the major-
ity will disapprove of the execution or not, but I do not
believe that there will be much change in party alli-
ances in Ontario, in consequence of differences of opinion
with regard to this execution, I refer, of course, to the
Protestant English speaking portion of the Province. Bat,
Sir, I shallh be told that we are disloyal. The old cry of dis-
loyalty will be applied to those of us who happen to form
the opinion which I have expressed. This cry too will be
a failure. The cry of loyalty has been raised before by the
Mail and other Government organs, as well as by Govern-
ment speakers, and it has had small effect. It is recognised
by the people at large that loyalty does not demand any
particular view of this question, and that the man who
thinks Riel should not have been hanged may be as loyal
as the man who thinks he should have been.

Mr. ORTON. No, no.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. member for the Rocky Mountains
says "no "-I mean the hon. member for Centre Wellington
(Mr. Orton). He denies the possible loyalty of those who
think that Riel should not have ben executed. Let us draw
a comparison. If Riel was such a criminal that no loyal
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man would wish to see him reprieved, what sort of people
were the Fenians who invaded Ontario in 1866 ? Were they
people who had grievances against Canada ? Had they
suffered any wrongs at the hands of our Government? Had
they any land question to settle ? Had they any reason at aIl
for invading a peaceful Province and killing its sons? No,
Sir, they came as part of an agitation going on in the United
States of America; they came here apparently fbr fun or for
plunder; they could not have come for the good of Ireland,
because there could be no reason in their doing that. They
were caught with arms in their hands, they were caught
red-handed, they were found guilty, their sentences were
passed and their sentenoes were commuted. I do not
remember that there was even a recommendation to mercy,
but the sentences being commuted, they did not serve even
the full term of the commuted sentence, but were let out
after a few years; and the hon. gentleman who is Premier
now was Premier and Minister of Justice at the time
these men had their sentences commuted and they were
released from prison, even before the commuted sentence
had expired. He advised that commutation, he advised
that release from prison, and if a man is not loyal who
believes ]Riel should not have been hanged, what shall we
say of the man who released these Fenian prisoners ?
Can the man be loyal who did that ? I leave it to the
hon. member for Centre Wellington (Mr. Orton) to
compare the two cases and to say whether his condom-
nation of my disloyalty, and the disloyalty of those who
think as I do, does not hit his own leader also. Why, Sir,
it hits every statesman who has ever advised the commu-
tation or reprieve of a political prisoner. We are told that
we should have one law for all. That was the favorite
cry of the Mail newspaper for many days. I am willing
to apply that law in both cases. What is sauce for
the goose is sauce for the gander, and if it was right to com-
mute the sentence of and to release those Fenian prisoners
in 1866, it would be equally consistent -with loyalty and
with public peace to have commuted the sentence of Louis
Riel. I do not suggest-nobody suggests-that he should
be released. It is evident that ho was a dangerous
character to be at large, and he certainly should have been
kept out of mischief. With regard to that point, I think I
cannot do botter than give the opinion ofFather McWilliams
who was with him all the time, who was with him at his
death on the scaffold, and who had been his old school
mate, and this letter will serve a further purpose. Riel has
been charged with bitter hostility to the church, with being
a sacrilegious wretch, whom no goed Catholic should have
anything to do with, or say a good word for. He has been
spoken of in that way by both Protestants and Catholics in
this Honse. Here is a letter from a priest in the church
who saw him in hie st moments, and had the best
opportunities for finding out hi mental condition, and
instead of calling him a wretch, he cals him a lunatie.
This is a copy of a letter addressed by Father McWilliams
to the Governor General:

" In taking a trip to the Rocky Mountains, I stopped off at Regina to
see my old elass-mate Louis Riel. * Iam net surprised to fiud him
insane, but surpriaed to fid him as sane as he is on some subjects. If Your
Excellency allows the sentence ot death ta b. carrid ont, upon your hesd
and that of our adieers wil rest the blood of an insane maou I b-
lieve him to ba dangerous character, unfited te be allowed at large,
or even to be free ; but at once, and fer ail, let him be elosely con5ned
in a ecureinsane asylum. in behalf of justice, I write you and the
Goyernment.2'
In the original letter, Father McWilliams included, in the
blank shown in this copy, the resmons he gave to the.
Governor General for believing Riel was insane. He left
those out in giving a copy to the newspapers for publication,
stating that he did not think it proper to give them. It
would be interesting to have that letter on the Table of
the House with those reasons in it.

An hon. MEMBER. By whom was it written?
Mr. CAsEv.

Mr. CASEY, I omitted to state that it was signed
C. A. McWilliam, P.P.

Mr. COSTIGAN. l that all from him?
Mr. CASBY. No, it is not. When Father McWilliams

came down to Ottawa he published a letter which I did soe
also, but of which I have not a copy, stating that ho with-
drew the expressions ho had used with regard to the blood
of an insane man being on the heads of the Governor and
his Ministers, because ho thought them improper expres-
sions to be used to the persons to whom they were addressed.
I certain ly understood from the Rev. Father's letter that
ho simply withdrew those expressions for that reason; and
I have not yet seen over his hand any retraction of the
opinion that Louis Riel was insane. Even if ho had
retracted that opinion aftorwards, I sbould give much less
weight to the second opinion than to the one he formed on
the spot where he had every opportunity for observation.
Now, Sir, we were accused by the hon. Minister of Inland
Revenue, and we have been accused time and again by hon.
gentlemen opposite, of stirring up feelings of race and
revenge on this question. When I say we, I do not refer to
the party to which I belong, but to those who hold the views
on this question which I hold. The party has been accused
too; but sinue the party as a whole does not hold these views,
it cannot be accused as a whole of stirring up such feelings.
The acousation should be turned round; it is a boomerang.
Everybody who reads the Mail, as every good Conservative
does, knows who is stirring up feelings of race and revenge;
everybody who has read the speeches delivered in this House
knows who ie stirring up those feelings; and I must pay to
our French friends of both parties who have discussed the
matter, the compliment of saying that I scarcely believed,
before hearing them, that a subject so vital to them and
one which so nearly touohed their feelings, their hearts and
their passions, could be discussed by any body of mon with
the coolness, the calmness, and the candor with which they
discussed it. I do not think the accusation of stirring up
fbelings of race and revenge lies at our door or at the door
of our French friends who take the same view of the case.
We have heard something of a new party in Lower
Canada called the Parti .Zational, limited to the French
race. If such a party were formed, I should consider it a
mistake. I think we have an opportunity now of forming
a truly national party, composed of all nationalities and
creeds and parties-a party who shall not accept the
shibboleth of any political party, but which shall be inspired
with true loyalty to Canada-that loyalty which leade us to
watch the conduct of the public servants of Canada, those
who rule the affairs of the country, and hurl them from
power when tbey do anything contrary to the country's in-
terest, no matter to what party they belong.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. CASEY. I am sure such sentiments must seem
very absurd to some gentlemen on the opposite side who
interrupt me with ironicalI "hear, hear." But I think cer-
tain individual members on both sides of the House have
givea evidence of their being able to take tbhat view of the
case. Our French friends wlo have spoken on this ques.
tion had certainly no motives of self-interest in adopting
the course they have taken. They have not only left old
friends and old associations, but they have left a powerfual
Goverument which has the patronage in its hand
and is in a position to give good things to its friends.
Iu leaving that Governmont on this question they have
shown manliness and independence of action. Are there
any Ontario Conservatives who have equal manlinesa and
independence of action-I do not mean on this question
merely, but on any question? If any hon. gentleman can
say that there are, my opinion of that party will have
vastly improved. I do not intend to detain the lons any
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longer than simply to reiterate my hope that this unfor-
tunate event, instead of being the means of disunion between
races and creeds and parties in Canada, as it appeared likely
at one time to be, may prove to be a means of better under-
standing between all creeds and races and parties-the hope
that, instead of taking up the bones of Louis Riel and hold-
ing a mock inquest over them, we shall bury in the grave
all bitter feelings which have hitherto existed between
races and parties, and that this event will really be the
beginning of a better state of feeling among all the peoples
and races of Canada.

Mr. KAULBACH. After the able and eloquent speeches
delivered on this aide the House in support of the position
the Government assumed on the disposal of Louis Riel on
the charge of high treason, I feel great reluctanoe in
coming forward to offer any further remarks, but after
listening to the unfair epithets dealt out to the hon. mem-
bers of the Government by gentlemen opposite I feel con-
strained to crave the indulgence of the House for a few
moments. Gentlemen opposite were not satisfied with
denouncing this honorable Government as a body, for the
action they had taken in connection with Louis Riel, but
have thought proper to denounce the French members of
the Cabinet, as traitors to their race, traitors to their na-
tionality and traitors to their country-a most unjust charge
and one the Government and its admirers have a right to
resent. Does not every member of this House and the country
know, that as Ministers of the Crown under their oaths of
office they are responsible as a Cabinet, responsible as advi.
sers of the Queen's representative, and as such in that ca.
pacity they performed their duty to their Queen and
country faithfully and well, and to-day throughout the
length and breadth of Canada, nay by every person inte-
rested in Canada, excepting disloyal Grits, they are receiv.
ing the commendations to which they are justly entitled.
I feel it my duty to stand up in my place in Parliament
and defend a Government so just, wise, and prudent
as they have proved themselves to be in dealing with
this arch-rebel and murderer, irrespective of creed or
nationality, and meting out punishment to hum, to
which he was so justly deserving. The objections made by
gentlemen opposite as respects Riel's trial at Regina were,
first, that the constitution of the court before which Riel
was tried and condemned should be established beyond a
possibility of doubt; second, that a commission should be
appointed to enquire into the mental condition of the
prisoner. The firet point was definitely settled by the Court
of Queen's Bench of Manitoba, and of the Judicial Committee
of the Privy Council in England. But even if this court, as
referred to, had not been properly constituted, hon. gentle-
men opposite should be the last to complain, as it was a
court of their own creation when they were in power. I
was rather surprised at the utterance of the hon. gentleman
from West Elgin who bas just taken hie seat, in reference
to the constitution of that court, when he, as a prominent
supporter of the Government of the party opposite at that
time, supported the measure of the Bill. In 1875 that Bill
provided for a jury of eight men-with the appointment of
a stipendiary magistrate before whom charges of this nature
were to be tried. In 1877, when the Opposition were still
in power, they thought proper to reduce the number of
jurors to six. To say the least of it I contend that it is very
unfair to complain of that court now. With respect to the
second objection that was set at rest by the report of the
medical experts who made an examination of Riel, Dr.
Jukes, senior medical officer, states that Riel was a

" Olear-headed, accountable being, repounsible for his actions againât
God and man."
Dr. Valade, of Ottawa, reports that:

" While Riel suffered under hallucinations on political and religionus
questions, on other pointa ho was quite sensible, and could distinguish
right from wrong.''1

Dr- Lavell, of Kingston, reports that:
" After a careful consideration of the case, and fully reciating the

consequences involved, he wa uof opinion that, althoughPiel held and
expressed peculiar views as to relgion and general government, ho was
an accountable being, and capable of distinguahing right from wrong."
The medical experts, as you see, were of one opinion as
respecte bis sanity, and we can reasonably conclude, with-
out a doubt, that ho was sane when he organised the rebel-
lion, sane in bis attempt to exterminate the English settlers,
and disposing forever of British rule and authority in that
country, and perfectly sane when he was called upon to
pay the penalty of bis crimes upon the scaifold. Hon.
gentlemen opposite charge the Government with cruelty
toward Riel, in allowing him to suifer the death penalty
when the jury, impanelled to try the case, by thoir verdict
recommended him to mercy. I would ask, Mr. Speaker,
how much clemency was there shown by this malefactor
Riel toward poor Thomas Scott, in 1870 ? Any ? No; not
a particle, but on the contrary, the most heart-rending tor-
ture and cruelty that possibly oould have been offered.
When poor Scott, seeing the sufferings of the innocent
women and children, and deeiring their release, went with
a flag of truce, without arme and ofering no offence, and
approached Riel, how was h. received ? Ho was cap
tured by Riel and hie gang, manacled, imprisoned, tried
by a oourt of hie own creation, on the 3rd day of March, in
a language not understood b him, Riel being the accuser
and judge, and sentenced to e shot, at noon, the next day.
When asked the reason for this treatment, hie answer was:

"I muet make an example of one or more of these men in order to
bring these anadians to terme, and I shall do so one after another so
long au neceasary."

The missionary, realising the terribleness of the position,
asked Riel to give Sc)tt another day to prepare for eternity.
His answer was: "Go tell him he must die." After the
poor fellow was shot, Riel was asked for the body, that it
might be placed in a sepulchre, that hie poor aged mother
might have one grain of comfort to allay her bitter grief,
and a place she could visit to mourn over the loss of a
loved one, and to know that it had a Christian burial. Ho
refused even this. The body, it is said, was placed in a
box, whilst struggling in the agonies of death, and the voice
of the poor fellow heard in prayer calling on Riel to either
take him out or kill him at once. This is the patriot, the
martyr and the saint whom hon. gentlemen opposite
are endeavoring to have this House and the country
believe has been cruelly treated. Instead of a martyr he
le justly entitled to the appellation, a monster of the dark-
est cast, and had ho got hie deserts ho would have been shot
last winter the moment ho was seen within rifle range.
Was ho a patriot? A patriot is supposed to be one willing
to make self-sacrifices for the cause of country; one whom
neither gold nor yet any other inducements oould pur-
chase. In this instance we find that Riel was willing to
take $35,000, and even less, and abondon the country, and
those whom ho had undertaken to lead, as will appear from
the following extract taken from the report of Father André's
evidence given at Riel's trial at Regina As it was quoted
by the hon. member for Montreal Centre in his speech, I
will not repeat it, but, as it is worthy of being noted, will
ask that it may appear in Hansard:

" Q. Wil yo plese state what the prisoner aked of the Federal Gov-
ernment ?-&. I had two interviews with the prisoner on that subject.

" Q. The prisoner claimed a certain indemnity from the Federal Gov-
ernment, did he not ?-A. When the prieoner made hie claim I was there
with another gentleman, and ho aeked from the Government $100,000.
We thought that was exorbitant,u and the prisoner said 'Wait a little,
I will take at once, &5,000 cash.?

"Q. And on that condition the prisoner was to leave the country If the
Government egave him $35,000 ?-A. Yes, that was the condition he
put.

"Q. When uw this ?-A. This wau'on-the 23rd December, 188t.
Q. There was also another interview betwen you and the prisoner ?

A. There bau been about twenty interviews between us.
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"Q. He wa always after yon to ask you te use your infnuence with the
Federal Goverment to obtain an indemnity ?-A. The first time he spoke
of it was on the 12th of December; ho had never spoken a word of it
before.

" Q. He talked about it very frequently 7-A. On these two~oecauions
only.

Q. That was his great occupation ?-A. Yes at those times.
"'Q. I it not true that the prisoner told you hat he himself ws the

half-breed question ?-A. He did net say so in express terme, but ho con-
veyed that idea. He said: I' If I am satisfied the half-breeds will be.'
I must explain this. This objection was made to him that even if the
Government granted him $35,000, the half-breed question would remain
the same, and hesaid in answer to that: 'If I am satisied the half-breeds
will ho.'

" Q. I it net a fact ho told you he would even accept a lessO um than
$35,000?-A. Yes, ho said; 'Use all the influence youe can, yon may Dot
get aIl that, but get all you can, and if you get les we will see.' "

This evidence is verified by other witnesses at the trial:
This is the man whom hon. gentlemen opposite are endos
voring to place on the temple'of fame as a saint and martyr.
The man who stated "lhe wanted blood, and he would not
be satisfied till he had blood." Or, as given in the evidence
of Thomas McKay at the trial: "You don't know what we
are after-it is blood I blood I We want blood I It is a war
of extermination." Now, Mr. Speaker, with regard to the
North-West, all must know that the Government had been,
and still is doing all in its power to promote peace in that
quarter, and from the Minister of War down to the lowest
official in the Militia Department, much credit is due for the
prompt and satisfactory manner in which they responded to
the sudden and unexpected demand upon their resources;
and gratifying indeed was it to see the martial spirit and
military ardor that was displayed when the word "To arms"
was given. Al appeared to be actuated with the one pre.
vailing sentiment and feeling that the rebellion against
constituted authority must be crushed ont promptly and
effectually, the offenders punished, Riel-the leader-receive
the just tribute of his reward, and order restored. It is
greatly to be deplored that there should be found politicians
who would as it were utilise the blood of Canada's sons to
make political capital, when they must know that the Gov-
ernment is placed in sacred trust of the rights and property
of the people of Canada, and that they could not surrender
such rights to the hordes of half-breeds and Indians, not con-
tent with their proper allotment of territory, but determined
if possible to get it the second time by open revolt. To encou-
rage the Indians, and at the same time avoid the immense
expense of the Government each year to which they hitherto
had been subjected, the Government very prudently set
off large areas of land in the fertile districts of the North-
West as Indian reserves, for the exclusive use of the Indians,
on which they were to farm and gain their own livelihood,
and even supplied them with farm implements to till the
soil, seed to sow, and farm instructors to give them a know-
ledge of farming. Al this was rejected by the Indians and
half-breeds, led on by Riel, and some of the instructors mur-
dered. Members on both sides of the House should be a unit
with regard to this trouble, and cast aside all political and
personal considerations, and with one purpose and object in
view, stand by the Government in meeting all emergencies
such as had to b. encountered last winter, face to face. Had
this feeling been exhibited last year by gentlemen oppo-
site when the rebellion broke out in the North-West ? No,
Mr.Speaker, but on the contrary discouragement to every one
desirous of being a veteran in the service of his country, as
was shown by their unworthy utterances in their Grit organs.
I would instance their reference to the 66th Regiment, known
as the Halifax Regiment, and the 75th Regiment, which I
have the honor to command. As I gave expression to the
House thon with reference to it on a question of priviloge, I
will not refer to it again, suffice it to say, that you would
naturally have sup that they would have had some kind
feeling for the loved mother, the fond wife, and the loving
sister, left behind at that time anxious and lonely, by the
absence of a son, husband or brother thon to the front in

Mr. KAULBACK.

defence of their country. But no; the same feeling that
actuated them then, appears still to have possession of them
now. I would say that had hon. gentlemen opposite
been present at the Canadian Pacific Railway station in this
city at this time last year, when the 66th Regiment arrived
en route for the North-West, and when the flag was pre-
sented by a fair lady from the land of the "May Flower,"
they would have felt satisfied that the officers and men of
that regiment were true-hcarted and brave, and would prize
the standard of Canada as highly and float it as proudly,
without stain, as an Englishman would "the flag that
braved a thousand years the battle and the breeze." If
there had been any spirit of disloyalty in the ranks of the
66th, I would ask, by whom was bit inspired ? Simply by
some few of the hot-headed partisans and followers of the
party opposite who amnestied Louis Riel, made him a
member of the flouse of Commons of Canada, and neglected
or studiously avoided between 1873 and 1878, when they had
the power and the privilege, to settle the half-breed claims in
the section of country where the rebellion had been raging.
Frequently we find the rapacious and fanatical politicians
followers of the party opposite, who, previous to the execu-
tion of Riel, anticipating a commutation of sentence,
denounced Riel as a cold blooded murderer, and charged
the Government as accountable for not carrying the sentence
of the court, without delay, into execution. Now that he
has paid the penalty on the scaffold, elevate this murderer
to the position of a demi-god, and in order to denounce the
Government and carry political effect, ask questions like
the following : "Why did not Sir John A. Macdonald and
bis Government hang Riel when ho murdered Thomas
Scott, in 1870 ?" "Why did ho pay him a certain sum of
money to get him ont of the country ? " The answers are
easily given and very reasonable. At that time, we had
no Canadian Pacific Railway such as we happily have at
present. The only access in summer over Canadian ter-
ritory to that section of the Dominion was by using the
water stretches of Georgian Bay and Lake Huron, via Sault-
Ste. Marie, and across Lake Superior to Port Arthur, and
thence by trail to Winnipeg; but as the mui der of poor
Scott took place in winter, when that route was imprac-
ticable, Riel having chosen that time purposely to offer
trouble, on account of the isolated position of the country,
all communication was cut off, except by American rail-
ways, over American territory via Chicago, and that
not for the transport of troops nor ammunition
of war, consequently the Government were compelled to
do the best they could under the circumstances, or suffer
further outrages upon the honest and innocent settlers of
the country. Archbishop Taché, the ecclesiastical head of
that country, advised that a certain amount of money be
given to Louis Riel in order that ho might be removed from
the country. At that time, mark you, he had taken flight
across the border to the United States, fearing arrest for
the crime ho had committed. The suggestion seemed to be
a reasonable one, and was apparently acceptable to gentle-
men on both sides of this House. Riel remained away till
the Reform party (gentlemen opposite) came into power,
when, as I previously stated, he was amnestied or pardoned,
and brought back to the country. Hence the cause of all
this cruelty and bloodshed. I have listened to the unreason-
able and inconsistent utterances of hon. gentlemen opposite
but fail to find by any word that they have offered a
justification for the crimes this merciless rebel and
blood-thirsty leader las committed ; the blood ho bas
shed, the many homes he has rendered desolate, and
the many hearta made sad and lonely by a cherished
husband, son, or innocent mother or sister, sacrificed
at his hands. If it is simply opposition hon, gentle-
men opposite are offering for the sake of government
and power, sad will be the time, when it is obtained
by hands embued in brother's blood. My prayer is that
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it may never be my lot to see it. Now, Mr. Speaker, in cised, but this is the exception and not the rule. When
conclusion I would state, occupying the onerous position we come to deal with graver crimes, it is not the
that I do, not merely as a member of Parliament, but in cnstom in this country to criticise the actions of
the dual capacity 9s one of the judges in a court of review, the court, the fairness of the trial, or the result
if this body may be so called, that in my opinion, and I of the trial, whatever it may be. However, that
believe it is the opinion of a very large majority of the might apply to one court. When we remember that
members of this House, and more if their party prejudice this case has passed through three important courts,
did not prevent them expressing it, and decidedly the we will appreciate with greater force the awkwardness of
sentiment of the people of Canada, that the Government the position we occupy when we attempt to criticise the
dealt with this arch rebel Riel according to his deserta, and action of those courts. The present debate has taken a very
extended to him just punishment for the atrocious deeds he wide range. At the commencement hon. members of the
had committed upon his fellow man, or in other words as Opposition appeared to become very much annoyed and
the Winnipeg Free Press (an organ of hon. gentlemen excited because they were asked to deal directly with this
opposite) expressed it the day after the execution of Riel question and give an expression of opinion either yes or no
that he was fairly tried, honorably convicted, laudably as to whether the Government were or were not censurable
condemned and justly executed. And with this as a warning in allowing the verdict of the court to be carried into
it is to be hoped that those who are left in that lately dis- execution. I can say from my knowledge of the people in
turbed district, will forever be content, and disposed to regard to the solution of this very important question that
" beat their swords into ploughshares, and their spears if there is one thing more than another desired it is that
into pruning hooks," and use them in the development of there should be a direct vote on this question. Why ?
the great North-West, so boundless in its extent and so Because since it got into the arena of politics, both political
inexhaustible in its richness, and which is looked upon by parties have used it perhaps a little unfairly. One political
all Canadians, as the country of great promise. And it is party is making use of it or political purposes, it is con-
to be hoped that all those who are intending to settle in tended the other is doing the same, and if for nothing else
that country and make it their home will be content that than to establish the sincerity of hon. members who are
all internal strife in that quarter has forever ceased and representing both sides of this question and to satisfy the
will be followed by a succession of years of national growth, public mind that there is integrity in public men,
development, and prosperity. it is important that the question should be decided

directly on the question as to whether the Govern-
Mr. SPROULE. In rising to occupy the time of the ment are censurable or not. We remember a very

Hlouse in this debate, I do so with considerable reluctance important debate in another Legislature in 1871 in regard
and trepidation, reluctance because I feel that the patience to the late criminal Riel, and the very strong language
of the members of the House is already exhausted with made use of then for the purpose of convincing the
this long and tedious debate, and with trepidation, because people of Ontario of the abhorence and detestability
I feel my inability to discharge the important duty whi3h of the crime committed and the necessity of visiting
I believe devolves upon me as a representative of the peo- condign punishment upon that very great criminal. At
ple. I think to-day we are passing through a very import- that time it made a deep impression on the publie mmd,
ant epoch in the history of our country. We are passing and that impression was pressed by the intelligence and
through a crucial test as to what is understood by British ability of a great legal mind. But to-day we have another
liberty, British protection and British rights. We are to- feature in that political drama. We have the same great
day dealing with a question that, if it is adopted, will be mind arrayed on the other aide of the question and
an attack upon the bulwark of British liberty, because if endeavoring to impugn the motives of the Government
we destroy that confidence that the people have in the because they dared to ask a direct verdict on the question.
courts, and that which the people have always enjoyed Why ? Because he and his supporters are not allowed to
wherever the British flag floats, they will no longer feel drag in aide issues, to change the question, to take it away
the security of their lives and property which is necessary from the basis on which it should rest, and if not able to
to secure to them the fruits of their labor, peace and pros- convince the people at least they hoped to persuade them
perity. Should the motion which is now before this that there were other influences at work in causing the
House be carried, it means, at least to my mind, that Government to carry out the verdict. The people of the
there will be a destruction of the confidence in the courts of country do not want these aide issues raised, but they
the country, because we have been taught from childhood want a direct vote on the question; and I feel
that every man in the country, if ho commits a crime, is sure that hon. gentlemen opposite when they go back
punished for that crime, and when he is in the hands to the country will find that the Government will
of the law we feel a confidence that he will meet be supported in having this question put directly and
with that punishment that his crime deserves. It compelling hon. members, who by their acta are not
is well known that in this respect there is a vast difference accepted as being too sincere, to face the question directly
between the feeling in our country and that in the United and say whether or not the Government was justified in
States. Why is it that every man who goes to Texas or carrying out the execution of Riel. We have a great
Colorado, or many other States, has to take with him a many theories and speculations as to what the motive of
bowie knife or a revolver to protect his person and pro- the Government was in carrying out that verdict. It ap-
perty. It is because the confidence of the people in the pears to me that the ingenuity of the great minds of the
integrity of their courts las been destroyed, and men have Opposition has been engaged in devising means to satisfy
taken it into their own hande to protect themselves. If the country that every other conceivable motive was
this motioa was carried in the affirmative, I think the influencing the Government, except that of justice and a
outcome would be to establish the same condition of things desire to carry out the jadgment of the court. The hon.
on this aide of the border. For this reason I say it member for West Huron (Mr. Cameron) in giving a few
becomes a very important question, and we should approach of them proceeded to say that Riel was hanged, first, to
its consideration with solemnity rather thon levity. It is a 1 avenge the murder of a man who had been killed several
very unusual thing for us to criticise the acts of the court. years ago, what he is pleased to call the murder of Brother
Occasionally it happons, when political excitement rune Thomas Scott. Second, he was hanged to vindicate the
high, when politicatlbias is strong, that the judges' deci-| action of the Government in the management of the North-
sions in reference to political trials may be properly criti- West affaire, because if he was not hanged, it might be
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accepted as a confession of mismanagement. Third, to
satisfy the lust for blood of the Orange fraternity ?
He does not put it directly-the Orange fraternity; but he
says an influence was at work, and he implies the Orange
fraternity. He adds: That he was hanged because the pros.
sure was so great by a certain body that it.could not be
resisted by the Government. The hon. member for Belle-
chasse (Mr. Amyot) says Riel was hanged because ho was a
Frenchman, because he was insane and a fool, because ho had
dared to assert his rights and the rights of the Metis in that
country. Those hon. gentlemen in their intelligence seem
to forget the only reason for which ho was hanged, and that
was because in the eye of the law ho was a criminal, and
after a fair trial the jury said ho was guilty; the judge pro-
nounced the verdict, and two successive courts declared
that verdict correct and that it should be carried into exe-
cution. Does this not show a disposition on the
part of the Opposition to assign improper motives
to the actions of those charged with the responaible
d uty of carrying out the law in this case? If they
cannot see it, I predict that the common mind of the
people will have no difficulty in seeing it and understanding
the object of the members composing the Opposition in
attributing such unworthy motives to men who were endea-
voring fairly to discharge an important and responsible
duty. Hon. members of the Opposition complain because
they have not light enough on the subject. The hen. mem-
ber for West Durham (Mr. Blake) started out by saying
that they had been endeavoring to get the papers so as to
obtain sufficient light on the subject to enable them to
judge of the trial, and discharge the important duty as it
should be discharged. A few minutes afterwards ho went
on to say, that it was as clear as the light at noon-day that
the Government had hanged an insane prisoner. He said:

"I charge the Government and I hold tbem responsible for every drop
of blood spilled in the rebellion, for every dollar of money spent in
enforeing the authority of law, and I charge them with criminally and
judicially murdering a man who must be held in the eyes of the law as
not responsible for his acts."

The hon. gentleman was able to come to this conclusion,
although not five minutes before ho had proclaimed himself
unable to deal fairly with the question for want of proper light
on the subject. The hon. member for West Huron took some-
what the same ground. I am surprised that the hon. mem-
ber for West Durham was able at Lrndon to keep himself
so truly balanced on the fonce that it was like the balancing
of a feather which it was impossible to tell where it would
fall, and although ho had important evidence in his posses-
sion ho was unable to come to any conclusion as to whether
the Government did right or not; but now when alliances
have been matured and important light has been brought
to bear on the matter, not light in regard to the acts of the
Government with respect to carrying out the death penalty,
not light in regard to lack of duty in carrying ont the
Nort-est policy, but light as to what the political results
which niay accrue from adopting a certain policy; the
scales have fallen from his eyes and he is not now crying
" dark, dark," as ho did a short time ago. He has sufficient
light to make up his mind intelligently and come to the
conclusion, no doubt after a great moral and mental strng.
gle, that this man who was so guilty in the eyes of the
law years ago was in his eopinion not guilty and should
not have been hanged because ho was an insane prisoner.
That they have furnished no argument upon which ho could
hang his case and that ho had a greater opportunity of
displaying his great ability and misleading the public
mind. We know that the question of insanity le a very
difficult one to settie. The shades between sane and insane,
between man's normal reason and what might be called the
exaltation or depression of that reason, are 8o slight that
it is an easy matter to found strong argument on one ide
or on the other. It is an easy matter for a man of lis
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ability and possessing his legal mind to cite precedents
and so construe them as to make them do duty under such
circumstances as we have before us. Bat I approhend that
the common mind takes very little stoek*in tshi part of the
argument. We have three questions presenting them-
selves to the public mind, and once they are settled, the
people will be fully satisfied as to whether the Government
is right or wrong. The three questions for the fair solution
of this subject, are, was the prisoner guilty ? if guilty did he
get a fair trial ? was the prisoner insane ? It is not necessary,
I believe, to press into service the one hundred and one differ-
ont issues that have been dealt with by hon. gentlemen in
this House in order to come to a fair conclusion. It is not
necessary to so warp the evidence and the letters which
have been written on one side of this question to such an
extent that those who hold them, if they saw them com-
mented on, would scarcely recognise their own hand-
writing. It is not neceesary to resort to the unfairness
which bas been resorted to by some hon. gentlemen in this
debate to establish the correctness or the incorrectness of
what the Government has done. The hon. member for
West Elgin (Mr. Casey) was pleased to give us the his-
tory of a letter from Rev. Father McWilliams which he
believed in some way condemned the Government. When
questioned by an hon. member on the Government side ho
replied that Father McWilliams had written another letter
withdrawing one or two words which appeared in the other,
but he concealed the most important part of that letter,
which stated that he was misled in the previous letter and
felt that he was justified in making an explanation. I
have that letter before me, and I think if the hon. gentle-
man had been as desirous of dealing fairly with this ques.
tion as he professes to be, he would have read the portion
which he kept from the House. That letter is as follows:-

'' I have seen published a letter addressed by me to His Excellency
the Governor General iin reference to the insanity and irresponsibility
of the unhappy Louis Riel. I feel it to be a duty to myself as a priest
and to His Excellency as the representative of Her Majesty that I should

Yublicly revoke one sentence in that letter, which my mind, now relieved
from the excitement of feeling which swayed me in writing it, has
already condemned. It is this :-I If Your Excellency allows the
sentence of death to be carried out, upon your head an1 that of your
advisers will rest the blood of an insane man.' Most certainly I did
then believe that Riel was not of sound mind, and ought not to have
been put to death as though he were responsible for his acts; but I
confess to have been carried away by my sympathy for his misfortunes
and by the intensely agitating surroundings of my position whilst I was
in communication with him."

Now, I think that is a reasonable explanation of the fact
that he was entirely wrong in his conception of the circums-
tances in his previous letter :-

" rhis explains how it was that I hurriedly penned the foregoing
sentence, which should not have been addressed to the representative of
the Q"een's Majesty,.especially in reference to the exercise of the royal
prerogative, nor to his advisers, who I am perfectly sure have been gov.
erned in their decision by no other considerations than those of public
duty and fidelity to theiroath of omce."

If the hon. member for West Elgin had read that letter, it
would have destroyed entirely the inference which he
attempted to draw from it, and which was not warranted
by the balance of the letter. The hon. member for West
Huron made the most incendiary, unreasonable, and unwar-
ranted speech that I have listened to in this IHouse for
the last seven years. I say so, because it was a speech
eminently calculated to arouse prejudices in the minds of
men who had shown the greatest consideration during the
exciting times when this question was agitating a large
portion of the people of the Dominion. He endeavored to
prove, by resolutions which ho read, that the Orange body
were actively insisting on the Government carrying eut the
death penalty. He endoavored to prove that there was an
illegitimate power behind the Throne, which never should
have beeu used, and that the Goverument were not exer-
cising their judgment or acting fromn a sense of duty, but
simply acting bcause there was political influence to be
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gained, and a power behind them over which they had no
control. He said, with reference to one of the resolutions
moved by the Orange body:

" This resolution was no doubt sent to Bro. Sir John Macdonald, who
adds to hie other dignities that of Knight of the Royal Scarlet. The
command had to be obeyed, it was obeyed, and Riel was hanged in
obedience thereto."

IHIe goes on to say that no doubt all these other resolutions
found their way into the hands of the Ministry, and ho says
that petitions and memorials were sent to the Government
by the Orange body as a body, pressing upon the Govern.
ment to carry out the execution ; and yet, Sir, when the
papers are asked for, we find that there is not a single
memorial or petition addressed to the Government by that
large and respectable body on that question. The only one
is a memorial which I hold in my hand and which was
addressed to Mr. Beaty, the member for West Toronto,
asking him to use his influence in persuading the Govern-
ment to carry ont what they believed to be the sentence of
the law. One clause of that resolution will be suffleient to
show the fairness of mind and the moderation of tone of
those gentlemen in dealing with this question, and to
show that that memorial was not at all such a document as
it was characterised as being by the hon. member for West
Huron (Mir. Cameron). The memorial is as follows:-

" WERSTRN DISTRICT ORANGI HALL,
"TonoNTo, 2nd November, 1885.

"To JAmEs BEATY, Esq.1 M.P.,
'West Toronto.

"DARSiRa-The Orangemen of this district would respectfully approach
you, as our representative in Parliament, concerning the case of Riel
now under sentence of death for hi recent acte of violence, bloodshed
and treason. We regret that in so clear a case it should be necessary to
remind the Government of their duty in the premises, and express our
unanimous feelings on this question, but the fact that public meetings
have been called in favor of Riel'-

But I say, if there was a justification for these men in the
expression of their opinion, it was the fact that the excite-
ment ran so high in Quebec that one section of the people
seemed bound to bring revenge on the heads of the Govern-
ment because they carried ou the sentence,-
" and in defence of his conduct in the lower Province, and especially by
Roman Catholics, and that the most strenuous efforts are being pat
torth by these parties and by Riel's friends to secure commatation of hie
sentence, renders it imperative upon us as a loyal and Protestant
association that we should express to the Government our views and
deep convictions on this subject. The pardon of Riel wa resorted to
before. The exile of Riel from Canada was tried before. The bonor of
Riel was tried before, when he promised te never set foot in Canada
again. And all have miserably failed. His murderous intentions have
only been intensifying. Pardon but emboldened him to treat British
laws and British clemency with contempt and theslaughter of loyal and
law-abiding British subjects bas been tenfold more appalling than on
the former occasions. Men lie buried there of whom even that country
(grand as it is) ia not worthy-some of the bet, noblest and truest of
Uanada's noble and loyal sons.

" We would, therefore, mout urgently request you to une all your
influence with the Government to have the sentence passed upon Riel
by his countrymen confirmed by the Supreme Oeurt of the Province and
sustained by the Privy Council of Eagland carried into effeet."

Now, is there one word in that which might be oonstrued as
being very strong or very factions-one word more than
we might expect from any clas of British subjects in the
country who believed that an undue influence was beiùg
brought to bear on the Government that might doter them
from discharging a very important duty? I think I may
say on behalf of that large and respectable body, represent-
ing as it does 250,000 people, that there is no clams of people
in the Dominion of Canada that had more confidence in
British courts and British justice, or that rested more
satisfied that after Riel had got a fair trial, the verdict
would be carried out, or that displayed les feeling and less
disposition to change the mind of the Government, than
the Orangemen of Ontario, or of the Dominion of Canada;.
and I think it ill becomes the hon. member for West Huron
(Mr. Cameron) to endeavor to introduce into this debate an

element which can only be calculated to raise strife
among two classes of people; endeavor to mislead people
and to croate sympathy in a quarter where no sympathy
can be extended; to try to draw a veil over the eyes of the
people and prevent them from viewing this case in that
judicial manner in which we should view it. Only a
year or so ago we had a very important debate in this House
in reference to the legality or illegality of an hon. member
taking his seat in it. I think the leader of the Opposition
at that time said it was wrong in principle that we should
elect ourselves judges for the interpretation or carrying ont
of the law. If that was so in civil cases, how much
more strongly will it apply to a case of this kind, with
regard to which we are not supposed to be able to interpret
the law with the ability of learned counsel or judges ? We
are here surrounded with influences of political party bias
and a hundred and one other influences tending to warp our
judgment in a case like this. But when we are called on to
perform that important duty I think we can solve the ques-
tion in a very short time. If we can satisfy our own minds
that the prisoner was guilty, that ho received a fair trial,
and that ho was sane during that trial and afterwards, I
think we may discharge our duty fairly. I may say a few
words in referense to hie guilt. I need not review bis
actions from the time ho came into the North-West.Terri-
tories in July, 1884; I need not remind this House of the
agitation ho carried on amongst the Metis of that country ;
I need not refer to the various letters ho wrote to the Indian s
to induce them to rise and commit crimes of rapine and
murder; I need not refer to his public utterances on plat-
forms. I will only refer to one or two which are connecting
links in the chain of arguments I am endeavoring to pre-
sent. In his letter to Mojor Crozier, oalling for the surren-
der of the fort, ho says :

" If yon will not surrender, we intend to attack you when, to-morrow,
the Lord' s day is over,"--
He did not say the Metis intend to attack, but ho uses the
word "we," representing himself as the head of the band-
" and to commence without delay a war of extermination upon all
those who have shown themselves hostile to our rights."

This is signed by Louis David Riel and his council. It is
plainly proven in that letter that ho alone was responsible
for the acts of that council, because he accepta the responsi-
bility in his letter. It was contended by some that ho was
not responsible for the acts of that council, because it was a
provisional government, and ho was only carrying ont the
behests of that government. But in bis letter to Major-
General Middleton, ho says:

"I have received only to-day yours Of the 3lth inst. My touncil are
dispersed"-

He does not say the couneil of the Metis, but " my council,"
showing that ho was instrumental in having it formed, and
that ho was its leader. This letter is alo signed "Louis
David Riel." Again, I take the report of the appeal before
the Court of Queen's Bench, in Mantoba. One of the judges,
in speaking of the trial, said that the counsel for the defence
rested thoir case on two gronnds. He said they did not
endeavor to prove that the prisoner was not guilty of the
crime charged against him-that they could not prove that
ho was not guilty; but they rested their se on the pleas
of insanity and the unconstitutionality of the court. He
gos on to say:

"Upon the argument before this court, no attempt was, or could be
made, te show tnat the prisoner was innocent of the crime charged. In
fact, the evidence au to the guilt is ail one way. The witnesses called
upon the defence were uo called upon the plea of insanity. The whole
evidence waulaid before us, and upon examining that evidenoe I think
counsel very properly declined te argue the question of the guilt or
innocence of the prioner."

These are the words of Chief Justice Walbridge, who is a
very eminent legal man. Now, I think, this is all I neel
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say of bis crime, because the very fact that his learned
counsel did not attempt to defend him, on the ground that
ho did not commit the crime, and did not call a witness to
prove that ho did not, is suficient evidence to convince
every rational mind that ho stood guilty of the crime with
which ho was chaiged. As to the evidence and the
fairness of his trial, the hon. member for West Huron (Mr.
Cameron) argued that the counsel for the defence had not
fairly discharged their duty, because they had not asked
whether Riel, when taken captive, had given himself up, or
whether ho was taken prisoner. Well, I apprehend that
the learned counsel, who defended that case, stand as high
among the legal minds of this country as the hon. member
for West Huron. I apprehend that they are possessed of
as much integrity and intelligence, and that they felt as
fully the responsibility of fairly discharging their duties,
and observing their oath in defending that prisoner,
as the hon. member for West Huron would have done.
It is claimed by the same parties, in reference to hie insanity,
that insanity is shown by the evidence, and that the jury
recommended him to mercy on account of their belief that
ho was not altogether responsible for his acts. But this
was the only question before the jury to decide; they had
not to decide whether ho had committed the acts or not,
because that was admitted; they had not to decide as to
the constitutionality of the court, because that could only
come up before a higher court; so that the only question
was whether or not the prisoner was insane.. If they
thought ho was, they had the right to say ho was not
guilty; if they had a doubt as to his sanity, I have no doubt
they were instructed to give the prisoner the benefit of the
doubt, and were therefore in that case fairly tntitled to say
ho was not guilty. But the very fact that their verdict
was guilty, is the strongest evidence that the jury believed
him to ho perfectly sane and guilty of the crime ho was
charged with, and that they made no mental reservation
whatever when they gave their verdict. We can go fur-
ther. In the review of that case, the Chief Justice of
Manitoba said:

" The counsel very properly declined to argue the question of the guit
or innocence of the prisoner.

And further:
" The prisoner was defended by able counsel and aIl evidence called

which he desired."

The hon. member for Bellechasse said ho was not able to
get such evidence as ho needed, yet Judge Walbridge says:

" He got aIl the evidence he desired. No complaint is now made as
to the unfairnes, haste, or want of opportunity of having ail the evid-
ence heard which he desired to have heard. The jury returned a ver-
dict of guilty and recommended the prisoner to mercy."

It must be as plain as day that Judge Walbridge was satis-
fied in his own mind that the counsel for the defence had
done all that could ho done to defend the prisoner, that ho
had received a fair trial, and that the Court of Appeal was
justified in sustaining the verdict.

" Upon this state of circumstances, the case came before the Court of
Queen'e Bench for iarfitoba, by way of appeal, under section 77 of the
North-West Territories Act, hereinbefore mentioned. It will be observed
that the power of this court upon appeal is limited to the disposition of
the case in two ways, viz., either in the words of the statute, to confirm
the conviction, or to order a new trial."

If Judge Walbridge or his brother judges had thought there
was any evidence of haste or uniairnes, or that the
prisoner could not obtain evidence which ho was entitled
to, the court had the right and power to order a new trial,
and the fact that they did not was the very strongest
argument that they were satisfied that the prisonor had got
all the aid ho could expect to get from the defence in that
court. Judge Taylor says, in reforence to the same case,
that ho confirms what was said by hie brother judges, that
Riel got a fair trial, that his witnesses were paid thoir
expenses in attendance at the court, and that every evi-
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dence that could be advanced in his behalf was advanced.
Yet the judgment of the court was that the jury was jus-
tified in their finding, and would not have been justified in
giving another verdict. In reference to his insanity, I may
perhaps be permitted to say a few words. The hon. mem-
ber for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot) in criticising the ability of
the medical men who were called to examine the prisoner as
to his insanity or sanity, made some very eweeping
charges. He asked what did these medical men know ?
They were not experts, they had no opportunity of being
skilled in the nature of the disease, of which they
were called upon to give a verdict. The hon, gentleman
must have forgotten that every medical man who takes a
course muet study this disease with others; but over and
above that fact, the hon. gentleman eeemed to forget that
the medical mon, c.alled to give evidence in this case, were
gentlemen who had been engaged in attending patients for
a number of years afflicted with the disease this man is
claimed to be afflicted with. Who were they ? Take the
first witness, Dr. Jukes. The hon. member for Bellechasse
(Mr. Amyot) asked, in reference to one medical man, what
did he know about the case, since he had only examined it
for half an hour. He knew nothing at all about it. The
hon. member for Huron (Mr. Cameron) condemned Dr.
Jukes' evidence bocause he was there month after month
attending to the case, and because Riel was not made aware
of the fact that the medical men were brought for the pur-
pose of examining him as to his insanity. If there was
one argument stronger than another, it is that Dr. Jukes
ought to be able, from h:s long attendance on the prisoner,
to give fair evidence in this case. He says himself ho
examined the prisoner every day. He is asked :

" Q. And how long have you been in medical practice ?-A. Thirty-
five years.

" Q. Have you devoted your attention to insanity at all specially, or
not ?-A. Never specially, there are cases of course which occasionally
will come under the notice of every general practitioner, but as a special
study I have never done so."

He goes on to say ho had watched this man closely for over
three months, had seen him every day, and was quite satis-
fied that the prisoner was sane. We ought to attach a
great deal of force to this evidence on account of the fact,
that Dr. Jukes had been attending the prisoner so long;
that if ]Riel was endeavoring to convince the people ho was
insane, ho would at times be off his guard, and the medical
attendant would make a note of it. The next medical gen-
tleman examined was Dr. James Wallace. He is asked:

"Q. What is your position ?-A. I am Medical Superintendent of the
Asylum for the Insane, Hamilton, Ontario."

Now, the evidence of Dr. Wallace is discredited on the
ground that ho knew nothing of insanity. Is it to be said
that a man who has taken his regular degrees, who has been
faithfully practising his profession for years, and, in addi-
tion, was medical superintendent of an insane asylum for
over nine years, knows nothing about insanity ? It is a
slar upon the intelligence of these medical men, and upon
the modical profession of the country, to say, that after
such experience they can know nothing about the cases
they are sent to examine. I think, on the contrary, we are
fairly entitled to attach a great deal of weight to their
evidence, and that evidence goes directly to prove that the
prisoner was sane.-

" Q. An institution having how many patienta on the average ?-
A. Somewhere over 600.

That shows Dr. Wallace had large experience in this line,
and ought to know a great deal about insanity.-

" Q. How long have you been making this branch, a specialty of the
insane, of the study of the insane ?-A. L have been in charge of that
asylum nearly 9 years, but I have been studying insanity for a few
years more than that.

"Q. For more than 9 years ?-A. Yes.
"Q. And you see every variety.of it I suppose ?--A. All shades and

varieties.
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" Q. Now, did you devote yourself to the medical branch of it ?-A.

Entirely."

Then ho is asked the question:
" Q. What would you say then in view of the evidence and your exam-

ination ; is he of sound mind or isl he not ?-A. I think he is of sound
mind.

"Q. And capable of distinguishingright froin wrong ?-A. I think so.
"Q. And know the nature and quality of any act which he would

commit ?-A. Very acutely."
I say this evidence is entitled to very great weight,
because it is the evidence of a man who may fairly be
called a specialist, who had devoted nine years to cases
of insanity, and who had been studying insanity during
other years. Next we have the evidence of Dr. Clark,
and I may say that Dr. Clark's evidence was of a very
peculiar kind, that it was an evidence susceptible of
various interpretations; but this is the only evidence upon
which the member for Huron (Mr. Cameron) places any
weight at al. How much more is Dr. Clark entitled to
be an anthority than Dr. Wallace, the man of whom I have
been speaking ? Dr. Clark states that he has been attend-
ing a lunatic asylum for nine years, the saine time as the
other witness. The hon. member for Huron shows his
unfairness in this matter because ho is willing to accept
the evidence of Dr. Clark while ho rejects the evidence of
the other man who has spent an equal length of time in
attending a lunatic asylum simply because it happons to
suit his purpose. Dr. Clark is asked :

"Q. Do you consider, froin the knowledge which you have of this
individual, that at the time the events detailed by the witnesses here
took place, that is to say, in March, April and May last, that lie was
laboring under such a dfect of reason froin disease of the mind, that he
did not know that what he was doing was wrong?-A. I think he did
know. I think he was quite capable of distinguishing right from
wrong."

Now, I do not know that there could ho anything more con-
clasive than that. Then, we go on and take the re-examin-
ation of this case by the judges. One of them says: "

"Counsel then rest the prisoner'e case upon the ground of insanity,
and it is upon this latter point only that the prisoner called witnesses.
The jury, by their finding, have negatived this g round, and the prisoner
can only ask, before us, for a new trial. We have no other power of
which he can avail himself. The rule at law in civil cases is, that the
evidence against the veraict must greatly preponderate before a verdict
will be set aside; and in criminal cases in Ontario, whilst the law (now
repealed) allowed applications for new trials, the rule was more strin-
gent-a verdict in a criminal case would not be set aside if there was
evidence to go to the jury, and the judge would not express any opinion
upon it if there was evidence to go to the jury, if their verdict could not
be declared wrong. i have carefully rea. the evidence, and it appears
to me that the jury coul fnot reasonably have come to any other con-
clusion than the verdict of guilty; there is not only evidence to support
the verdict, but it vastly preponderates. It is said the prisoner labored
under the insane delusion that he was a prophet, and that he had a
mission to fulfill. When did this mania first seize him, or when did it
manifest itself? Shortly before he came to Saskatchewan he had been
teaching school in Montana. It was not this mania that impelled him
to commence the work which ended in the charge at Batouche. He was
invited by a deputation, who went for him to Montana. The original
idea was not his-did not originate with him. It is argued, however,
that is demeanor changed in March, just before the outbreak. Before
then he had been holding meetings, addressing audiences, and actig as
a sane person. His correspondence with General (now Sir Frederick)
Middleton betokens no signs of either weakness of intellect or delusions,
taking the definitions of this disease, as given by the experts. And how
does his conduct comport therewith? 'lhe maniac imagines bis delu-
sions real, they are fixed and determinate, the bare contradiction causes
irritability."

Now it was proved in evidence that the bare contradiction
did not cause irritability in him, because, when he asked
$100,000, and the party to whom ho spoke said it was un-
reasonable, ho Was willing to take less. If the delusion had
been fixed and determinate, it could not have been changed
by the party who talked to him. Still, further, ho was not
only willing to change his mind and take $ -5,000, but
afterwards ho was willing again to change his mind and
tak $10,000, and let them do the best tbey could. Judge
Wail>ridge turther says:

" In my opinion, the evidence against his insanity very greatly prO-
ponderates. Besdes, it la net every.degree of inanity or mania ithatwill

it4

justify hie being acquitted on that ground. The rule in that respect l
most satisfactorily laid down in the MeNaghten case 10 01. & Fin. 200.
Notwithstanding the party accueed did the st complained of with a
view, under the influence of insane delusion, of redressing some sup-
posed grievances or injury, or of producing some public benefit, he le
nevertheless punishable according to the nature of the crime committed,
if he knew at the time of committing such crime that he was acting
contrary to law.

" I think the evidence upon the question of insanity shows that the
prisoner did know that he was acting illegally, that h. was responsible
for hisacts.

" In my opinion, a new trial should be refused, and the conviction
.onfLrmed.'

I need not state, after that, the decision of Judge Taylor,
which is very much in the same direction ; but I may refer
for a moment to the new commission which was appointed
to examine into this matter, composed of Dr. Jukes, Dr.
Valade, and Dr. Lavell ; and in regard to this I need only
say, because this has been quoted several times in this
debate, that every one of these doctors agree that, although
Riel had a peculiar disposition in reference to questions of
religion and politics, ho eught to be held accountable for
his acts because he knew right from wrong, and because ho
knew, when ho was committing those acts, that ho was
violating the law. I will only further add a few words in
reference to the contradictory positions which have been
taken by various members of the party in reference to this
case. The hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) in
the outset of his speech announced that this was not a
political question, that the members of his party were
not to be bound by party ties but could vote as they
pleased. It suggested to my mind that this party had had
a caucus, that they had taken into oonsideration the
influence this vote would have in every one of their
different constituencies, whether they voted for or against
the motion, and that they determined to act according to
the complexion of their respective constituencies, and in
that way to shape their views for or against this motion.
They are not a unit in regard to it. Some of them who
profess to be intelligent members of the party do not agree
with even the leader of the party himself, who, though he ais
the leader cannot control his party, notwithstanding his great
legal mind and all the argument he bas brought to bear
upon the question, and we are inclined to bolieve that ho is
unable to convince the majority of his friends that he is
right in the contention he makes ? What position must
these hon. gentlemen occupy in the eyes of tbe people Of
the country? What 'feeling must be experienced by the
supporters of the leader of the Opposition in the country
when that leader is unable to convince even his own frienda
in the B.ouse, and yet ho says hoeis convinced that he is
right in taking up the ground ho has taken and contend.
ing that this man was insane. What position will they
be in when they go back to the country ? They will
appeal to their constituents to support their gifted leader
on the ground that ho is entitled to occupy the high posi-
tion which ho does occupy because his general policy is
right. Now, il they support his general policy, and if
they ask the people to support that policy they will
condemn their own acts here;, and, if they ask the people
to endorse their acts, they will condemn their leader.
I can only say like the prese who support them, the mem-
bers of this parLy are of the most heterogeneous kind, hold-
ing the most diverse views, arguing from various stand-
pointa, and there is no unanimity of feeling or of
opinion amongst thom. Now I will take the expression of
one of their papers with reference to this subject. When
it was announced that Riel was captured on the 16th May
iast, the Globe said:

''This morning at a late hour the glorious news was flahed over the
wires that Riel bad been captured. There is no loyal heart in the Do-
minion that wili not throb with joy at the announcement. It is much
better that he hould have been taken alive. A soldier's death, such as
has befallen too many of our gallant troops, would have been far too
good for the traitor-a.gitator."
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I that the position that it takes to-day ? Is that the posi-
tion the leader of the Qpposition takes to-day ? No, we
find that it is the very reverseiohat t r endeavoriig te
prove that his was not a crime that ought to be punishable
by death, but rather a plitical offence that ought to be con-
doned ; that while, peraps, in the eyes of the law, he as
guilty legally speaking, still there were other considerations
on which he deserved a reprieve. I believe, Sir, that when
the vote iS taken on this question, we will see a apectadlle
that we occasionàlly find'in the arena'of polifios, Wleill
find bon. members in this House wbo bave been cheering
every point that has been made in favor of the motior, whb
have bien supporting the contention that Riel was insaie
and cannot be held guilty of the crime-we will find, I
believe, some of those men who will vote against that resQ-
lution, thereby saying that they believe the Govrnment did
right. I noticed the hon. member for South Grey (Mr.
Landerkin), the hon. member for North Wellington (Mr.
MeMullen), and one of the hon. nembers for Huron,
and varions .other members, who from night to night
have been cheering the arguments made against the
Goveinment, and I shall look with some intéreot to see
how these men will vote, because I am satisfied that
some of those who have been cheering môst lustily
the arguments against the Government will be found
supporting the Government when they have to vote. Thon
I believe that when we appeal to the country it will be found
that the great mass of the people support the Government
and will show that they have confidence in the integrity,
the ability, and tbe intelligence of the men who discharge
the high functions of their officehere ; I believe that te
great majority of the people of this country will, at the next
election, condemn the vacillating policy of the Opposition,
And will condemn the course that bas boen adopted here,
and will condemn the proposition that because the people
in the North-West had some political grievances, the man
who incited them to rebellion should not be hanged. I häve
one word to say with reference to a'remark drôpped by the
hon. member for West Elgin when he was on his feet, name-
ly, that the bon. Premier had agreed to give an amnesty to
Riel in 1870 long before the offence was committed.
Now does it not look very extraordinary that he should
expect intelligent people to accept that statement? He
asserts that an agreement had bein entered into and an
assurance given by the present Preiier to Archbishop
Taché, that an amnesty should be 'granted to Riel-for
what? For offences that hAd not been'committed. Now
if he had given an assurance that the instigators
of the rebellion in the North-West would be
amnestied on account of political offences, knowing
that there had been no crime of múrder committed,
then 1 could readily understand how it was explainable.
But the hon. gentleman endeavors to bind the Government
to the position that the Premier had agreed to grant an
amnesty for all offences to be committed, which is absurd
on the face of it. No person would suppose for a moment
that any man possessing ordinary intelligence or judicial
ability, would think of carrying out a promise that hi d not
been made, as circumstances show that it was utterly
impossible that it could have been made, to cover a crime
of this kind even before it had been committed. I can
only say that when the amnesty was given te Riel in'1875
by the Mackenzie Government, I believe they did it,
not because they thought themselves bound to do it on
aceotnt of any agreement that had been made by their
predecessors, but because they believed they could make
political capital out of it and make a good stroke of policy.

say, Sir, tbat taking the whole question in consideratiop, i
believe the Government did right, and I believe the people
of the country will approve of 3heir action when the have

.opportunity of peopouncing qpon it. I bel!ae o
dUty in fie interest of law a order, and of the!
Mi!. ~8UE

country at large, to vote against the motion now before
the Hlouse.

Mr. GI ROUARD moved the adjournment of the debate.
Sir HECTOP LANGEVIN. If there was another hon.

member who desired to speak this evening, it would be
botter to do so to night, in oéder to shorten the sitting
to.rhorrow. I know that the hon. member for Jacques
Cartier (Mr. Girouard) is not well enough to speak this
evening, and if there was another hon. member to speak in
bis place 1 think he would withdraw his motion.

Motion agreed to.

THE BUDGET DEBATE.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We have been in
session neurly a month, and I suppose that nobody is
desirous of protracting it unnecessarily; and 1 would suggest
to the hon. gentleman who is leading the House to consuit
with the Minister of Finance to see whother, if the debate
is c9mpleted to-morrow night, the hon. gentleman could
not lay bis Estimates on the Table after the vote is taken.
That would enable the bon. gentleman, if he is ready, to
prgceed at once, on the House reassembling, with bis Budget
on Tueoday; whereas, otherwise, if ho is noL able to lay the
Estimates on the Table until Monday, the House would have
but one of two days to peruse thom before proceeding with
the Budget discussion,

Sir HECTOR LANGE VIN. I spoke to the hon. Minister
of Finance to-day about this matter. Of course everything
depends on the vote on this motion. If the Governmont are
sustained, as I'believe they will be, the Estimates will be laid
before the House, and then, most likely, the Minister of
Finance will proceed with his Budget speech on Tuesday.

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 11:45 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAY, 24th March, 1886.

The SPEAra took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRATERs.

COLONISATION COMPANIES.

Mr. FARROW asked, Is it true that any person lost bis
land and home through the existence of any colonisation
company? If true, the person or persons, and what the
name or names of the company or companies?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). It is not true that any person
lost bis land or home through the existence of any colo-
pization company; and, further, by the terms of the contraqt
with the colonisation companies, no person could have lost
his land or home, except by consent of the Minister, who
would tever give it.

RAILWAY FRO BUCTOUCHE TO THE INTER-
COLONIAL RAILWAY.

Mr. COCKBURN asked, Has any application been made
to the Government for a subsidy in aid of the construction
of a railway from Buctouche, in the Province of New
Brunswick, to Moncton, Richibueto, or any point on the
Intercolonial Railway ? If so,~by whom bas sch applica
tion been made, and at what date?

Mr. POPE. Yes. An application has been' made by
Mr. Murray, Mr. HIutchinson and Ur. Leblanc, delegates.
It was made on the 19th of 2obruary, 188,
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RIVIÈRE DU LOUP AND EDMONSTONE.

Mr. COCKBURN asked, Whether any application bas
been made by Mr. Grandbois, M.P., or any other person or
persons, for an additional subsidy in aid of the Rivière du
Loup and Edmonstone Railway ? If so, what is the date of
such application?

Mr. POPE. No sncb application bas been made by Dr
Grandbois or any one else.

QUEBEC AND ST. JOHN RAILWAY.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth) asked, Whether any application
has been made to the Government by Senator J. G. Ross,
Mr. E. Beaudet, or any other party or parties, for an increase
in the subsidies already granted towards the construction of
the Quebec and Lake St. John Railway? If so, what is the
date of such application, and what is the amount of additional
subsidy asked ?

Mr. POPE. An application was made on the 2nd of
March, 1886. The amount asked was 82,800 per mile.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr. AMYOT. Before the Orders of the Day are called,
I beg te rise on a personal question. On the 18th instant,
the hon. Minister of Militia, pretending to answer my
opening speech on the Riel question, introduced parts of
letters and telegrams exchanged between him and myself
during the North-West campaign. Those extracts now go
round the press, and are calculated to injure my character
as a soldier. The Mall of the 23rd instant, after having
quoted these extracts, goes on to say:

"IBut now comes the Calgary Herald with a chapter of rebellion his-
tory wbich caste soins degree of doubt upon Mr. Amyot'u courageaud
capacity, even as a defenderof forts ad provisions. Thec Hrid ays
that one Sunday night a report reached Calgary that Big Bear was
within a few miles of the town. At that time Middleton, Strange and
Steele were after Big Bear, whose whereabouts was a mystery. The
Calgary home-guards at once carried the rumor to Colonel Amyot, who
was i supreme command. The home-guard intended to put a picket
at Shaganappi ford that night, and, relying on the Ninth, they
requested him to detail a company of his men to share that duty. What
does the reader think was the warrior's answer ? E refused, says the
Herald, to let any of hie men go on picket, on the broad ground that 'it
was too d-d dangerous 11' And our Calgary contemporary addu
that the véterans of the home-guard believe to this day that If Big Bear
had swept down upon the town that night Colonel Amyot would have
calledtthem out to protect, not the women and children, but Colonel
A&myot I

"This story may or may not be true. These wild western news-
papers are much given to exaggeration, and it is easily possible that the
Erald may be slandering the hon. and gallant member for Bellechasse.
But it is quite certain that if he is to be Minister of Militia in the Race
and Revenge Cabinet, it behoves him to vindicate his military renown
without delay, so that, in the future as in the pat, the country may'
confidently 'rely on the Ninth.'"-

To prevent the Mail from undertaking too soon the con.
quest of Lower Canada, with which he bas threatened us, i
beg to state as follows: I deny éntirely that accusation con
iined in the Calgary Herald, and öf whidh I nover heai-d
before. I know there was, in that place, a so called hothe-
guard, composed or its Captain, as far as I could learn. I
did not care to have much to do with that chief for reasons
that people visiting Calgary will learn easily on the spot.
Ris personal home-guard did not seem to satisfy the rest
of the population, and a volunteer oórparay was formed by
the citizens independently of his home-guard. In those
local dissensions I did not interfere, but I acted all the time
in harmony with the parties designated to me by General
Strange. The town of Calgary begins at th buildings of
the police, which are no more of a fort than the town itself.
No enemy could have reached Calgary without passing by
the crossing on the Bow and Elbow River, which we com.
manded by our situation, and nobody could have reached
those crossings without our knowingit at once. My sentinels
protected as well the town as the camp. One oould not go

without the other. I never heard a complaint whilst I *as
there, and I am surpriséd that the Calgary Herald, which
has always been so friendly to us and paid us so high coin-
piments, eight months afterwards produces such attacks.
As to the telegrams read before this Honse, i beg to state
that they are only extracts, conveying a wrong idea of
their meaning and bearing, and that their production at
this state of the proceedings, when I have no reply, when
they will be, perhaps, for a month before the !country,
injuring my reputation, before I am at liberty to complete
them, is an unjust and most unfair dealing, more especi.
ally when their production comes from a gentleman to
whose friendship they had been privately entrusted, accord-

, ing to his desire formally expressed of his being appraised
of my views on the manner in which the war *as conduoted;
[ do not intend to delay the discussion on the actual debate,
but considering the delay that will take place before I can
answer the charges made against me, I hope I will be
allowed to refer to one of the telegrams quoted. The hon.
Mfinister said:

" Now, here is another telegram dated at Calgary, 14th May, 1885:
'I adi and persist in saying that this war should be mde by men

fighting in the same way as rebels.' "

In the copy I have of the telegram, immediately preceding
the words "I add" are the words "for your private
information I add." I think it would be botter to read
the whole of it:

"Necessity for scouts more evident every day. Wanted to prevent
raid on railways. Will you authorize Major Dowling here or anyone
else to engage at least twenty for here? Langden, Vrowfoot and
Gleiche. I warn Government because I am responsible here as senior
and cornmanding For your private informati n I will add that I
persist tu saying that this war should be made by men fighting in the
same way as rebels."

In my imperfect English, I mean, that to meet without
delay and expenses, an army of mounted men, it requires
other mounted men. I was, and I am still of opinion, that
the plan of employing infantry, more specially at that
season of the year, was a great mistake; and the length of
the campaign, the bill we will have to foot, a e OVidUnt
proofs of plausibility of my pretention.

' 1Volunteers (meaninginfantry) more specially adapted for protection
of forts and provisions.'

That means that mounted robels, moving with great
rapiditjr, should be tht by mounted troops rnoving equally
fast, and that infantry, being Pendered on the spot, could
have been usell to protect towns, provisions and ammunition
located ut divers station, on linos of hundreds of miles
That is the meaning of that telegram. Its wording
is not perfect; but when ail the circumstances will
be known, when the questions and the answers
will be given, when all the facts will be known,
nobody will be able to construe them otherwise.
Besides, when we com.ply with the wish of a friend to com-
municate hin our impressions, we are not so cautions as in
writing 'an 6ffcial diplomatic cor-espobdencé. I added:
'Our volunteers are being slaughtered " (which was too

true). " Five hundréd scouts are worth two thotsand
volûnteers," in othe'r words, five hündred monnted meh tre
worth two thousabd iifantry miei "for actual fghting of
that kind ; men eberful." I am net, I supperes ined
té desire diminishing the vaie of the troops, of ioh I
formed part. A braver set of men does nòt exlst under the
sun. Still, I believé that I was right in thinking, with
many experiendd and old officers, that the bes't infantry-
man is not able to meet a mounted riaa in théopen'prairie,
as fast as abother inounted man woald do. That is the
meaning of my private telegratus to the hon. Miniàter; à I
will further explain later on ; and they were notaftfpgether
volunteered. On the 2nd of the same aMnth, avn-bgst
others, I had received from the hon, Minister a telegram,
saying:
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"I was glad to hear from you; sorry to hear of -'I illness. You

are doing well. Keep me posted.-A. P. CRON."
The hon. Minister seems to desire now to change his tele-
grams. I will prove to him, when the time arrives for dis-
cussing those documents, that I do not change; that I do
not alter one word of my letters, telegrams and addresses to
him; that I still acknowledge bis goodwill and doings
towards the troops, and ho will see then how wrong he is in
the personal war he has undertaken against me for obvions
political reasons, to defend what I honestly believe to be a
bad cause. Awaiting that, and in spite of the explanations
I will then give, some of the papers belonging to the Minis-
terial prose will doubtless go on accusing and insulting me.
I cannot prevent it; all I can say is that I resent it, and that
that gives my friends and myself the true measure of friend-
ship to be relied upon from those parties, and of their false
pretentions, when they say that they desire peace, harmony
and mutual respect in the divers parts of the Confederation.

EXECUTION OF LOUIS RIEL.

The House resumed the adjourned debate on the proposed
motion of Mr. Landry (Montmagny): "That this House
feels it its duty to express its deep regret that the sentence
of death passed upon Louis Riel, convicted of high treason,
was allowed to ho carried into execution;" and the motion
of Sir Hector Langevin: " That this question be now put."

Mr. GIROUARD. After this protracted debate and the
expression of the desire which has been made that the vote
sbould be taken this evening, I do not intend to make a
long speech. I wish only to offer a few remarks to explain
the vote I am going to give against the Government. I
made up My mind to cast that vote on the 13th of Novem-
ber last, when I joined with sixteen friends and supporters
of the Government in the Province of Quebec, in trans-
mitting to the hon. Premier the following telegram:-

Under the present circumstances the execution of Louis Riel will bean act of cruelty, the responsibility of which we refuse to take."
Having beon elected as a Conservative, and a Conservative
in principle, I thought I could not corne to that con-
clusion without consulting my constituents. I did so at the
first opportunity, on the 15th of November, the day before
the execution. I told them that under the circumstances
there was no party tie strong enough to hold me in face of
the execution of Louis Riel, and I offered them my seat.
The answer was not only their unanimous approbation of
the course I had taken, but the immediate transmission of
a telegram to the hop. Premier in Ottawa informing him
that the course I had followed was unanimously approved
by my constituents. While voting against the Govern-
ment and thus obeying the express desire of my constitu-
ents, I do not intend to change my political opinions. I am
a believer in the National Policy and in the policy of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway. To quiet the mind of the hon.
member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert), I may even tell him that
I do not intend to take back one proposition of the six hours'
speech of last Session. Were I of the opinion that the Govern-
ment of the day were primarily responsib!e for the rebellion
in the North-West, as the Liberals of the Province of Quebec
stated at meetings before the execution, I would blame the
Government, not only for having executed Riel, but for not
having granted him a full pardon; but I never held that
opinion. I never contended that Riel was a hero; I always
looked on him as a lunatic ; and I blame the Government
for not having treated him as such. That is the reason
why I took part in the agitation in the Province of Quebec
-an agitation which was condemned the other day in such
strong language by the hon. member fer Kent, New Bruns-
wick (Mr. Landny), because he had no accurate idea of its
true character ana tendency. If he had been at those meet-
ing., as I was, although I was not at many of them, he would

Mr. AMYOT.

be in a position to say before the House and the country that
there were never any meetings in the Dominion of Canada
more orderly, more constitutional and more loyal. The hon.
member for Kent has referred us to the example of the
good people of Acadia. Everybody knows that the poor
Acadians, from the time they were dispersed like slaves ail
over this continent to a veny recent period, if not to
the present time, had been a long-suffering people.
The hon. gentleman told us that these Acadians suf-
fered quietly the dispossession of their land after seventy
years of possession. Ie could also have told us that
to-day they are suffering in silence the closing of a
college-if I mistake not, the St. Louis College-because
the French language was taught in it. The Acadian people
have been, and, no doubt, are yet very patient; but I am
very much afraid that under those circumstances their
patience is net a virtue but a necessity. I will tell the hon.
gentleman that whenever the rights of the French popula.
tion of the Province of Quebec are assailed; whenever their
nationality, their language, their religion, their institutions
or their laws are attacked, he will find proteste from the
Province of Quebec; ho will find agitation and resistance
by all legal and constitutional means. We had an agitation,
one perhaps more important than that which has brought
about the present crisis, in the years 1872 and 1873. At
that time the members from the Province of Quebec had
the humiliation of standing alone. The hon. member
for Victoria, New Brunswick (Mr. Costigan) asked
the censure of this House on the Government for not
having disallowed the New Brunswick school law.
The French, I may say the Catholie members from the
Province of Quebeo, stood alone, except that they had the
support of the hon. member for the county of Ottawa
(Mr. Wright) ; but I say now, since the speech of the
leader of the Opposition and the other speeches deli.
vered by hon, gentlemen representing English constituen-
cies, I can no longer say that this crisis is one of race
or religion. In 1872, we were agitating for religious liberty
for the French Acadians and the Catholie minority of
New Brunswick. To-day, as far as I, at least, am concerned,
I am protesting on behalf of personal liberty; I am urging
the importance of showing. respect for those laws which
have been enacted in this country for the protection of
life. To-day the man who is the occasion of this debate
may be a poor, miserable lunatic, to-morrow he may be
any other member of the community. If I had been
called upon te draft the motion of the hon. mem-
ber for Montmagny (Mr. Landry), I would have worded
it difterently; I would net have put the question whether
the sentence of Louis Riel should have been allowed
te have been carried out ; but I would have asked the
House te censure the Governmont, net for having allowed
the sentence to be carried out, but. for having ordered the
execution. If Riel had been convicted under the laws of
the Provinces, the question would have been properly
put as it is; but as ho was convicted under the special con*
stitution of the North-West, as ho was convicted under
a law which says that no sentence of death shall be
carried out unless an order be given by the Executive.
1 say the question is whether the Government was
right or wrong in ordering the execution of Louis Riel.
The mode of administering criminal justice in the North-
West is very different from the mode which prevails in the
rest of the Dominion. In all the Provinces the presiding
judge is independent of the Crown, and has nothing te expect
from the Crown; the jury is composed of twelve members,
and if it is the wish of the accused ho may have, in the Pro-
vinces of Quebec and Manitoba, six of his own language or
nationality on the jury. In aIl the old Provinces, there is
a regular mode provided by law of summoning jurors; but
what do we see in the North-West? In the first place, the
magistrate who is called upon te preside is only a stipendiary
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magistrate, and holds his office during the pleasure of the
Government; in the second place, we have only six jurors;
in the third place, the accused is not entitled, as a mat-
ter of right, to a mixed jury; and fourthly, the judge is
entrusted with the summom'ng of the jury. It is perfectly
evident that the trial which iook place under these laws,
although a legal one, was not a fair one, was not British, as
we understand the principles of British criminal justice.
But, Sir, the constitution of the North-West, special as it is,
has provided for certain guarantees against a miscarriage
of justice. In the first place, there is an appeal given to
the Court of Appeals of Manitoba, an appeal. which does not
exist in the old Provinces; in the second place, there is a
final appeal to the Executive. Section 76 of the North-West
Act of 1880 said:

c Wben any person bas been convicted of a capital offence and is
uentenced to death, the Stipendiary Magistrate shall forward to the
Minister of Justice full notes ot the evidence, with his report upon the
case ; and the execution shall be postponed from time to tine by the
Stipendiary Magistrale, if found necessary, until such report isreceived
and the pleasure of the Governor thereon is communicated to the Lieu-
tenant-Governor.'

It is perfectly clear, therefore, that the review made by the
Executive of Louis Riel's case, was a matter of right defined
by the constitution of the North-West. The ac3used, whon
brought before the Regina tribunal, only raised two issues:
the first one was the jurisdiction of the court, and the
second the plea of iDsanity. The Manitoba Court of
Appeals bas pronounced upon both pleas and dismissed
them. The Privy Council disposed only of the question
of jurisdiction, but their Lordships took very good care to
state that no argument had been offered on the plea of in-
sanity. The case boing thus disposed of in the courts, it
then came, in the regular order of things, to the Executive.
What was the duty of the Executive ? I say that the ver-
dict was wrong. If there was a doubt as to the justice of
the verdict, if there was a doubt that the verdict was
against the evidence, it was the duty of the Government
to commute the sentence. In the examination of
the case, the functions of the Executive are judicial,
but after having arrived at the decision that the verdict
was wrong, then the functions became administrative ;
that is to say, in finding out the means of preventingi
a miscarriage of justice. The Executive, in examining the
case, is not a court of appeals in the sense that it can order
a new trial as can the court of Manitoba ; but in the sense
that the duty of the Executive is to examine 'every part of
the evidence, and see whether the verdict be correct or not.
This proposition, I contend, Mr. Speaker, is the necessary
consequence of the constitution of the North-West. If, as
laid down by the hon. the Minister of Justice the other
evening, the Government sbould not go beyond the verdict,
if the Government has no right to examine the evidence
and see whether'the verdit is correct or not, then where
was the wisdom, where was the reason of the law which
says that ail the notes of the evidence should be transmitted
t& the Executive, and, more than that, that the execution
cannot take place unless. the good pleasure of the Governori
General bas been transmitted to the Lieutenant Governor ?
But, even if the Government vie wed this case as an
ordinary case of clemency, even if the case had come fromi
the old Provinces, my contention is that the Government
were wrong in taking the view that they had no right to
examine the evidence and go beyond the verdict. What
is the practice of the Home Office in these cases ? Lordi
Garnarvon said, before the louse of Lords, in 1864:

"At present the prerogative of mercy was vested in the Orown, and
administered under the advice of the Secretary of State. In the exercise
of that p, erogative the Secretary of 8tate was called upon to pay regardf
to the moral aspect of the case, as contrasted with the legal. He hadi
to deal with the rep -esentations made to him with respect to undue in-
fluence having been allowed to particular facta-that some particular
facts had been withheld-that fresh evidence had been discovered, and ;
that, in short, there had been a failure of justice. As mattersuat presen$ il

stood, the Becretary of State was uin the position of a court of criminal
appeau."

I know that some high authorities have objected to the
words "Court of Apeoal" being used when speaking of the
jurisdiction of the Home Secretary, bocause the Home
Secretary can order no new trial; but it is admitted all
round, by all those who are more familiar with the matter,
that, if not in name, the jurisdiction of the IHme Secretary
is virtually a court of review. Sir S. H. Walpole, several
times Secretary ofState, and who was quotod by the Minister
of Justice, said before the Capital Panishment Commission
that the practice of the Home Office was:

"To examine the memorial which was sent with reference to the
case; to consult the judge who had tried the case; to have a report
from the judge of the evidence ; to lay before the judlge any new facto
or any facts which had been brought under tiie notice of the Secretary
of State, and to request from the judge a report as to his opinion upon
that new evidence or upon the matter. Upon all thes materials being
brought before the Secretary of State, he was then in a positi n, not in
the least degree to re-hear the case, but simply to advise the Crowu whether
there were any circumstances which would justify thé ex-rcise of mercy,
either in an absolute or a qualified sense-that is to say, either pardon or
commutation.

" Q. When you say that it is not the practice of the Secretary of State
to re-hear a case, does not the Secretary of State go into the evidence ?-
A. Every atom of it. The Secretary assumes that, the trial having been
conducted before a competent tribunal (that is, a tribuual constituted
according to British principle), a right conclusion h-us been arrived at,
unless it can be pointed to him that there is something upon which that
tribunal has erred. But in the majority of cases even that point does
not arise, because in the majority of cases the question submitred to the
Secretary of State is whethor there are not certain circunstances which
have not been sufficiently brought before the jury which pallivte the
matter considerably, and which ought to induce ihe Secretary of State
to recommend to the Crown au alieration or mitigation of the sentence.

" Q, And do you remember," continued the Commission to Sir S. H.
Walpole, 'that you there authorised an intelligent person upon the
»pot te have the iistances measured, te show wLe.ther th -y we in c un-
formity with the evidence which was impugned upn that ground ?
A. Certainly I did.

Sir S. H. Walpole continues his eviderice:
" Dr. Lushington.-Q. But sometimes it operates as a court of ap-

peal ; take Smethurst's case ?-A. It may operate as a court of ap-
peal

"Dr. Lushington.-Q. In a few cases where the question is one of
guilt or innocence, it must act as a court of appeal ?-A. Yes ; not
judicially, but cf uecessity.

Q. It must advise the erown whether the case is sufficiently clear to
justify the sentence being carried out ?-A. Quite so.

Mr. Ne-te -Q. In your expprien-e is it not very unusual for the Home
Secretary to act at variance with the reco mmen lation of the judge who
tried the case ?-A. I do not think it is usuai to d ,so in one sense, because
I really believe, from my experience at the Home Office, that there is no
necessity to differ frim the judge who tried the case. Now and then
there is such a necessity, and then the Secretary of State does take
upon himself the responsibilty of differing.

Q. There is no settled rule at the Home Office that yon will not act
et variance with the recommendation of the judge after you have put
the case before him ?-A. Certainly not.

" The Duke of Richmond.-Q. The judgment of the Secretary of
State is entirely unfettered ?-A. Absolutely unfettered."

Sir George Grey, who was Secretary of State at that time,
in 1864, was also examined before the same commission,
and he said :

"I ee that there is an imrression, from what is written upon this
matter, that the duty of the Secreta7 of State is to sit as a court of
review, and to re-try cases and set aside verdicts. The cases of that
kind are extremely few. There was Smethurst's case, which was not
decided by me, There the facts of the trial were re-opened ; and one

ase occurred certainly to myself, which was a case of medical evidence,
in which I bad a great deal of communication witb the judge. I did
not think it aitgether satisfactory, and I think that the judge wa tof the
same opinion."

Since 1864 the practice of the Home Office bas not become
more rigid. In fact, if we judge from the statement of Sir
William Harcourt, quoted by my friend the honorable
membor for Rouville (Mr. Gigault) in his very able speech
to the House, it has become still more liberal ard indulgent,
following, no doubt, the influence of the age, which is more
and more against capital punishment :

"In the practice of the Home Office, where the jury recommended to
mercy the capital sentence was never executed. *6 * There
was the case of difficulty, however, where the jury recommended mercy
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and the judge did not second the recommendation, and in that cm it
remained for the Secretary of State to torm hie own judgment on the
Btàbject.1'

Speaking of the jurisdiction of the Home Office, when hav-
ing to deal with a case just like the present one-a case of
insanity-Sir William Harcourt says:

''"There were cases in bis experience where the evidence of insanity was
not brought before the judge and ihe jury. '• * The Secretary of State
had power to send medical men of experience and examine into the
condition of the prisoner, and wben these medical men reported, ase
they had done occasionally, that they did not regard the prisoner as
responsible for his actions, either at the time of the commission cf the
ofence or subsequently, the capital sentence was not carried out."

And Sir R. Assheton Cross, also once a Secretary of State,
said on the same occasion, while discussing, in 1881, the
Capital Punishment Abolition Bill:

"IThe right hon. and learned gentleman (Sir Wm. Harcourt), in his
(Sir R. Assheton Cross's) opinion, most correctly stated what were the
true functions of a Secretary of State in this matter."

Such were the duties of the Government under the Canadian
Statute concerning the North-West, or at common law, as
dispensators of the prerogative of mercy. Have they com.
plied with these regulations ? The first mistake I notice is
the misapprehension they have made of their duty. I was
surprised yesterday to hear it stated by the hon. Minister of
Justice, who is certainly an able lawyer, thatin dealing with
this case the Givernment had no power to go beyond the
verdict. Thon what was the good of that Canadian Statute
which says that the execution of a man sentenced to death
shall not take place without an order of the Executive ?
Then, Mr. Speaker, what is the mearing of all
the rules laid down by the Home Office, which
say that the Crown shall examioe ino a case like this,
regarding the insanity of the prisoner, eithor at the time of
the commission of the offence or subsequently ? It is
the duty of the Ex-cutive to examine every particle
of the evidence, to weigh it, and even to afford a chance
to bring fresh evidence in order that there may be
no miscarriage of justice. I blame the Government
for not having complied with these rules. I blame the
Government, in the first place, for having no report from
the judge. I have read al the proceedings in this case, and
have looked in vain for a report of the judge to see whether
ho was in a position to agree with the juiy, in order that
mercy might have been exercised by the Government; and
I am surprised the Government has ordered the execution
of the man without asking whether the judge who presided
at the trial agreed with the jury. I blame the Government
for having ordered the execution of Louis Riel because
fresh evidence was adduced, the evidence of the three
medical men, after sentence had been pronounced, and
had not beon referred to Judge Richadson for his report
thereon, contrary to the practice prevailing in the Home
Office in England. It was the duty of the Government
to ask the opinion of Judge Richardson upon the value
of this fresh evidence, to see whether, in view
of it, ho was in a position to reoengnend the prisonpr
to mercy. Kr. Speaker, we find another ground for clemency
in the urdue influence which was allowëd to prevail during
the trial in some particular facts. All the witnesses who were
examined on the part of the Crown, or a great many of them,
attributed the insanity plea to a purpose. They stated that
Riel was not really insane, but that he was feigning and
simulating insanity for the purpose of succeeding in his
rebellion. This opinion, which was expressed by so many
witnesses, was due to the great influence which prevailed in
that portion of the country against Louis Riel; the witnesses
had no reason to suppose that the insanity ples was only put
up by counsel, and that the prisoner was feigning insanity
for a purpose. When we consider that this trial took place
under military guard, to protect the prisoner against public
indignation, we can easily imagine the great un4ue n1uence
that was allowed to prevai against the euhsed; whIea
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we examine the petitions which were sent to the
Government, asking for the execution of Louis Riel, we
are surprised to see that not a single petition came from
the whole Dominion except from Regina, where the ìman
was being tried and convicted, and another from Koosomin,
a short distance avay--all comine from the very district
whence the jurors were taken, where the judge was sit-
ting, and where, within a short distance from the place,
even the judges in appeal were sitting. I also blame thé
Government for not having exercised clemency, because the
judge refused to allow some particular facta to be
proved. I do not agree with the leader of the Opposition
that the State papers which were asked for had no
bearing upon the case, because they could not justify
rebellion. 1 do not pretend Lhat these papers wouldjustify
rebellion; i know they would not justify rebellion, but at
the same time I think they might have gone a long way
with the court in mitigating the sentence, if not in altering
it. I blame the Government for the execution, because
they were awarb that important witnesses could be sum.
moned, but that they did not summon them. The name of
Dr. Howard has been mentioned during this debate. I am
sorry, indeed, that the hon. member for Mentreal Centre
(6fr. Curran), sitting bore, as ho does, as a judge, went to a
man, whom he considered to be an important witness, and
asked him bis opinion on the case. le knows very well
that is not the way cases are conducted by judges, or even
by lawyers. I would have been very glad indeed if the
Government, in issuiug the medical commission, had given
instructions to examine Dr. Howard, to have him cross-ex-
amined, and also to examine Dr. Vallée, of the Beau-
port Lunatie Asylum, who hid Louis Riel under his treat-
ment for two years, and who was unable to attend the
trial because he was sick at the time. Sir, I blame the
Government for not having heard those witnesses who were
speoially aware of the facts concerning the plea of insanity.
There has been a diversity of opinion expressed on the
floor of this House as to the value of the evidence adduced
during the trial concerning the mental condition of the
prisoner. I do not intend wearying the louse by making
quotations from that evidence. Every portion of it bas
already been quoted, pro and con, and is familiar
to all the members. But, Mr. Speaker, the way I read
the evidence I am convinced that the verdict was against
that evidence, so far as the plaa of insanity was concerned.
It is said that the Court of Appeals in Manitoba was more
competent to express an opinion as to whether that verdict
was well founded or not than is this louse. It is even said
we have no jurisdiction in the matter; but I believe I have
disposed of the latter point, that it is our duty to examine
whether the verdict was supported by the evidence.
Let us see whether there is any expression cf opinion,
either from the jury, the judge, or from the Court
of Appeals of Manitoba, or from the Privy Council
in England, seo far as the plea of insanity is concerned. It
is true the jury brought in a verdict of guilty; it is true we
should take that verdict as it is-that it means that Riel
was not se insane as to escape conviction. But the jury
undoubtedly considered the question of insanity when they
recommended him to mercy. Are we to be told that the
jury really.meant nothing by it? What were;the ples of
the defenoe? They were: first, want of jurisdiction by the
court; and second, the plea of insanity. I do not agree
with tho leader of the Opposition that a juror should
explain the intentions of, the jury. That is not
the way a verdict should be attacked. 1 am more
iàclined to believe that the recommendation of the
jury to mercy was based on what was before the
court. What was before the court? Were the grievances
of the half-breeds brought to the notice of the
jurpra ? sot a all. Evidence on that point was not allow-
ed by thW judge. The only point brought to the notice of
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the jury was the plea of insanity, and whatever may have
been the views of that particular juror who wrote to the
leader of the Opposition, my conviction is that the recom.
mendation to mercy can have no other legal meaning ex-
cept that the jury had doubts as to the sanity of Riel, not
strong enough to acquit him, but strong enough to cause
them to recommend him to mercy and save him from the
gallows. What bas been the position of JudgeRichardson ?
We know the feeling of the jury, that it was a feeling of
mercy. Did the judge refuse to agree with the jury? I
have already mentioned that the Government did not even
trouble themselves by asking his opinion. The Statute says
he shall forward the evidence with a report thereon. There
is no such report. The practice of the Home Office of
England is that the judge shall be consulted upon the evi-
dence. He should have been consulted in this case as to
whether he agreed with the position of the jury in their
recommendation to mercy. fie was not consulted, and it
cannot be said to-day that the judge was against the opin.
ion of the jury. I will not say anything as to the
Privy Council because they were not called on to
examine this question-was the Court of Appeals in
Manitoba called upon to give a decision as to the
propriety of exercising mercy? That court was called
on to express an opinion as to whether a correct verdict
had been found; but certainly they never expressed any
opinion that there was not sufficient ground for the Gov-
ernment to exercise the prerogative of clemency. I hope
the House will pardon me if I offer one or two more remarks
upon this plea of insanity, which I believe is the great
question in the case, in fact it is the oLly point at issue, so
far as I am concerned. Was Riel really insane? As I
have said, I do not intend to trouble the flouse by reading
extracts from the evidence; but I find in that evidence an
important fact, which is most i'nportant in helping us to
decide the case. I find the fact established beyond doubt
that Riel was confined in a lanatic asylum in the Province
of Quebec by order of the Quebec Government. That he
was insane at one time, there is no doubt; he was suffering
from monomania on religion and politics. This fact is
established beyond a shadow of doubt. He was in the
Beauport Lunatic Asylum for nearly nineteen months, and
was there when no reason existed for simulating insanity.
What could he expect to gain by making such a pretension ?
fe could have lived in liberty if ho were sane. I am going
to read from medical as weil as legal authorities bearing on
this case. Dr. Winslow says:

" In cases of murder, when insanity is urged as au extenuating plea,
it is neceasary to enquire whether the person has on any previous
period of is life manifested any signa of mental derangement. If such
be the fact, it ought to constitute a prima facis case in his favor."

Taylor on Evidence, vol. 1, p. 204, says:
" If any derangement or imbecility is proved or admitted at any par-

ticular period, it is presumed to continue, till disproved."

Best on Evidence, p. 372, ed. 1883, sayse:
" Althongh the law in general presumes against insanity, yet where

the fact of insanity hu been shown, its continuance will be presumed."

Let me quote specially from a recent authority. In the
case of Close vs. Dickson et al, Superior Court of Montreal,
1872, Mr. Justice Johnson said:

'' The law generally presumes all persons to be sane, and that pre-
sumption only disappears upon conclusive proof to the contrary; but
when a person is once plainly proved to be insane, as this man was, the
existence of a lucid interval requires the most conclusive testimony to
establish it. i have followed the rule laid down in
Taylor's Medical Jurisprudence and also in Wharton and Stille's work:
•Testimony to establisin lucid intervals or partial or general insanity
muat possesa two characteristies-first, it should come from persons of
general capacity, skill and experience in regard to those subjects in all
ita bearings and relations; second, it should come as far as practicable
from those persons who have had extensive opportunities to observe the
conduct, habits and mental pecaliarities of the person whose .apacity is
brought in question, extending over a considerable period of time, and
geaohing back tos period anterior to the date of the malady.' "

Then what becomes of the proposition laid down by the
Government, that the onus of proof fell upon the prisoner ?
This fact being established beyond doubt, that Iiel was a
lunatic at one time, the onus of proof fell upon the Crown,
and I say the presumption of insanity has not been rebutted
by the evidence produced in the case. We have, on the con-
trary, sufficient corroboration of that presumption, at least
so far as the state of his mind is concerned, as to leave no
doubt that the verdict was rendered against the evidence.
I refer especially to the evidence of Father André, Garnot,
Father Fourmond, -Dra. Roy and Clark. Where is
the evidence of the Crown to destroy that presump.
tion ? Dr. Wallace is, no doubt, an able man, and
a man in a position to judge of a case like this,
but he is forced to admit that he had not the necessary
time to give it justice. We have also the ovidence of Dr.
Jakes, who became acquainted with the accused only after
the rebellion was over-after the excitement which brought
his partial mania into operation was over. More than that,
we have the admission by Dr. Jukes, that ho is not a com-
petent man. What does the rest of the evidence for the
Crown consist of? We have the testimony of Oapt. Young,
Rev. Mr. Pitblado, Capt. Deane and Capt. Pigott. Many of
those men never had any conversation with Riel, as far as
those particular subjects are concerned, on which his mind
was diseased, and there is a remarkable fact that all these
witnesses never had any acquaintance withl Riel before the
rebellion was over. 1 think the Crown must have been
very hard pressed to prove the sanity of Riel when they
felt forced to examine General Middleton. Could they
expect that General Middleton, just coming from a victory,
was going to say that ho had been fighting a fool ? Cer-
tainly not; ho was not going to hurt his own reputation in
that way. You may jadge of the character of the evidence
by the additional tact that Captain Young- and another
captain in the army that went to fight Riel and his follow-
ers, were among the witnesses. By this you may judge of
the character of the evidence that the Crown brought for-
ward in order to destroy the legal presumption that when
a man is once a lunatic, once crazy, once a maniac, ho is
always a lunatic, always crazy, always a maniac, in the
eyes of the law. Under these circumstances, I consider it
was the duty of the Government to appoint a medical com.
mission. This duty was so clear--I am not going to refer
to private conversations-that we were led to understand by
members of the Cabinet themselves that a modical commis-
sion would be appointed, and, in fact, the promise was made
publicly and reported in ail the ministerial organs in
our Province. Under the circumstances, the least we
could expect in view of-to ute a very mild expression-
the doubte which the evidence left on the public mind, as
regards Riel's mental smate, in face of the numerous pre-
cedents in England, it was the duty of the Government to
appoint not a few medical men to examine the mental state
of Riel since the sentence had been passed according to the
rules stated by Blackstone, but to examine his state of mind
in accordance with the practice of the Home Office. Black-
atone, quoted by the Minister of Justice the other evening,
did not mention a case where the Executive of the day had
to consider whether there had been a miscarriage of justice,
where the insanity of the prisoner before the sentence is at
stake, but several Home Secretaries of State have provided
for that case, and they consider it to be their duty
in such case to appoint medical men of experience to
examine the mental state of the prisoner not only since
the sentence, but also at the time of the commission
of the offence. The Government was strengthened in that
position, not only as a sense of duty, but also by the numer-
ous ptitions which had been dent iom the Province of
Quezc and other parts of the Dominion aking for a medi-
cal commission. Sir, that commission was never appointed;
and I blame the Government for not b&ving done so, for
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not having fulfilled the promises publicly made that one
would be appointed. What did they appoint instead ?
They appointed three medical men to ascertain the mental
state of Louis Riel since the sentence. The jurisdiction of
these men should have been larger; and, defective as these
men were as far as their competency is concerned, they
should not have been limited to a examination of the
mental state of Louis Riel only since the sentence was pro-
nounced. The first objection I have to the appointment of
these mon was, that they were servants of the Government.
I fuel certain that if these men had been independent of the
Goverument, caring more for their reputation as practi-
tioners than as servants of the Government, the original
telegrams which have disappeared would never have dis-
appeared. I also object that some members of that com-
mission at least were incompetent. Dr. Lavell may have had
some experience, but there is not a shadow of doubt-it was
never pretended that Drs. Jukes and Valade had any. I
also complain that this so-called commission-because they
are not properly called a commission-were not allowed
sufficient time to enable them to pronounce an opinion on
the case. The eminent physician, Esquirol, says:

" There are some insane persons so reasonable that it is necessary to
live with them an d to follow them in every action of their life before
pronouncing them mad."

Dr. Hood says :
" Row impossible then is it for casual visitors in passing through the

wards of a iunatic asylum, to form a correct judgment of the real
mental state of any of the inmates around them."

Beek, in his Medical Jurisprudence, says:
" It is his (physician's) duty, and should be bis privilege, to spend

several days in the exaniinatiun of a lunatic before he pronounces a de-
cided opinion. If this be alluwed to him, and also if h obe enabled to
obtain a complete history of the antecedent circumstances, much may
be effected towards forming a correct opinion."

This is aliso the opinion of Mr. Justice Johnson in the case
that I have alluded to, and I believe that no authority
can be quoted in support of the contrary view. Take, for
instance, the celebrated case of John Trith, decided in 1790.
He was charged with attempting an assault on is Majesty
the King. His friends pretended that ho was insane.
He was brought before all the Ministers of State, and was
examined and cross-examined by the Attorney-General.
There were so many doubts as to his mental state that ho
was sent to Newgate, and there remained under the imme-
diate surveillance of two eminent medical men-not for two
or three days, not for one month or several months, but for
two years, and it was only at the end of those two years
that those eminent medical men were able to come before a
court of justice whore the man was tried for high treason,
and to swear that, knowing the habita of the man
so well as they did from such long observation, they had no
doubt he was insane, and the resuit was ho was acquitted
of the crime and sent to a place of confinement. That is the
way that the laws relating to personal liberty and the pro.
tection of life are understood in the old country.
Is it only on this continent of America, in this Dominion
of Canada, where our institutions are supposed to be model-
led after the institutions of the Mother Country, that we may
see the example of a man alleged by his friends to be insane,
having his fate decided in a very few days-in fact, in a
very few bours-and being sent to the gallows ? In this
Parliament, where there is a good deal of legal talent and
as much impartiality as you will find in any court, we tind
the opinion ireely expressed by hon, gentlemen of different
races and religions, that that man was insane. Sir,
it is a disgrace to this Government and to this country
that an injustice of that kind could be even suspected.
Another objection I have with regard to the appoint-
ment of those medical men, is, that their appointment and
all thoir proceedings were kept secret. The reason given
je that it was the only way to arrive at the truth,
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as Riel would be more clever than the doctors, and might
make them find him insane although he would be sane. This
contention is altogether unfounded. Dr. Winslow-and his
remarks apply to the witnesses who contended that Riel's
insanity was simulated -says:

"1Is the insuinity simulated ? Persons conversant with the peculiari-
ties of disordered minds, who have been in the habit of observing the
manner of the insane, will have but little diffimulty in detecting real
from feigned derangement. Georget maintains that it is impossible for
a person who bas not made the insane a subject of study, to simulate
madneuss so as to deceive a physician well acquainted with the disease."

Now, the proceeding of the medical commission is contrary
to the experience of our laws. A year or two ago we had a
celebrated case of insanity in Montreal. I refer to the case of
Mrs. Lynam. The judge, after having examined many wit-
nesses, had doubts as to whether she was sane or insane, and
ho referred the case to a man of experience, Dr. Vallée, one
of the superintendents of the Beauport Lunatic Asylum.
How did Dr. Vallée proceed? Witnesses were heard; he ex-
amined the evidence that had been adduced; counsel, I
believe, were also heard; the proceedings were open, be-
cause, as Dr. Winslow and all the great medical authorities
say, it is impossible for a man to deceive exporienced
medical men in this matter; and on a certain day Dr.
Vallée came before the court with his report, which was
immediately read. It was not kept back for some weeks
by the parties interested, but it was at once opened and
delivered to the public in order that the public mind might
be satisfied whether justice had been done in the case
or not. What did we see in the case of Riel?
Not only the proceedings of the medical men
were kept secret, but even the report of
that so-called commission was kept secret for a long time
after by the Government. If the report of the medical men
had been in favor of the Government, as is contended
to-day, why was it not delivered to the public, in order that
the public might be satisfied that justice had been done in
this case ? I cannot conclude my remarks without offering
my view of what is insanity. There is a great deal of
diversity of opinion, it is said, on this subject between
lawyers and doctors. A long time ago Lord Mansfield, in
the oelebrated Bellinghamn case, laid down the law to be
that, no matter how a inan may be suffering undtr delu-
sion, ho should not escape responsibility unless it could be.
proved that ho could not tell the difference between
right and wrong. The doctors went just as far in the
other direction. They held that if a man was suffering
under mania, no matter whether the matter complained
of had any connection with the mania or not, ho
was not responsible. Between these two extreme opin-
ions publie opinion accepted the principle that a man suf-
fering from a disease known as monomania, or is delided
on one or two subjects, is not guilty, if any connection
can be shown between the crime complained of and the
mania under which. ho suffers. It will not, perhaps, be
uninteresting to show how far the medical profession goes
in this respect. I will simply read a resolution unani-
mously adopted at a meeting of the Association of Medical
Officers of Asylums for the Insane in the year 1865. It was
as follows:-

"That so much of the legal test of the mental condition of an alleged
criminal lunatic hau rendered him a resp >nsible agent because he knows
the difference between right and wrong, is inconsistent with the fact
well known to every member of this meeting, that the power of dis-
tinguishing between right and wrong exists frequently among those
who are undoubtedly insane, and is often associated with dangers and
uncontrollable delusion."

The case of MacNaghten, which was the occasion of the
expression of opinion from the English judges in 1843, will
not support the contention of this Guovernment that it is
sufficient for the criminal to know the difference between
right and wrong. Their Lordahips, although giving no
opinion upon any cas before thom, but upon abstract ques.
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tions of law, always a dangerous thing to do, stated that a
man suffering from -monomania to be held irresponsible,
must not know the nature of his act, or if he
does, must not know that that act is wrong. Such
was the opinion of the English judges in the Mac-
Naghten case, but even their opinion in that case has not
been considered as settling the question in England. Chief
.ustice Cockburn, in a letter, sent in the year 1879, on the
Criminal Code (Indictable Offences) Bill, said:

" The language of the judges in the House of Lords bas no doubt
been repeated as of general application, but erroneously. Their
answers had reference to .the specifie questions put them by the
House."

And immediately after, he goes on to say:
" The point has not come under judicial decision in a case which

really raised the question."
This was said in 1879. The answers given by two learned
Judges of the Exchequer Court in England, before the
Capital Punishment Commission, in 1864, shows that really
the lawyers and doctors are not so very far apart on this
question of insanity. Lord Cranworth, a long time Baron
of the Exohequer Court, answered:

" Io there not a variation between the medical opinions and the legal
definitions upon the subject ? I am not able to answer that question;
very likely it is go."

Take the opinion of Baron Bramwell, another Baron of the
Exchequer Court, on the same question, which is to be
found on pages 23 and 24 of the report of that commission:

'' Mr Neate.-I observe that in your lat letter to the commissioners,
as thp result of your experience, you use these words: '1Six prisoners in
six cases were acquitted on the ground of insanity, and rightly. I do not
mean that the prisoners were insane as the law requires.' I soberve that
you say that they were rightly acquitted, although they hardly came
within the limits of legal insanity. Have you alterations to suggest in
the legal definition of insanity ?-A. No; I think that the legal defini-
tion is perfectly right.

" Q. But you say that they were ri;rhtly acquitted, although their
insanity was not to the extent which the law requires?-&. I will
explain that observation, which is, no doubt, an apparent contradiction.
What I mean is, that according to the practice of juries, which bas met
with the sanction of judges, or which las been without any reprobation
from the judges, and which is in accordance with public feeling, these
prisoners were rightly acquitted."

So much for the doctrine of insanity, and I believe that the
law upon that point was rightly laid down by Lord Erskine
as early as the trial of James Hadfield for firing at George
the Third. le said:

" To deliver a lunatic from responsibility to criminal ju3tice, the rela-
tion between the disease and the act should be apparent. When the
connection is doubtful, the judgment should certainly bemost indulgent,
from the great difficulty of diving into the secret sources of a disordered
rnind."

This is what the Government should have done, and what
they have not done, for there is a doubt, and there is more
than a doubt-there is, in my mind, ample proof-that this
man was insane; but if some hon. members are not willing to
go that far, I claim there is more than a legitimate doubt in
their minds that the man was insane, and the proposition of
Lord Erskine, as to the difficulty of diving into the secret
sources of a disordered mind, should be acted upon. I will
not trouble the House with citing more authorities.

An hon. MEMBER. Hear, hear.
Mr. GIROUARD. I hear an hon. gentleman sayt

"hear, hoar." I think he deserves to be affiicted with a six(
hours' speech, but I have too much consideration for the rest
of the flouse, though I may not have much for him, to in-
dulge inà a speech of that length. I am not going to troublei
the flouse with reading the report of the medical men,1
Dr. Lavell, Dr. Valade and Dr. Jukes. In my mind theirk
conclusions are that this man was insane. Drs. Lavell and1
Valade said he was suffering from monomania on religion1
and politics. Does it require long comment to show therei
was connection between the rebellion and the mono-(
manis on politics and religion. I look upon another por-1

da

tion of the conclusion of these gentlemen as more sophistry,
namely, that with the exception of these two points, mono
monia on religion and politics, this man knew the differ-
encq between right and wrong. It is pot within the pro.
vince of medical men to testify to that fact. Their pro.
vine is only to state the nature of the disease under which
the man was suffering,.and let the jurors, court or Govern-
ment draw from that statement whether the prisoner knew
the difference between right and wrong. Dr. llaslam, on
that point, says:

" It is net the province of the medical witness te vronounoe
an opinion as to the prisoner's ecapability of distinguishing right
from wrong. It is the duty of the medical man, when called upon te
give evidence in a court oflaw, te state whether he considers Insanity
to be present in any given case, not te acertain the quantity of reason
the person imputed to be insane, may or may net possess. * *,* It
is suMficient," continues Dr. faslam, "for the medical practitioner te
know that the person's mind is deranged, and that sucli a state of in-
sanity will b e sufficient te account for the irregularity of hii actions."
I will conclude these remarks, in order to give more time
to other hon. gentlemen who wish to explain their position.
I heard, the other day, the Minister of the 1nterior say
that it was a matter of very little importance whether
petitions were sent from the country or not to the Govern-
ment, on the question of the proper exercise of the preroga-
tive of mercy. I was never so much surprised as to hear
that the Government are not in duty bound to consider such
petitions. In most cases they are the only mode that
can be adopted to show the Government what public feel-
ing is on a particular case, in order to induce the Govern-
ment to exorcise the prerogative of mercy. Was the public
feeling which prevailed throughout the whole Dominion
with regard to the fate of this unfortunate man in favor of
his execution ? It was thought at one time that strong
iufluence was brought from an influential body of men ask•
ing for Riel'a blood. When the papers were brought down,
we found only three petitions from the whole Dominion call-
ing for his execution: one from the Orangemen of the
western district of Toronto, and two from the citizons of the
Dominion living in Regina and Moosomin. No one else asked
for the life of this man; but, on the other hand, we find, at
the last page of the report, that there were 15 to 100 petitions
asking that his life should be spared, if he were not alto-
gether pardoned. As far as I am concerned, my con-
stituents sent petitions to the Government, not asking for
pardon, because, like myself, they were not in favor
of giving liberty to this dangerous lunatic, but asking
for commutation. Where was the clamor asking
that this man should be executed ? It is not to
be found anywhere, except, perhaps, in the arti-
cles of the Globe and the Grits of Ontario, but since when
has it happened that the Government of this country are to
be dictat to by the Globe and the Grits of Ontarn ? Why
did they not take public opinion as represented by the Mail
and by thoir own friends,and by the Conservatives of Quebe,
as well as the Liberals of that Province? Why did they
take the view of the Grit party? I cannot understand it.
[ say that, in view of the exhibition of public opinion
to-day in this House, when we see that an important
portion, the Grit party at lest, has changed its
mind, when we see that the Globe shows that it was not
serous in making representations sking for the blood
of that man, it is perfectly clear that the whole
public opinion of the Dominion was in favor of the
commutation of that sentence, and I blame the Govern-
ment for not having understood that publie opinion.
Now, before taking my seat, I wish to refer to a
statement made at the opening of the Session by the right
hon. the Premier of this Dominion. He stated that, when
he was banquetted by the St. George's Club in London, he
was forced to testify in favor of the loyalty of the French
Canadians. I am sure that more than one of us last
December ws surprised to se. that the Premier was placed
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in that inexplicable position. As to a man having a can be pretended that our mon did not go to the North-
language different from the language of the English people, West for the purpose of defending the Dominion flag and
having a religion different from the majority of the English the Dominion authority; and if all the French Canadians did

oplehaving a veneration for institutions which may not not see fire, there were at least two companies who wentin
be the institutions of Gkreat Britain-are the people of Eng- pprsuit of Big Bear under Colonel Strange, and Colonel
land not aware that such a man can be a loyal man ? Look trange was the first m&n to admit that he never wishod to
at France; look at Alsace and Lorraine-German Lorraine; sée botter soldiers. Now, Mr. Speaker, in view of ail these
has France ever found within its dominions men more facts we .beliéve that Sir E. P. Taché was right when
loyal, although they were Germans, although they spoke. he said that thé last shot fired for British connection on the
the German language, and although most of them professed 4merican continent would be fired by a French Canadian.
a religion different from that of the French people,, than Why is it, then, that the hofi. Premier, in discussing Cana-
the inhabitants of those Provinces.? Look at Great Britain dàan affaire at a banquet given by the St. George's Club,
herself, look at the French population ol the h ad to defend French Canadians against the imputations
Isiánds of the British Channel; are they not faith- hich were then made upon their loyalty ? It was in
ful to their language ? Do they not Jove their consequence of the utterances of the organ of the Conserva-
language, their laws, and their institutions; and has tive party in the Province of Ontario, the Toronto Mail; who
Great Britain any more loyal subjects than the Frehh should have known the French people botter. That leading
inhabitants of those islands ? Taking the Scotch, the phper was not satisfied with denouncing us as bad party
Irish, and the English people, do we notsee different nation- men-I would have allowed him to do so in face, perhaps,
alities and sometimes different local liws; and who cwn of some provocation which the Mail received from papers
pretend that these different nationalities are not devoted in the Province of Queboc-but when the Mail branded us
to the British Empire and to the British Crown ? Are ai rebels, and threatened us with a second con quest, saying
we going to be told that, in England, they do not that at that time there would be no Treaty of Paris, i say
know the history of the French Canadians ? That then there should have been a protest, not only from the
might be said, perhaps, somewhere on the oontinent, ihb. Premier, but from every member of his Cabinet, to
but it cannot be said in Great Britain. They know show that the Mail was not expressing the opinion of the
there as well as we know in this country that in Conservative party of the Province of Ontario. Why
1776 the French Canadians of that day ld to fight threaten us with no second Treaty of Paris? I ask the
Genaral Lafayette and office-s under him who'had been in English minority of the Province of Quebec if they ever
the Canadian army a few years before. These French suffered from any bad treatment or injustice at our hands?
Canadians fought for the glorious British flag, which was Have they not received fairplay from the French Canadians?
the'n deserted by rnany of England's own sons. Look at If there is one who can say so, i would like him to rise and
1812. Was it not a French Canadian- Colonel De Salaberry say so. No, Mr. Speaker; we have respected the
-and his three hundred braves who repulsed the invasion feelings of the English minority of the Province of Quebec
of the Americans at Chateauguay ? Look even -not only their feelings but their prejudices; and, Sir,
at 1837, which, perhaps, will be quoted to us occupying in this Dominion the position that the English
as a sample of disloyalty. We were not thon disloyal to minority occupy in the Province of Quebec, we expect, we
the Crown or to the British Empire. It was only have a right to expect, that they will respect our feelings
an uprising for the redress of grievances and against and even our prejudices.
a tyrannical Canadian Government. We wore thon
fighting for the privileges of responsible governmont, and Mr. DESAULNIERS. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker: At
without that fighting I doubt very mauch whether the pri- this advanced stage of the debate, I understiid that this
vileges of responsible government would have been given House is anxious to get through with this question, and I
so soon to the Canadian people. Look, later on, to the year shall ask the House to be lenient towards me while I shall
1865 or 1866, when we were thr-eatenedwith a-Fenian in- ekpiain in a very few words the vote which I am called
vasion. Were the French Canadians behind their fellow. upon to give on this important question. In assuming the
oountrymen of other origins. No, they were to the front; responsibility of the execution of Louis Riel, the Govern-
and I recolleet well my hon. friend from Montreal East ment have placed thomselves towards us in a position
(Mr. Coursol) taking the musket in hie hand in defence of which is beyond the limite assigned to party discipline.
the Canadian flag and British institutions. Look. later on The Government cannot, on the present occasion, rely on
y et, to 1869 and 1870. There was thon a rebellion in the that strength of organisation which is necessary to all
North-West, which has been bi-ought under the notice of constitutional and parliamentary Governments. Therefore,
hon. members so often during this debate. Then, as in Mr. Speaker, I ask this House to be allowed to address it
1837, the French half-breeds were fighting for liberty, they for a few moments, in order to explain the vote which I am
were fighting for the privileges of responsible government, about to give on that question. The question, to my mind,
and against the tyranny of the Canadian Government. I is of the highest importance. The Goverment and those
said so last year during that six hours' sr@aech, and the facts who support it on this occasion are trying to diminish the
cannot be controverted, and they were not contradicted importance of this question. Acoording to the Govern-
during that debate, that when the rebellion took place the nient and their friends, it is simply the execution of a
Government had not a particle of title to the lands in the murderer, it is simply the carrying out of a very
North-West. Those men, in the absence of any local anth- ordinary liw. For my part I do not look upon
ority, took the law in their own hands in order to secure for it ln that light. The execution of Louis IRiel is certainly
their people political liberty, and we have to-day the testi- not the carrying out of an ordinary law with regard
mony of even the enemies of the half-breeds of that tîme to an ôrdinary crime. Louis Riel was charged
-the testimony of a man like Mr. McArthur, an officer béfore the courts in the North-West with the crime of high
of the Hudson Bay Company, who was himself a prisoner treason. In order to fully understand and th->roughly con-
of Louis Riel in those days, in a statement which he made aider this question, and tojndge it as we ought to do, it is
at a public lecture in Winnipeg, that to the firmness of the inecessary for us to knôw what were the grievances of the
half-breeds in 1870 the people of Manitoba were indebted half breeds, what was their situation in 1869, what it was
for the privileges of responsible government. And, last in 1885, what were the faults of which the Ottawa GovernA
year, did our countrymen remain behind ? Notwithstand- ment had been guilty of towards them; and we should also
ing Éthing which may have been said, I do not think it know whether, for aIl these reasens, the half-breeds wore not
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justifiable to a certain extent, or whether, at least, their rebel-
lion of 1885 was not excusable. In the Province of Quebec
when the people learned the execution of Riel, they rose as
one man. There was uin the Province of Quebec an agita-
tion which was reported throughout the world. Not only
was there an agitation among the people of the Province of
Quebec, but the whole press of the Province, including Le
Monde, La Minerve and Le Canadien protested against this
execution. On the next day after the 16th of November
there was not a single disgenting voice in the Province of
Quebec. The Ontario press, and also the press in the United
States, in England and in France took an active part in the
discussion. And since this debate has been going on in this
House we have seen the inhabitants of our capital thronging
inte our galleries in order to hear the discussion. Numberless
citizens came from all pai ts of ,the Dominion to hear the
debate. Well, Mr. Speaker, would all this have taken place
if this was simply an ordinary question? Would all this
agitation have taken place with regard to the just punish-
ment of a crime ? No, Mr. Speaker: Riel, alive, waa the
leader of the French half breeds; Riel, dead, is to day the
emblem of their cause. The Province of Quebec being a
French Province sympathised with the half-breeds, and
understood and felt that it had been humiliated when Louis
Riel was executed. The Province of Quebec had, time and
again, during the last fifteen years, forgiven numberless
faults which had been committed in the North-West. The
representatives of the people in this House, during the last
fifteen years, may have forgiven to their friends in power
the extortions which have been.committed by the Govern.
ment employees in the North-West ; they may have forgiven
to their friends numberless other faults which deserved
censure, they did not wish to be too severe on them, and this
was the case under the Conservative .Administration as well
as under the Li beral Administration. But in presence of the
Regina sçaffold,I do not believe that we would be justifiable in
showing party spirit, and I think it is our duty to vote, one
and all, without regard to party ties, and without fiinching,
against our friends in power. Not that I wish to say that
those who will vote in favor of the Government will com-
mit a fault against themselves and against the country. I
do not view the question from that standpoint. I will
bow with respect before the opinion.of each one, and each
one will vote as he shall deem proper. As for myself, I
hope that while I am bound to dissent from my friends on
this question, it will be believed that I do it in the .interest
of the country, as I understand it, and to satisfy my con-
science. In this country the best way to preserve peace,
and to maintain that harmony which is necessary to our
prosperity, is to give equal justice to all. The people of
the Province of Quebec believe-and I am one of those who
think that they are right-that on this. occasion the Gov-
ernment did not give equal justice to aIL What makes me
think so is that I have heard, at the beginning of this
debate, the hon. Minister of Publie Works making a com-
parison between the .execution of Riel and that of Thomas
SctIt. Well, Mr. Speaker, certain rumors, certain reports
lead us to think that, to a certain extent, the Government
have in part acceded to the demands ofthe Orangemen of
Ontario, who insisted that Rig should be executed as a
punishment for the murder of Scott. I have heard the hon.
Minister of Public Works making auch a statement, and it
is not the only occasion on which I bave heard Ministers
speaking in that sense. Neither was this the only occasion
on whieh I took cognizance of the fact-either through
newspapers or otherwise-that the execution of Scott had
actually exerted a strong influence on the decision arrived
at by the Government. flwever, it sems to me that this
question of the execution of Scott should have been suffici-
ently understood before the 16th of November last to make
it impossible for the Government to order the execution of
Riel on the ground that ho was.pilty of the execution. of

Scott. What are the facts with regard to this unfortunate
Scott case? We must go back to a period which is anterior
to 1869, when the Dominion Government sent their
employees in the North-West Territory, and even before
the transfer of the territory by the Hudson Bay
Company to the Government had been finally settled.
IL is well known that these employees committed ertortions
against the half-breeds and created great dissatisfaction
among them. After the beginning of the negotiations and
the various transactions which took place between the
Dominion Goverument and the Hudson Bay Company, in
order to effect the final transfer of the Territories, it will
be remembered that Governor McTavish deemed it proper
one day to resign the authority which he beld as Governor
of these Territories. It was then that Riel, in concert with
the half-breed population of the North-West, formed a
provisional Government. This provisional Government was
established with the consent of the people, since forty dele-
gates were duly elected by the people of the North-West.
When these forty delegates, forming the Counoil of the
nation, were assembled in a meeting, they formed a certain
organisation and elected Louis Riel as President. This
organisation had within it a council called "Council of
War." Thomas Scott who was opposed to the establishment of
the provisional Government, and who refused to submit to
that Government, was thon brought before that Council, and
that, independently from Louis Riel. It will be remembered
that, according to records which we have seen on that
question, and the evidence heard when the investigation
took place in 1874, Louis Riel had no power whatever on
the Military Council of the provisional Government. Con-
sequently, Thomas Scott was executed independently of the
personal desire of Louis Riel. Now, to hold him responsible
to-day, and to have beld him responsible on the 16th Of
November, 1885, of the murder of Thomas Scott, was, and
is still, an injustice which is contrary to the history of the
North-West; and consequently the Government could not,
in any way, take their decision on the ground that Riel was
more or less guilty of the execution of Thomas Scott.
Moreover, Mr. Speaker, even if Louis Riel had been guilty
of that crime in 1870, it may be asked, why should a man
b. punished twice for the same crime, and under what law
can a man sufer two punishments for the same offence? Had
not Riel been sufficiently punished when, after his trial, ho
was exiled from the country ? Lepine was also tri&d and
imprisoned for a year; Goulet was drowned in the Red
River, in atonement for the murder of Scott. Were not all
these punishments sufficient to satisfy those who desired to
avenge the death of Thomas Scott? I am of opinion that
the case of Thomas Scott should in no way whatever have
influenced the decision of the Government lu ordering the
execution of Louis Biel. Still less should it influence the

proceedings of this Rouse to justify this execution. The
only ground on which the Government ahould have baed
thoir decision, was the fact that Louis Riel had
instigated the rebellion in the North-West. WeI, 1Mr.
Speaker, when fomenting that rebellion, had not Lois
Riel some causes for dissatisfaction and some reasons fôr
rebelling against the authorities in the North.West? Did
the grievances of the half-breeds amount to absolutely
nothing ? Was not the fact that the Government of Can-
ada had taken possession of,the North-West Territories, u
1869 and 1870, without in any way consulting the half-
breed population of the Red River and the half-breed
population ofthe Saskatchewan and of the Territonies, a
grievan3e in their opinion? Was not the fact of sediig
there a swarm of effcials who spoke only one language,
which language was unknown to the whole half-breed
population; was not the fact of having seen their leaders
sent to penitentiary in 1874 and at varions times after
their logitimate defence against the Governmont of Canada
in 1869 and in .1870,-were not ail these facts eauses fpr
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dissatisfaction among them ? Was not the fact that laws the accused. The Legislature having understood that it
were made without consulting them, a cause of dissatisfac- could not avoid passing exceptional laws for the North-West
tion for the half-breeds? Was not the fact that they had enacted at the same time that the life of a convict would
to make such frequent claims for the rights which they not be left within Lhe hands of a court organised in that way.
pretended to have on lands in the North West, which they When Riel's counsel asked for a month's delay to enable
had always considered as their property, that they had to them to prepare their defence, to come in the Province of
travel hundreds of leagues and to send thousands of peti- Quebec after their witnesses, the stipendiary magistrate
tions without ever receiving a satisfactory answer, a suffi- refused to grant them such a reasonable request, he granted
cient grievance to explain the rebellion if not to justify it ? them the derisive delay of eight days. Was it possible for the
If the half-breed rebellion in the North-West, if the fact counsel for the defence to go to Quebec in eight days, or even
that Riel became the leader of his countrymen to claim to write and secure the necessary witnesses to prove the only
their rights, are not justifiable, they are at least excusable; defence of the accused, that is that he was unsound in mind.
and if the cause is due to the fault of the Governments of This delay of eight days, I repeat it, was simply derisive;
both parties in this House, should not the present Govern- Rfiel's counsel could not within these eight days secure their
ment have taken all these facts into consideration before witnesses and prepare their case in a proper manner. What
the 16th of November and before the execution of the sen- was the consequence ? My hon. cousin, the member for
tence pronounced against Louis Riel ? Mr. Speaker, have St. Maurice (Mr. Desaulniers) wrote a letter in which he
we not had from the present Governmont the admission informed the country that as a medical expert, that as a
that the half-breeds in the North-West have suffered for specialist in the employ of the Governmeât of the Province
the last fifteen years; have we not the avowal from the of Quebec, as inspector of the asylums, he oould state that
Government that at least for the last fifteen years Louis Riel had been confined for several months in the
the half-breeds have been ill-treated by the Cana- asylum of St. Jean de Dteu, and in that of Beauport; that
dian Government? Have we not repeatedly heard on several occasions he had seen Riel during his madness
the hon. Minister stating that when the Liberals and had ascertained that he was really insane. Well, the
were in power from 1873 to 1878 the half-breeds had been member for St. Maurice, in spite of his good desire to help
ill-treated ? What have the Half-Breeds to do with our the cause of Louis Riel, did not know, and could not know,
politis? What difference do they make bet ween the that Riel's counsel at Regina wanted his deposition. On the
Tories and Grits, between the Rouges and Bleus? They other hand, Louis Riel's counsel at Regina did not know
know nothing about them, the Government is always the what information the member for 8t. Maurice had on this
same thing for them. Therefore, we have at least, out of point. Therefore I say, Mr. Speaker, that it is fully certain
the last fifteen years, at least five years, while the Liberals that if the deposition of the member for St. Maurice had
were in power, during which the half-breeds been heard at Regina, that deposition would have had a great
had been ill-treated by the Canadian Gov- weight. In face of the fact that the trial did not seem to
ernment. And since that time, since the rebellion of have been conducted with all the necessary care, were thera
1885, did not the Government put Mr. Macpherson out of no reason to use clemency towards the prisoner when the
the Cabinet ? Was not the dismissal of Mr. Macpherson an question came before the Government ? Now, when the
avowal that the half breeds had been unflairly used with re- jury returned their verdict, so little did they seem to be
g ard to their claims for land ? Have not the Government, convinced themselves of the true moral guilt of Louis Riel,
by settling about 2,000 claims during the last seven or that after having fulfilled what is technically called the for-
eight months, admitted that the half-breeds had been ill- malities of the law, they appointed one of their members to
treated ? Now, if the Government, when it was a question tell the court that it was their intention to recommend the
of ordering the execution of Riel, had considered that they prisoner to mercy. Why did not the Government follow
had committed wrong themselves, when the life or death of that recommendation ? What reasons were given by the
Riel was in their bands; if they had considered that they had Government ? What reasons were given to the public on
not done their duty towards the half-breeds, would they not which they could base their refusai to follow the verdict as
have feit that it was just and reasonable at least to show whole ? I have heard no plausible reason on their part. I
mercy towards the half breeds and towards Riel ? Now, have seen nowhere any reason given to uphold the preten-
what kind of a trial did Riel have ? Did the trial of Louis tion that the Government should not have accepted in its
Riel offer ail the guarantees which are necessary in a trial entirety the verdict of the jury. The Government have
of that kind ? The laws and procedure in a criminal case stated through the Minister of Justice that the trial of
in the North West are laws and procedure of an exceptional Louis Riel had been perfectly legal. On that point, Mr.
kind. When the Act of 1880 was passed, so well did the Speaker, I do not believe there is any doubt that Riel's trial
Legislature understand that the provisions of the Act of 1880 was conducted in a perfectly legal manner. Others before me
were exceptional provisions, that it enaoted that in the case have had doubts on the legality of the trial, and they have
were there would be a sentence of death, the execution taken the responsibility of dispelling those doubts. It is
would not take place without the interference of the Gov- with that objeot in view that Riel's counsel took the cause
ernment, The Government were obliged to interfere to have of their client before the Court of Appeal in Manitoba, and
Riel hung. I have often heard the hon. Ministers saying before the Privy Council in England. The judgment of
since the execution of Riel, that they had not deemed it these two courts was that the trial of Louis Riel had been
their duty to interfere, and that the law had to follow its perfectly legal. But it is not especially for that reason that
own course. Was the trial conducted with ail the cautious- we protested against the execution of Riel, because we have
ness which was required ? A Protestant judge, six Pro- no more doubts on the legal technicalities of the trial, and
testant jurymen; an English judge, six English jurymen. The even if we had, we should say nothing about them,
very fact that the accused, Louis Riel, was arraigned before because the courts in Manitoba and England have decided
a jury of six instead of tweive, the very fact that Louis on the legality of the trial; but what we complain of is the
Riel was arraigned before a wholly Protestant jury, should fact that the Government have not used clemency towards
have militated in his favor when his case came before the Riel, under the circumstances. Besides that, it was proven
Government. And why ? Because the Act of 1880 seems that Louis Riel at the time of the trial was not sound in
to carry the impression that when the Legislature passed mind,and consequently was not responsible for his acts nor
that law, it was well understood the right of putting a con- for the part he had taken in the rebellion ofthe North-West.
viot to death ought not to be left with a magistrate and six This question of insanity is extremely difficult to solve. If
jurymen of a nationality and creed different from that of we are to take the evidence of the medical experts who have
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been sent by the Government, I believe that it is'difflcult to
say whether Riel was really responsible or not for his acts
during the rebellion, and whether or not he was responsible
for his acts when he was executed. There are so many con-
tradictions in the different reports that the conclusion to be
drawn from them is, at least,thafthere was a doubt as to the
mental state of Riel. And, Mr. Speaker, Ihave myself asked
the Government to be pleased to let the flouse know
whether they had taken the necessary stops to obtain infor-
mation on the intention of the jury at Regina when they
recommended the prisoner to the mercy of the court. Even
more, I have asked the Government whether they had
received information or communications on this subject from
any of the jurymen, and the Minister of Justice bas answered
that noue had been received to bis knowledge, and that, at all
events, if there were any they would be laid on the Table of
the House. Well, Mr. Speaker, the jury of Regina them-
selves had conceived a doubt as to the moral responsibility
of Louis Riel, and it is for that reason that they recom-
mended the prisoner to the mercy of the court, or rather to
the mercy of the Government, because, as regards the jury.
men, the word court was delusive, for they knew perfectly
well that they were appealing to the mercy of the Govern-
ment, since the court could not help giving the sentence
which was given. Can it be supposed that a jury composed
of six Englishmen who had been victims of the rebellion of
1885, could, at that moment, sho'w enough of goodwill and
leniency towards Louis Riel to recommend him to mercy
out of friendliness towards the prisoner. This is not plausible.
Now, if the jury at Regina have recommended the prisoner
to mercy, it was because there was at lea t a doubt in their
mind, as to Riel's responsibility for bis acts. The Govern-
ment, by carrying ont that part of the verdict as they car-
ried out the other part, would have done absolutely nothing
contrary to the interest of the public; they would have done
nothing contrary to the interest and future quietness of the
people of the North -West,by giving the prisoner the benefit
of the doubt which the Government could not help conceiv-
ing, having before them the returns of the trial sncb as they
were brought down before the House. I shall now quote a
short extract from Guizot, whose authority as a writer is
already established before this House,which makes it useless
for me to insist upon it. Here is what he says:

" It l especially for political crimes that the right of pardon seems to
be reserved, for those crimes whose character is sometimes doubtful,
with which may be allied errors in good faith, sentiments worthy of
sympathy, when society is not evidently or entirely threatened, when
danger, the chief element of the offence, is dispelled; finally, when the
example of utter failure is more efficacious than punishment would be."

And further on:
"It may even be presumed that in this sphere the customary use of

clemency, instead of discouraging the severity of thejudges and jury-
ner, gives it more freedom and makes it less timid. So, natural le this
idea, that the public have, at timea, seemed to think that a given politi-
cal sentence was only pronouneed in view of the prospect of a pardon
which would palliate its severity. Thus, apart from the economy of
blood there might be the advantage of the facilities for examples ; the
power would have all the benefit of moderation, and the citizens who
often hesitate before the courts, and with great reason, when a man
must be sent to the scaffold, would manifest with less anguish their dis-
approbation of his attempts or designs."

Thus, Mr. Speaker, it will be seen that, according to Guizot,
the Government could have taken it upon themselves to
have followed this last part of the verdict without at all
running the risk of exposing the North-West to new trou-
bles. It is a matter of regret that this House bas not in
its possession what I believe to have existed, to wit: the
documents which must have informed the Government that
the intention of the jury, in recommending the prisoner to
mercy, -was that he should not be executed, on account of a
doubt as to the moral responsibility of Louis Riel. Here is
what I have read in a newspaper, and what, besides, I have
learned personally from persons who came from the North-
West some few weeks ago. That is what gave me the idea

o of asking the Government whether they had received infbr-
imation from the jury explaining their intention in recom-

i mending Riel to mercy. lere is what Le Progra de l'Est
says :

" The following are new details of the highest interest with regard to
the intenten of the jury in recommending Riel to mercy. Young
Brooks, mentioned here below, ia a nephew of Mr. Justice Brooks, of our
city. he is very favorably known, and noted for hie intelligence,
uprightness and love for justice. The details are furnished to the presa
by a friend of Mr. Blondin, a settler at Qu' Appelle-where Mr. J. Z. a.
Miquelon resides-who is now on a visit at Three Rivers :

' Asettler from Qu'Appelle, Mr. Pierre Blondin, is now on a visit in
this city. Mr. Blondin has for a neighbor at Qu'Appelle a Mr Brooks,
formerly of Sherbrooke, who went to the North-West some time ago,
and who was one of the jurymen at the trial of Louis Riel Mr. Blondin
states that bis neighbor has repeatedly declared to him that tbe unani-
mous desire of the jury, in recommending the accused to the mercy of
the Crown, was that he should not he executed. The jury certainly
found him guilty of rebellion, but, owing to the peculiar circumstances
which were established during the trial, they were unanimously of
the opinion that he did not deserve the extreme penalty of the law.

" Another very extraordinary circumstance is the fact that, according
to Mr. Brooks, the jury, after the trial, informed the Government of the
exact sonse of their verdict of recommendation, in order to prcvent any
error.'

Well, here are facts which, of course, are not proved before
this HRouse, so as to dispol every doubt; far from it; but
they are facts which, with a great many others, have
created, and are still creating, in the Province of Quebec, a

f dissatisfaction which has been, and is still being, manifested
in a manner which bas been noticed by everybody. Mr.
Speaker, I will conclude my remarks, and I believe that
the conclusion which we ought to draw from the present situ-
ation is that the 16th of November, 1885, is and will ever be
a fatal day for our country. The execution of Louis Riel is
a dark spot in the history of the Conservative party. His-
tory will tell in one of its bloody pages that civilisation, at
the beginning of its work in the vast regions Of the North-
West, bas stained its flag with the blood of a political
martyr.

Mr. MASSUE. At this stage of the debato I do not
intend to make a speech upon the question so fully and ably
discussed on the floors of Parliament. I simply rise to ex-
plain the vote I am about to give, and to say why, upon
this question, I am not in accordanco with the political
friends with whom I have acted since I have had the honor
of a seat in this House. Whon, in Novembor last, along
with others, I signed a telegram to the right hon. leader of
this Government, informing him that, under the circum-
stances, it was a cruelty to hang Riel, and that I would not be
responsible for it, I was under the impression, as I am now,
that he was insane. I was assured, after the trial at Regina,
that a medical commission would be named to enquire into
the mental condition of Louis Riel, and the commission was
named. I took no part in any of the public meetings that
were hold all around me, but waited calmly and patiently
for the opening of Parliament where ail the reasons re-
quired should be given. I listened very carefully and very
attentively to what bas been said, and when the medical
report was laid on the Table I read it very carefully. In
reading the report of Dr. Jukes I thought there was some-
thing wrong in the mind of Riel. Reading that of Dr. La-
vell, I find that he says that Riel suffered from religious
and political monomonia, and Dr. Valade says that ho was
under religious and political hallucinations. As it was a
political trial, why should not the Government have given
him the benefit of the doubt and sent him either to prison
or a lanatie asylum for the remainder of bis days ? For
these reasons I shall vote in favor of the motion of my
bon. friend from Montmagny (Mr. Landry).

Mr. BURNS. I rise, not for the purpose of making a
speech on the question before the House, but for the pur.-
pose of correcting a statement made by the bon. member
for Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard). I think it is very
much to be regrotted that matters totally irrevelent to tho
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subject under discussion should be introduced here ; but,
having been introduced, it is well that when an hon. mem-
ber makes what I consider a misstatement ho should be put
right. The hon. gentleman, in his allusion to New Bruns.
wick and the Acadians, stated that the College of St. Louis
was closed because the French language was taught there. To
that statemnent I wish to give a denial. I am satisfied that
if the Collge of St. Louis is dlosed at all, it was not because
the French language is. taught there. That staternent im-
plies a charge against the ecclesiastical dignitary -under
whose particular care that institution is, or was. I think
it can be said of that ecclesiastical dignitary that to him is
due, in a very great measure,;all the advancement made
by the Acadians in bis diocese since he bas been at the head
of it, and that is over twenty-five years. I am safe in saying
that the Acadians in New Brunswick-at all events in that
diocese-advanced more within the last 25 years than they
did in the 50 years preceding. I need only instance the
fact that all over that diocese are established institutions in
which that language is taught, institutions presided over by
ladies and gentlemen of French origin. I need only refer
to the fact that in the town in which I reside there are two
institutions, and in the neighboring parish there is one in-
stitution. In Chatham there is a large educational estab-
lishment for both males and females, and in the neighbor-
ing town of Newcastle there is also one. All these institu-
tions are taught by ladies and are presided over by Sisters of
the Congregation of Notre Dame, and the great majority of
those ladies are French. Therofore Ithink it is not correct
to say that the College of St. Louis was closed because the
French language was taught there.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 39) to incorporate the Emerson and North-
Western Railway Company.- (Mr. Pruyn.)

Bill (No. 49) to incorporate the Ontario, Minnesota and
Manitoba Railway Company.-(Mr. Royal.)

Bill (No. 56) to incorporate the Nova Scotia and Western
Railway Company.-(Mr. Dodd.)

Bill (No. 58) to incorporate the St. Lawrence and Atlantic
Junction Railway Company.-(Mr. Colby.)

Bill (No. 59) to incorporate "The First Synod in the
Dominion of Canada of the Reformed Episcopal Church."-
(Mr. Beaty.)

Bill (No. 60) to incorporate the Colonial Bank of
Canada. - (Mr. Macmillan, Middlesex.)

EXECUTION OF LOUIS RIEL.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Mr. Speaker: A newspaper having
announced last evening, which announcement I read the
first thing this morning, that I had becorme suddenly a
penitent, that I was very near abjuring the errors which,
with my colleagues in the Government, I had been sufer-
ing under of late, and that I was, in the near future, going
to bid adieu to political life-I only wish that could be
true-and that I would retire repenting; and as the paper
wished I should employ the last days of my life in prayer,
so as to be forgiven by God and man, I thought I would
take this first opportunity of making my last confession of
the great crime of which I have been accused during
several months past, and I hope I shaill make it as plain, as
complote, as full as possible, so as tosatisfy both friends and
foes. I do not know, Mr. Speaker, whether I can do justice
to this debate. I know it is, perhapo, out of place for me
to a *ffor not spaing in the snguge whioh is my

mother tongue; but every time I rise in this House, every
time I have to express what I feel deeply and vividly in my
heart, and have to express it in a language which is not my
own, I think it is necessary for me to apologise, for the
English language, that has taught the world the great
lessons of liberty, does not give me that full freedom of
expression which I would have in my own language. What
a change a year can make in the ideu i.a n>u, in Lhe feel-
ings of men i What differences do we remark when
we look over the proceedings of last Session, as I
did yesterday ! Read over Hansard and compare dates
with this year. The 19th of March last year, St.
Joseph's Day, the day named after that great saint,
wVhose name is synonymous with fidelity and loyalty, was
chosen by Louis Riel as the first offiial day of his rebellion
in the North-West. On the i9th of March Louis Riel
inaugurated the rebellion, in acte, in his official declaration,
in his open opposition to both civil and spiritual power in
the North-West. On the following days, the rebellion was
in full blst, and the day after to-morro w will be the anni.
versary of one of the sad events of our history-the anni-
versary of the Duck Lake fight-when some of our
bravest soldiers, some of the good men of the
North-West, fell under the bullets of traitors and rebels,
led by Louis Riel, fell victims to the troachery of
a criminal band, who, after destroying Goverument
property, after ransacking and plundering the stores
of industrions citizens, after having seized and taken
prisoners the men who were doing their duty under the laws
of thoir country, in the protection of the Canadian and the
British flag, had torn down the flag of ler Majesty and had
begun that rebellion of which I hope we will have to-day
the last recollection. I hope that the meLiories of
mon will not recollect it, after we have done our duty
to-day and said that the country cannot countenance
those who would like this Bouse-representing the interests,
the desires, and the wishes of the people,-to say that that
event was one which would be excusable and justifiable in
the eyes of true Canadians. We all remember the feel-
ing that pervaded this House when, on the 22nd, 23rd and
24th of March, the news arrived that really a rebellion
was existing in the North-West, and that the agitation
which had begun many months before had taken the form
of an open revolt. We remember the feeling that existed
in this House. It is true that thon, as since the beginning
of this Session, some gentlemen on the other side, exercis-
ing:their rights as members of Parliament, had been asking
for information, had been clamoring for papers, but still the
House went on with the performance of its duties until the
day we heard the sound of rebellion, and learned that the
suns of Canada, at the call of the Government, had
to go up and fight that revoit. Sir, when the news of the
Duck Lake fight arrived, there was not one man to be
found here who would not have said frankly and openly
that those who had commenced that rebellion, those mcn
who swere ignoring the laws of the country and rebel-
ling against them, were doserving the severest punish-
ment of the law. I remember a few days later, when
a newspaper in Ontario had had the audacity, as it was thon
styled, to ay that my hon. friend sitting on your left had
been actually giving countenance to the rebellion, that ho
had been aiding the conspirators against the peace and
integrity of the country, that the hon. members sitting on
that side of the House were accomplices of those in the
North-West who were trying to take those large Territories
away from their allegiance to our Sovereign, I remember
what took place in this House. I remember seaing the
hon. leader of the Opposition rising in his seat, his features
altered, trembling with emotion and saying, with toars in
hie voice, that there never was such a slanderous
insinuation cast upon him and his party as to say that ha
and. they mightbecalled accomplices or aveu sym-
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pathisers with the rebellion in the North. West. We ail
remember the hon. member for West Durham stating that
he bad a relation whose blood had already stained the snow
of the prairies, that ha had a nephew whose life was in
danger, that his son and his brother's son were ready to
shoulder their muskets and go to the Saskatchewan and
fight against those who wanted to commit that attempt
against the liberties of the empire, and the good name of the
people of Canada. At that time we responded to the
expression of those feelings ; and I remember the right hon.
Premier in this House gotting up in his seat and saying that
whatever differences of opinion there might be between him
and hon. gentlemen opposite, ho thought the article in ques-
tion was an ill-advised one-that we all here in this
House sympathised together in supporting the laws of our
Dominion, and keeping in its integrity the fine country
which we are now administering to the glory of those who
acquired it, and the glory of the Sovereign who rules over
us. Who would have said thon a word of justification
of that criminal band that was beginning a rebellion on the
shores of the Saskatchewan ? Who would have thought,
when the hon. gentlemen who left this House to take upon
themaselves the arduous and dangerous task of leading their
men to the field of battle -who would have thought when
we were all shaking hands with them,-who would
have thought when we said good-bye and farowell to the
late lamented and regretted member for East Durham,
whose name has beau revered and cherished, and
loved amongst us, since he lost his life in the de-
fonce of his couintry-who would have thought thon that
in this How, twelve months after wards, we would
have beau askci to vote regret for ihe lawful execution of
the leader of that rebellion ? When Colonel Williams left
us here, shaking bands with us, and telling us: 'Yes,
gentlemen, I am going, and I am proud and happy to per-
form my duty to my Queeu and country, proud to leave you
whilst you are doing your duty here," who would have said
to him, "Oh, yes, you are going there to risk your life, but
twelve months after this, from his seat in Parliament,
a member will rise and say: "I want to declare by
my vote that those who killed you and your brothers deserve
the sympathies of Canada, and that we regret thair pun-
ishment 1t" Mr. Speaker, I regret the execution of the late
rebel leader, Louis Riel, because I cannot find in my heart
a place for a feeling of pleasure or rejoicing at the ignomini-
ous death of a fllow-being. I regret the execution of Louis
Riel as I regret those painful occasions when a sacrifice of
human life bas to be made for the vindication of the law or
for the protection of society. I regret, Sir, the execution
of Louis Riel because of the unhappy trouble ho has caused
in one of the finest Provinces of this Dominion. I regret
the execution of Louis Riel because of the occasion it bas
given for discussion in this House, in which, to use the
expression of the hon. member for West Durham (Mr.
Blake), "words have been said that should not have been
said, things have beau uttered that should not have been
uttered, and sentiments have had room for expres-
sion which should not have bean expressed in this
House." I regret the execution of Louis Riel for those
reasons; but I cannot condemn the punishment of his
crime. Providence, Sir, suifera the mysterious agencies
of human passions and the free will of men, to mark,
dark hours in the history of nations. Louis Riel has
written with his own hand and with his own deeds the
darkest pages in the history of the iorth-West of this
DLiinion; hlas signed those bloody pages, and sealed them
with his blood on the scaffold of Regina on the 16th of
November last. The seaffold has spread its hideous shadow
over the newly christened town of Regina-christened after
the name of our beloved Sovereign ; and the virgin soil of
the Province of Assiniboia was torn open to receive the
deAd body of a man who had sown the sods of disoontont,

of revolt, and of war and death in a land which should hav
been reserved for peace, unity, happy tranquility and
industry. The solemn sanction which was then given to
the law should deter ail other men, and doter, I hope, all
other evil-disposed and evil-thinking men from imitating
his example. Unfortunately, Sir, from the oeil of the
doomed agitator, from the scaffold, and the grave of the
executed criminal, there came the wind of revoit and the
poison of national animosity, which pervaded one of the
great Provinces of this Dominion, and which threaten even
now, perhaps to a larger extent than we believe, the future
tranquility and destinies of the Dominion. Mr. Speaker,
if I bring to your recollection these sad events, it is only to
show gou the unfortunate position in which are placed
those who in the Province of Quebec have espoused-some
with sincerity and good faith, others with schemes for
political supremacy-the cause of rebellion, which, it cannot
be denied, has produced in this country one of the most
unfortunate periods in our political history. Mr, Speaker,
it is the deep feeling of the danger arising from the present
crisis which has animated me during the whole of that
period, and which bas often driven away from my lips and
from my pen words of anger and words of violent rebuke,
which would have been justified by the treatment to which
I and my hon. colleagues in the Government have been
subjected for over three months past. During that time,
Sir, we have seen an infuriated and maddened mob
tearing to pieces our likenesses, and hanging and biurn-
ing us in effigy; but this has had upon me no other effect
than to make me feel more pity than angor towards the
crowd who hud been excited against us. In the city of
Montreal my portrait has been for days exposed in windows,
bearing on the forehead a large stain of blood, to convey
the idea that I was the murderer of one of my fellow-
countrymen. Sir, I forgave that villany. As one
of my friends in Kontreal remarked: "The poor individual
whc. did that has himsolf on his brow a stain which neither
rubbing nor washing will ever take away," and calls back
to my memory the following lines:-

La mer y passerait sans laver la souillure,
Car le gouffre est immense et la tache est au fond."

I forget easily those attacks prompted by the publie excite-
ment, but there is one thing from which I have suffered-
it is this : These demoustrations were calied by men who
had been associated with me in friendship, and knew me
botter than with sincerity to call me a traitor and a coward.
I, a traitor I Mr. Speaker, I have been now over 27 years in
active publia life, and I think I could ask from friends and
foos this testimony, that I have been true to my Sovereign,
true to ny country, true to my party, true to my friends.
Sir, if there is one reproach which I do not deserve from
either side of the louse, it is the reproach of treachery.
I hava ben at times accuse J, and accused by the press of
my hon. friends opposite, of having perhaps too much poli-
tical loyalty. They have also called me a coward. Well,
it is hard to speak of oneself, but I might say of those who
have uttered this charge, that their hearts would, perhaps,
have faltered if they bad had to go through the ordeal
through which I have passed since the 13th November last.
To have retained the courage I have retai ned, to have faced
what I have faced, to have refused what I have refused, to
have done what I have done-does not, I ask those who
have called me a coward, merit for me that epithet I But,
as I have said, feeling that the occasion was one which
seldom presents itself in the life of a man, feeling deeply the
danger which, I thought, was menacing our country and
our nationality, I kept away from iby lips and my pen any
words of anger against those who abused me. I might also
say here, thora was another roason that prevented me froom
resenting those insulte. I am frank, and I must say that,
whatover might be the çae, the moret that spread
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through the Province of Quebec did not surprise me, and if
I have not reproached, in bitter terms, my f riends for what
they have done, it is because I thought that, although we,
the Ministers of the Crown, had not failcl in our duty
towards the Crown, towards our oath of o(lice, towards our
country generally, porhaps we were in falt to a certain
degree in not having taken more care in the direction of
public opinion in the Province of Quebec. The cause, the
main cause of the trouble in that Province has been the ex-
aggerations of the Conservative press. I have stated to my
friends that the trouble we have had, the dangers we have
run, the consequences from which we may probably suffer,
would not have been occasioned if the press, and especially
the Conservative press, had been better directed. It is true
that, as people say, it was in the wind, it was everywfiere,
the atmosphere was full of it, and nobody could escape;
but I am surprised to see that men, such as some of our
friends in this Hlouse, should have been caught with the
disease-let me call it that name-yielding to that move-
ment, forgetting their old associations, and becoming parties
to what i consider to be one of the greatest mistakes that
our population in the Province of Quebec has ever made. I
know that they have yielded to what they considered a
good feeling, a national sentiment. I am not one of those who
believe that that natural national feeling is not one which
deserves praise. The population in our country, being divi-
ded, as it is, in different nationalities, the affirmation of the
rights of one fraction of the people is not bad in itself.
That pride in one's nationality is a thing that might be
productive of good results; but, as all strong passions, it is
dangerous; like all powerful motives, it must be regulated,
otherwise disorder will result; like all those strong agents
on the human organism, taken in a moderate dose it is a
splendid remedy, but taken in an immoderate dose it
becomes a poison. In this instance our friends have
exaggerated that feeling, and hence we have seen in the
Province of Quebec that outburst of sectional animosity
which we all deplore, and which, I trust, will end after
this House has taken its determination and has given
the vote which moderate, deliberate men are asked to give.
But, Sir, we have not here to deal with those demonstra-
tions; we have to deal with the question which is proposed
to us, and that question is this: Was the execution of Louis
Riel one which we, the flouse of Parliament-we, the House
representing the views, feelings and ideas of the country,
should condemn or approve ? My hon. friend from Mont.
magny (Mr. Landry) has put his motion in a particular
way, and in his opening remarks he said: "I have not
qualified the expression of regret for the execution of Louis
Riel; I have left to everyone the right to choose the reason
why they should regret that execution." I must say this
was perhaps in the idea of the mover a skilful arrangement
with a view to draw as many votes as possible for his
motion, but I understand that he wanted to say that every-
one might express his reason why the execution should
be blamed or should be approved. As I have said before, I
would be ready to unite my sympathies with his if he only
wanted an expression of regret, if there was not coupled
with that an expression of blame for the action of the
Government in asking that the law should be carried
out. The hon. member for Quebic East (Mr. Laurier),
who has taken upon himself the defence of the rebellion
in the North-West, was very careful, in the beginning
ing of his remarks and during the whole of bis speech, to say
that the movement which had been carried on in the Pro-
vince of Quebec was not a political movement; secondly,
that it was not a national movement; and further, that the
House had not to decide upon those questions. My hon.
friend said it was not a political movement. Weil, Mr.i
Speaker, I ask everyone of those who saw the beginning of1
that agitation to say whether it was so or not? I ask those
who saw the press, before this Session opened and during
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this Session, whether there was nothing in that movement
of a political character, whether there was nothing but a
sincere desire to see if the law had been justly administered
or if a great injustice had not been doue in the execution of
the law ? My hon. friend will allow me to ask him, how did
the agitation begin in Montreal ? It did not begin with
the meeting of the Champ de Mars ; it did not begin
with the outburst of the Conservative prees which
made it a general question in the country; it began
when two of the friends of the hon. member for
Quebec East started the movement. I must give credit
to those to whom it is due. Mr. L. O. David, of Montreal,
was the originator and initiator of that movement.
He was assisted, it is true, in his effort by a
man whose name and profession are more modest, by a
bailiff of the name of Phaneuf, one of the agents of the
Liberal party in Montreal. They began to create an
agitation in Montreal, and everyone knows how easily
that is done in a large city. Then, in regard to the
delays in the execution of the »sentence, there were the
reporters who had been sent by the press to report the
proceedings of the trial at Regina, and who, instead
of reporting truly and boldly the proceedings of the
court, were sending to the press in Montreal fantastical
reports having more the color and shape of novels than
of true reports from a court of justice. These were the
beginnings of the movement in Montreal. After a while,
when it had taken shape, everybody was expecting-what ?
I must say it, Mr. Speaker -on one side, among the Con-
servative friends in Montreal, some were expecting
that the Government would take the side of mercy, would
treat that question with the view of trying to preserve
peace by the exercise of the royal prerogative of
mercy, and the Liberals were only speculating upon the
Government carrying out the law to its fullest extent
and to its direst execution, so as to have a lever
upon public opinion for political designs. I do
not dissimulate what was public opinion in the city
of Montreal. What was the state of things in that city in
the month of October ? I arrived in Montreal in the begin-
ning of October, and I was met by friends who said: "Well,
there is a great movement pervaling the country, and it is
for you to be at the head of it; it is for yon to see that jus-
tice is done, but at the same time that mercy is given by
the Government; we must lead publie opinion; we must
not allow the Liberals to take the lead ; we must not allow
them to gain the confidence of the electors, to arouse a
national feeling in the country." This was the state of
things in Montreal in October. One party was looking for
political aggrandisement and triumph. The other party
was looking truly, sincerely, earnestly for something which
they thought was due to the national services that have been
rendered by the Conservatives and the French Canadian
nationality. One party was looking for power; the other
party was looking for mercy. The hon. member for Que-
bec East (Mr. Laurier), said: "No, wes.have been careful
to abstain from any political declaration on that subject."
Yes, Sir, and that i8 true in words; that is
true like that loyalty on the lips of which my
hon. friend from Quebec East spoke, and to which
I will allude in the course of this debate.
My hon. friends were saying: "No, let us cast aside all
political differences, let us all be united as one man to ask
the Government to do justice." But, Mr. Speaker, I who
knew what was going on, I who was made the confident of
many indiscreet confidences, knew one thing, after petitions
had been sent, after all influence had been exercised to try
to obtain the result of what was then asked by, I might
say, the whole population of the Province of Quebec, I
heard this, and I shall quote the words from a letter which
was sent to me, after it was announced in Montreal that the
Government ha4 take:p a dçcision, froin one of the hotels in
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Montreal where a little conclave of Liberals had been held
waiting for the news from Ottawa; and, learning that the
Government had deocided that the law should be carried out,
one of them said :

" Eh bien ! tant mieux.
" Nous avions bien peur qua le vieux Sir John n'eût arrangé cela pen-

dant qu'il était en Angleterre our en laisser la responsabilité au
ouvernement Impérial,"Bcmme ansl'affaire Letellier. Mais cela nous

vaut vingt comtés dans le Bas-Canada. "

This declaration, Mr. Speaker, cannot be denied. It has
been sent to me quite warm from the lips of the man who
said it, and it is a secret to nobody in Montreal that all the
Liberals openly said: "We have got them now; we have
taken the Conservativmes with us, and now that the Govern.
ment is obliged to see that the law is carried ont, twenty
counties will come to us in the Province of Quebec. We
thought that the great schemer, Sir John, would have
arranged it in England." I received a letter to that effect
whilst 1 was in Paris, in which one of my friends, not be-
longing to my own political party, said: "I know very well
how it will be done. You will be a partner in that scheme,
and you will arrange it so that the Imperial Government
will take the responsibility, and then you will go flying
along, sails to the wind, and again you will carry your
elections." Sir, that has not been done, and the right hon.
gentleman at the head of the Government had no such
design when he was in England. But that was said, and it
is an indication that the movement had not that character
which the hon. member for Quebec East gave it, that is non-
political and non-national, but having only for its object the
fair and just administration of the law to ail, and mercy to
who deserves it. The hon. member for Jacques Cartier (Mr.
Girouard) has said that those who were asking for the head
of Riel were not, friends of the Government. Tho e
who were asking for the head of Riel were the organs
representing the Liberal party in Ontario. They were clam
oring for his death, believing, as the Liberals of Montreal
had said, that the Government would be unable to settle that
question without appealing to the Imperial authorities. But
I will not take up the time of the House to show the insin-
cerity of those who pretend now that they are working in
the cause of humanity, and who were thon asking
for the head of the man whose fate they now
pretend to deplore. They did not want-what shall I say ?
to save Louis Riel from death ? No. The moment they
knew that his fate wai sealed, the moment they knew that
the grave would soon be closed over him, they began
the agitation. Their sympathy is only for the corpse of
the man, but it was not for the body and soul of the
living man. It is true, Mr. Speaker, our Province got
excited over it, and it is one of the traits of my nationality
to have that chivalrous spirit for which due credit is not
given to us. It is not the first time that spirit has shown
itself in favor of others-I hope it will be the last. We saw
the same thing in 1872 in reference to the New Bruns-
wick school question to which my hon. friend for Jacquesi
Cartier has alluded. The whole Province of Quebec wasi
aroused. The Conservative party was split in two; morei
than that, Ithink the majority of the Conservative party1
in that Provir ce left the ranks for the moment. -What didi
the leader of the Conservative party in the Province of1
Quebec say thon ? Sir George E. Cartier said: "Gentlemen,i
you are taking a course which you ought not to follow;i
you are the minority in the Dominion, and you are setting1
a precedent which will be turned against you." That lesson,,
Sir, was one which should have been remembered.i
As soon as our friends opposite came into power, the sym-i
pathies which they had shown us previously, soon van-1
ished, and even those for whom the Conservative party1
had fought came up and said that they expected to find
the Province of Quebec satisfied with the law against which
it had nearly revolted. Mr. Speaker, the hon. member for

44

Quebec East; in his speech, has tried to make the House
and country forget his speech on the Champ de Mars-not
by repudiating it, but by making, in this Houae, even bolder
assertions than those he made on that occasion. What do
we find in bis speech ? First, a plea in justification of the
insurrection; second, the cruel treatment whieh the Govern-
ment meted ont to a defeated man in his struggle for liberty
against a despotic Government; and at last-I was surprised
to hear the last part of his speech, which actually pulled
down the fine edifice ho had built up ; after having crowned
his hero with the halo of a martyr-ho finished his portrait
of Riel by saying that the Governmont had not taken suf-
ficient pains to prove that his idol had nothing more than
feet of clay and legs of sand, but that even his head was not
in the right place, and that his hero was an insane, forget-
ting that Riel or any other man could not be both a hero
and an insane. Well, my hon. friend has said the Govern-
ment had acted badly towards the half-breeds, and that the
insurrection on the Saskatchewan was justifiable-not only
excusable, but justifiable, he said. And how, and why ? He
said the legislation of 1879 concerning the half-breeds of
the North-West was nothing but the completion of the
legislation of 1870. But he added: You have taken from
1879 to 1885, the whole of that time, to give justice to those
people who were entitled to what you gave them lu 1885,
under the Act of 1870. I admit, for argument's sake,
the delays of the Government have been faulty. But they
were only delays. And has the hon. gentleman con-
sidered that the responsibility for those delays bears much
more heavily on the Government to which ho belonged
than it does on this Government ? No, ho forgot that
circumstance. If his own Government had not given as
an answer to the half-breeds that they would not be
treated otherwise than as white settlers, those delays might
perhaps have been avoided and the revolt of 1885 averted.
ln that great display of eloquence we had from the hon.
gentleman, he declared that the Government had only
moved when bullets were coming upon them. But the hon.
gentleman was obliged to admit that on 26th January the
Government had decided to grant those rights, and to
send a commission to see that those rights were granted to
the parties entitled to them. He has stated that the Gov-
ernment did not want to give the half-breeds their rights
and do justice to them, and that they only intended to take
a census of the half-breeds who might have been entitled,
under treaty rights, according to the Acta of 1870 and 1879.
He thereby dealt the heaviest blow at the Government, of
which he bas been a member, and at those who have
taken up arms against this Government, in stating
that we had had the prudence to think as to who were
entitled to the rights according to the Act of 1879. The hon.
gentleman was forgetting, that of all those who rebelled
and fought on the Saskatchewan, not more than 21
had really a right to claim land under that title. The
other half-breeds, who were acting with Riel, had already
obtained land by virtue of the Act of 1870, after the transfer
of Manitoba and the North-West Territories to the Govern-
ment. In that list, it La true, a few names were given anhong
the rebels, but those were probably the greateet proportion
of those who had reasons to urge their claims òbefre the
Government. If that hon. gentleman had occupied a seat
on the Treasury benches, he would have said what we have
said, and he would have said more than the hon. member
for Bothwell (Mr. Mille) said, when he refuasd -the
whole of the rights demanded by the half-breed-s. I was
surprised when I heard the hon. member for Quebec Bast
say that what is hateful is not rebellion but the despotism
that induces rebellion; what are hateful are not ebel Mbut
the men who having the possession of power did iot dis-
charge its duties. The sentiment expressed by the hon.
member might be very good for a rhetorical display; a very
happy answer to the remark of the Minister of Mlitia, who
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said that in his heart ho hated rebellion and hated rebels ;
that might be a very fine answer in a debating club, but in
the mouth of a Privy Councillor the statement that what
ho hated was not rebellion and not rebels was an expression
which should not be heard in any deliberative assembly.
The hon. gentleman thought he could answer the declara-
tion of the Minister of Militia by saying that if Sir George
Cartier, the great leader of the French Canadian Conserva-
tive party for years, had been bore and had hoard the state-
ment of the Minister of Militia, holding the same portfolio
that Sir George Cartier held, ho would have reproached him
for his words, for he, in 1837, had been a rebel. I wish Sir
George Cartier could have been bore to have hoard the words
of the hon. member. He might have said perhaps that in his
youth, carried away by ideas of liberty, ho joined a move-
ment which was much more justifiable than the North-West
rebellion, and ho might have been found in the ranks of the
rebels, But that distinguished statesman would probably
have said to the bon. gentleman what I heard him say one
day, that if ho had been taken with arms in his hand and
been executed ho would have received nothing but what he
deserved. The hon. gentleman cannot quote words from
Sir George Cartier that he was right in rebelli ig against the
authority of his sovereign; ho never beard him mention a
word to that effect. But if Sir George Cartier had donc so
ho would have been speaking of an occasion, not at all
identical with the insurrection of 1885 on the Saskatche-
wan; and although the bon. gentleman may be able to show
that rebellion and rebels, when viewed through the magie
lantern of his eloquence, were justifiable, ho would never
convince good Canadian subjects that the recent rebellion
in the North-West could be properly compared with the
movement of 1837. I have to thank the hon. member and
bis friends for not having repeated in this House what
they have stated all over the country, that those
martyrs of the North-West should be • honored and
applauded equally with the victims of 1837-38, to
have the veneration, and the admiration, and the respect
of our follow-citizens as those heroes have. My friend from
Quebec East could not have repeated these words in this
assembly. He knows that his old friends in Lower Can-
ada, who were associated with the agitation of 1837
and 1838, would have repudiated him. I have a letter
here from one of those men of 1>37, who says it would be
a mockery to think of it-and this man is a true Liberal, a
Liberal in heart and not a more political schemer-he says:
" I told my friends: Do not be guilty of putting the mockery
of a martyr for liberty among those who have been real
martyrs to the cause eof freedom ? Do not desecrate that
tomb in the cemetery in Mount Royal, at Montreal, and do
not clasa those who sleep in that tomb with this man.
They would blush to see his name associated with
theirs, and would ask him what ho las done
with the money which his ambition and his cupidity
wanted to have, while they gave their blood for their
principles when treachery was offering thousands of
pounds for their surrender." My bon. friend did not
make a happy allusion when ho wanted to assimilate
those two cases, or when ho said that Sir George Cartier,
if ho had been bore and had been the leader of the Conser-
vative party, would never have allowed the execution of
Riel. 1 can recall one case which occurred when Sir
George Cartier was Attorney.General, and when ho had
the sad duty to perform of reporting in favor of an execu-
tion. In that occurrence, Cartier stated himself that ho
had gone so far as to consider that ho could not remain in
the Government if his opinion as Attorney General was not
adopted in a case where the judge had refused to concur in
the recommendation to the mercy of the Crown. My hon.
friend from Quebec East (Mr. Laurier), in a great out-
burst of Liberalism, said that he knew what Tory loyalty
was, and ho went on to state what it was in his estimation.

Mr. CAPLE&U.

I do not want to follow him in that line, but I will only
refer to one point. He has spoken.of Tory loyalty, and I
might perhaps on this occasion speak to him of Grit and
Rouge political honesty, and I will not look for many past
occasions in which that honesty shone with great brilliancy,
but will confine myself to the one now before us. I ask,
Mr. Speaker, is it honesty to take up this question, which
bas already been decided by the hon. gentlemen, for they
have decided what Riel was, as far back as 1871. They said
wbat they had to say of him in 1874. Every one of their
organs, after the insurrection of 1870, had given their
opinion about him, and when, the other day, I heard the
hon. member for West Huron (Mr. Cameron) rising in bis
seat and speaking as he bas spoken-the gentleman who is
represented to be the very essence of 'Gritism in the Pro.
vince of Ontario, I was astounded to h~ar him and to see
what ho was doing, and I asked myself, where is Liberal
honesty in politics when they champion Riel as a martyr
now that he is dead, and have never done anything to save
him before the 16th of November ? Why it looks like a put
up job, and lower party politics to more trickery. I think,
Sir, that against Tory loyalty we might fairly set up
in comparison the Liberal-Rouge-Grit honesty on this
question. I do not believe that there is one man in the
Dominion, I do not believe that there is one man on that
side of the House, who honestly and truly and sincerely
thinks that the issue which bas been raised on this question
is one which they do truly in their souls and hearts approve
of.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, Oh.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. My hon. friends need not get up and
tell me I am not speaking parliamentary language. I have
as much right to say that I do not believe in their sincerity
upon this question, as my hon. friend had to say that we
wore traitors, that we were the men who should have been
punished. But my hon. friend from Quebec East thought
he could bring to the House recollections of the past, that
he could quote to the House all those instances where insur-
rections had been decided by history to have been not only
justifiable, but to have been the steps by which, one after
another, the great nations of the world have reached the
height of liberty. My bon. friend bas given a list of
t'nem all. He said he had admired, and he still admired,
and felt a sympathy for, the French people who had
tried to win their liberties in the insurrection of 1870; mis-
guided though he says they were, they are still worthy of
admiration. He said that bis sympathies had been with
the Italians when they were endeavoring to liberate them-
selves frcm the yoke of their oppressors; and with the
Americans.when they were fighting in the great cause of
national unity. It is true my hon. friend made a great
rhetorical sproad, but he forgot that the great fight for
freedom, for state rights, if it had any application to bis case
at all, would have been the fight in the South for their liberty
against the despotism of the North. However, that was a
splendid occasion to deliver some magnificent rhetorical
periods, and that was all the hon. gentleman cared for.
After enumerating the revolutions which he glories in, my
hon. friend said:

"And irhen alt last-at last-a section of our own countrymen rose in
arma to claim rights long denied them, rights which were immediately
acknowledged to be just, as soon as they were asked with bullets, are
we to have no sympathy with them?"

There are three great errors in that sentence. First,
those rights which he says were not acknowledged to
them, he bas said in another part of his speech they were
acknowledged to them, but that delays had occurred in
the execution of that acknowledgment. Next, it is not
true, that thoir demands were only answered when bullets
were sont. They were acknowledged, and the execution
of that acknowledgment took place before the ballets
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came; and, as I shall prove in a moment, the ballets came
from Riel's partisans only because justice had preceded
him, and ho was afraid of the effect of justice on his deluded
partisans. The last heresy of the hon, gentleman is in
asking our sympathy with them in thoir rebellion ? But,
Sir, let us see another sentence which I find in my hon.
friend's speech :

" Though these men were in the wrong, thongh the rebellion had to
be put down, though it was the duty of the Government to assert its
authority and vindicate the law, still I ask any friend of liberty if there
is not a feeling rising in his heart stronger than all reasoning to the
contrary, that these men were excusable."

Mr. Speaker, I cannot reconcile those two ideas. Since
those mon were wrong, since the Government was right
and did well to put down the rebellion, what is the conclu-
sion from my hon. friend's premises to hie vote ? If the
Government was right, if the rebels were wrong, should
we regret the punishment of the man who took up arme
against the Government of Her Majesty, and who has been
the cause of the death of hundreds of good citizens ? Should
we regret the execution, because they were wrong and the
Government was .right, or should we regret it because a
feeling of generous sympathy comes into our hearts because
those mon, as my hon. friend said, took their lives and
their liberty in their hands to put them in place of peti.
tions and protests and demands which they should have
sent to the Goverinment? Had my hon. friend gone one
stop further he would have fallon into the anarchical
doctrines of Jean Jacques Rousseau who speaking in his
"Contrat Social," says:

" Les clauses du " Contrat Social" sont tellement déterminées par
la nature de l'acte que la moindre modification les rendrait vaines et
de nul effet..... en sorte que chacun rentre alors dans les premiers droits
et reprenne sa liberté naturelle."
This is another endeavor to adapt a social theory to the
unfortunate rebellion of which an apology bas been
attempted. My hon. friends have recalled the memory of
great agitations which in the past century bave changed
dynasties, have inaugurated new charters of liberty, and
have moulded new destinies for some of the nations of
Europe. The revolution of 1870 was recalled by my hon.
friend-that revolution which gave the régime of the
Commune and the reign of that liberty rouge with the blood
of General Lecomte and of Mgr. D'Arboy, rouge with the
incendiary lights of the Tuileries and the Hôtel de Ville,
which the petroleuses had ignited as fitting torches for the
altar of triumphant demagogism, rouge with the, atrocities
that all the world bas deplored-that last revolution of
France my hon. friend has taken as a model.

Mr. LAURIER. Hear, hear.

Mr. CHAPIjEAU. My hon. friend shall not say that ho
has not cited it. He said:

"I appeal to every friend of liberty, to all those who during twenty-
five years past, have feit their hearts tkrill whenever a struggle for free-
dom was going on in any corner of the world--

And when ho comes to the French revolution.-
" with the French themselves, in their generous though misguided
efforts to establish amongst themselves the blessinge of freedom and
parliamentary and responsible government."

My hon. friend could not have left aside the word " mis-
guided "; but his thrill of generous impulse for the friends
of liberty was for that régime of 1871, as I have stated. My
hon. friend also cited the revolution of Italy. It is true, that
revolution is worthy of hie sympathy. It was the revolu,
tion that wrested from the Papacy, with the temporal power,
an independence that for ages had been the safeguard of the
thrones of Europeand which at the present moment the great-
est statesmen of Europe are thinking of restoring, in the hope
to save the Old World from the anarchical wave which
socialism and nihilism are bringing over it. My hon.
friend also referred to the French revolution of 1789 whioh

invented the guillotine and deified the ans-culottea. That also
was one of the great impulses of human liberty. If my
hon. friend and his colleague sitting beside him have chosen
those events as examples to us of the right of resistance and
revolution, I decline to accept their conclusions. My hon.
friend from Quebec East has attempted to draw a parallel
between the conduct of this Government towards the half-
breeds, and that of the United States towards the South.
Ie tried to be particularly eloquent on this point, but hie

comparison lacked of justice, and if he had carried it out to
its proper terme, he would have found himeelf in the pain-
ful necessity for him to praise this Government. Lot us
briefly recall a few facts connected with the American re-
bellion and that of Riel. The South, after having been
tyrannized by the Federal Government for years, saw his
enemies pressed by the rabid Abolitionists, ready to wipe
out slavery, a course I should approve with all the friends
of Liberty, but wbich meant ruin for the South if the slaves
were to be set free without compensation for their owners.
The South took up arme and waged, for four years, one of
the most terrible wars of modern times. There was unan-
imity in the course of the Southerners? The whole nation
went to war; they were not particular persons against
whom alone could be charged the crime of rebellion. The
whole South was guilty in the same degree, and it would
have been ridiculous to bring Jeff. Davis before courts of
justice, charged with high treason. He was simply elected
chief and did assume command on the authority imposed to
him. Besides, as the South had suffered wholesale elaughters,
it would have been absurd and useless to shoot
or bang one individual after the war. But these
were not the only reasons why Jeff. Davis was not tried.
Had the hon. gentleman forgotten that the South were
recognised as belligerents; that all through the war con-
stant exchanges of prisoners had taken place between the
contending armies, and that the articles of capitulation
quoted by the ion. member accepted to some extent their
standing as belligerents. Now, if we turn to Canada we
find quite another state of things. Did we deny the rights
of the Métis ? Did we not recognise them from the first,
and that, after the previous Government had distinctly
declared that it did not see any reason why the half-breeds
should be treated otherwise than white settlers? Delays
were the cause of the troubles, but if the Government, of
which my hon. friend was a member, had recognised, as we
did, the rights of the Métis these delays would have been
less, and the war might have been averted. The Govern-
ment, I am ready to concede, may be responsible for some
delays; but the Métis, by their demande which could not be
granted on account of their inpracticability, must aiso be
responsible, as those whohad no claim at all on the
Saskatchewan, their claims having been settled in
1870. But, Mr. Speaker, people o not go to war
for questions of details, for a question of delay;
when the principle le admitted, the main point
is settled; and they would not have rushed to arme,
at the very moment when the announcement came
that justice was coming to them, if Riel, rebelling in one
breath against Church and State, had not blinded hem alto-
gether, in hie desire to achieve his own object. And here,
Sir, I cannot refrain from remarking that the hon. gentle-
men who have magnified Riel's claims so as to justify hie
rebellion, have forgotten to tell us what claim h had
against the church, against the missionaries; they have
prudently omitted to justify hie rebellion against spiritual
power. I hope they will attempt it before this debate is
over. But now, to revert to our comparison, how have we
deait with the rebels after the war, and how the Govern-
ment which my hon. friend points out as a model in its
dealings with defeated rebellion ? We have taken the poor
Métis, crushed, ruined by their faith ; we have fed them; we
have repaired the evil brought on them by the folly of their
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leader, we have saved them from starvation; we have
opened the doors of the prisons where the most compro-
mised had been interned after trial. And our great modela,
what have they done ? Let history answer. Not satisfied
with having laid the South waste, they robbed the slave
owners by setting free, without compensation or prepara-
tion, .a most. dangerous class, not fit for liberty; and to
crown their horrible conduct, they threw the South into
the hande of a new Egyptian plague, the carpet-baggers
who, for almost twenty years, have persecuted and tyran-
nized the unfortunate down-trodden Southerners as no nation
in the present age has been 1-Such has been the glorious
conduct of our models towards a defeated enemy. But perhaps
my hon. friend has taken those examples to prove that
after a revolutionary movement or a great political com-
motion no, blood should be shed for political crimes and
that mercy should be exercised, for he said that during the
last century nothing of the kind was done except in the
despotic countries of Europe. My hou. friond has forgotten
hie history on the shores of the Saskatchewan; hie histori-
cal reminicences are as rusty as the musket ho wanted
to shoulder. It was a very unfortunate recollection
that took him back to the revolution of 1870, in
France. We know that hundreds and thousands of men
were sacrificed as political offenders after that terrible war.
I cannot compliment him on the fitness of his choice. It
was indeed a most unfortunate precedent for one who con-
tended that political offences are no more visited with capi-
tal punishment, since the French revolution of 1870. With
the record of the post of Satory, with the hecatombs of vie-
tima sentenced snd executed after the defeat of the Commune
that page of history hardly bears testimony in favor of the
cause of my hon. friends. It is true that all governments
have not acted as we have, and in recommending us to fol-
low the example of other governments, no doubt hon. gen-
tlemen opposite believed that, in our paternal care of the
North-West and the poor deluded people who were carried
aw&y by the rebellion, we should have done what we did
not hoose to do, namely, proclaim martial law. Hon. gen-
tlenen opposite would no doubt have done this, and all those
rebels would have been executed, their families deprived of
their support, and my hon. friends would have claimed that
ws right because it was the effect of martial law and not
the revenge of society against political offenders. But the
Government did -not do that; the General in command
showed:thatsympathy and humanity which should not be
made a repro against him. He is a good general and
heisaisa good-hearted man, and he tried to save the
lives. of those who fought against him as h. did
thrughout the whole campaign the lives of our best
7 outhin arms.fortheir country. It is an insult to history,
i eis an insult te logic to pretend that there is any

. int of similarity between the great social pertur.
b*tions wbich were cited and the events of the North-
West. AMy hon, friend from Quebec East may show
the treasenable revolt of Riel through the magie lan-
ternof hie eloquence as often as he pleases, h. will never
succeed in magnifying it to the dimensions of the rising of
nations, breaking the shackles of servitude and shattering
the walls of the social edifice to breathe the refreshing air
of liberty. Hon. gentlemen have been speaking about
papers, being wanted, petitions sent in connection with
the NortI-West grievances. I ask the hon. member
for Quebec East (Mr. Laurier) if ho has quoted a
single instance in which those appeals would indicate a
refusaI of justice by the Government, that would justify
the insurrection. Te hon. member for West Durhan
(Mr. Blake) says that since laset year they had been
asking papers. Why, there is not a scrap of paper
written in the North-West which has not been published in
the proe all over the country. There are papers in
çondemnation of the rebellion, in condemnation of

ir. OHrpLAu.

the arch traitor, and in condemnation of the theories of
bon. gentlemen opposite,-and what papers are they ?
They are the letters of Riel to the Indians, the Procla-
mation sent to the half-breeds calling on them to rebel,
the Memoirs of Riel written by himself, his letter to Dr.
Fiset, the confessions he has made - all these are
papers you know of, and which condemn not only
those who have rebelled, but those who are upholding
the rebellion. There are the letters of the mis3ionaries and
the bishops, who have said the leader of the insurrection ws
wicked in intention and treacherous in conduct, both to
the Government and the interests of the people; there are
above all, to condemn those who plead for the rebellion, the
Statutes of the land. These are the papers which hon.
gentlemen should have read ; these are the papers the
people will read, and in which they will read the con-
demnation of hon. gentlemen opposite. But when I heard
the theory advanced by my hon. friend in favor of the
right, as ho called it, the sacred right of resistance, and I
could not help looking into those books whicb we studied
and were taught in our youth to respect. The hon. mem-
ber for West Durham (Mr. Blake) called it the sacred right
of resistance; the hon. member for Quebec East (fr.
Laurier) called it the right of rebellion and insurrection.
I maintain that my hon. friend has laid out a doctrine
which is reproved by the authority to which ho must
submit, in those matters. What is the true doctrine
in relation to legitimate resistance to the established
powers? The rules, if rules they may be called, which
have been expounded on that subject, in the most
liberal as well as the most prudent formula, are those
which we find in the works of Thomas Aquinas. I
quote the illustrions doctor without fear of being accused
of bigotry. Protestant writers have agreed to say that his
definition of the law is the boldest and noblest which could
be devised. The law, says the great Catholic philosopher,
is I Rationis ordinatio, ad bonum commune, ab eo qui curam
habet communitatis promulgata," a decree founded on reason,
and for the common good, published by him who has charge
of the community. On reading to-day the definition of law
by Blackstone and Chitty, and the commente of Chitty
on Blackstone's definitions of law, I remembered hav-
ing read somewhere in the works of a Protestant author that
Thomas Acquinas' definition of law was really the noblest
that had been written by man. That author, who
defines the law to be a decree founded upon reason for the
common good, and proclaimed by the ruler of the commu-
nity, adds: "In certain cases resistance to that power
might be legitimate." But when is the right of resistance
legitimate ? When the prince has decreed laws which are
against the principles of justice, of honor, of morality ;
when he has put aside the care which is entrusted to
him of keeping the community for the good of the people,
and when ho has taken it for the sole satisfaction of hie
appetites, of his passions, or of hie caprice; and then even
the right of resistance can only be exercised when long and
personal suffering has been sustained, when prayers,
petitions, protests, sammonses have been sent--

Some hon, MEMBER. Hear, hear.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Yes, I bear my hon. friends say "hear,
hear," and I tell them that their "hear, hears " are of no
account--when prayers, petitions, summonses, protests
have been presented, when those who are most qualified to
advise the people, who are most qualified to know the
common good of the community, have decided that the rule
of the ruler is intolerable and is producing more harm than
would a revolution, which is always productive of harm,
and when those who are in a position to judge of the wants
of the people and to advise the ruler, and who have advised
him, agree with the nation that a rising is legitimate. That
is a doctrine which the Church has not proclaimed, but
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which she bas tolerated as being the doctrine founded on
real and true Christian principle. Are those the conditions
which my hon. friend from Quebec East has found for bis
eulogy ? Are those the conditions which the rebel leader
in the North-West Territory had in view ? No, Mr.
Speaker, I assert here what I have said before when I wrote
on the 9th June last year-not to Mr. Dubue, as the
Liberal press bas been always saying, not even taking the
trouble to inquire the names of those to whom I wrote-but
to Mr. Plante and Mr. Charland in Fall River, that, since
the entry of Riel into the Dominion of Canada in 1884, no
petition had been presented to the Government by him
or by bis government or council, and that I-his former
friend, I, the friend of the half-breeds, I, the man who had
shown my friendship and my sympathy for them in a sub-
stantial manner-I had received nothing from them, not
even a letter ; and that no protest or summons had been
sent to this Government since the beginning of the agitation
of Louis Riel. No; Louis Riel, when he arrived in the North-
West, commenced bis work, as the evidence which bas been
brought before the House shows, by trying to captivate
the sympathy of the people. He was a master in that art.
After having succeeded in that, what did he do ? When ha
saw that the people were not ready to accept all his views,
he began a political agitation. He did not address himself
to the Government, but went on with bis agitation; and,
when, as in one instance, a venerable bishop, Bishop
Grandin, had him at a meeting, and said : "Perhaps this
is not the course you should follow," immediately you
see Louis Riel not only trying to captivate the sympa-
thies of the people and alienating from them the Govern-
ment and the officials, but even alienating those who, ac-
cording to the words of the great writer, whose authority I
bave cited, "are in the best position to know the wants of
the people and to advise the rulers of the country." «e
alienated them from bis cause, lie created a new religion,
he was a renegade and an apostate. Then, Mr. Speaker, Riel
did nothing of what is considered to be the necessary con-
ditions in order to justify the rising of a nation. fie is
inexcusable, if he is judged according to the rules accepted
by the Church. But there is another rule by which he,
perhaps, wanted to be judged; that is the political rule
which is this-the man who rises against the Government,
if he succeeds, might be a hero; if ha succumbs be is a
traitor and he is executed. Riel bas chosen what he wanted
to have-not the rule of a justifiable rising, but the human
political rule, to be applied to him; to be considered a hero
if he succeeded, or a felon and a traitor if he failed, and to
be acted upon as such; as he was treated and as the law
acted upon him. Mr. Speaker, I will ask permission of the
louse at this moment to refer to a point taken in this

debate, that Riel, who had been arrested and tried for high
treason, was considered by the courts, by the Government,
and by public opinion, as not being entitled to any special
kindness at the hands of the Government because he was a
rebel for the second time, and that, though not convicted,
he had been already accused of and outlawed for another
criminal offence. I shall not take up the time of the House
to expound the jurisprudence upon this question. The
Minister of Justice bas said that a conviction, on a previous
occasion, of the same offence, is a real and just consideration
for a judge to take into account in sentencing an offender.
But my hon. friend from Quebec East, and the hon. member
for West Durham, have tried to put me into contradiction
with myself for having been a defender of Lépine in 1874;
and i only allude to it because the press throughout the
country has been harping upon it. I did say in my letter
to my constituents that I knew that Riel had been guilty
of a previons murder, had been guilty of rebellion before
1885. I do no see my hon. friend for West Durham in bis
seat at this moment, but I must say that he was not generous
on that occasion, ho, a member of the profession of

which I am proud to be a member; and I was sorry
to hear him speak as he did. In 1s74 Ambroise Lépine
and Louis Riel were indicted for the murder of Thomas
Scott. It is well known that at that time there was
a great deal of excitement in the country, especially in
the Province of Quebec. Many considered that the transfer
of the North-West by the Imperial Government to Canada
not having been completed when the Canadian authorities
took possession of the territory, the Governrment then insti-
tuted by Louis Riel was a de facto government, and that
the crime of which Riel and Lépine were charged, might
be defended upon the same grounds as the then insur-
rection. I must say that that ground was taken in
this House by hon. members sitting on both sides of the
Speaker. I was asked then to go and defend Lépine. I
remember, as if it were but yesterday, the letter which I
received from my esteemed friend the hon. member for
Provencher (Mr. Royal). He had volunteered to be the
counsel of the accused. Riel had fled from the country.
Riai, the principal guilty party, if there ever was a guilty
party in the country, had not surrendered to justice, but
Ambroise Lépine came up for his trial. My hon. friend
from Provencher wrote to me, as near as I can remember,
to this effect: "My dear friend, I am charged with the
defence of one of the most important cases that ever pre-
sented themselves, and certainly the most important case
which I shall probably ever have. I ask you-you having
such a reputation as a criminal lawyer-to come and assist
me in that work, which I consider as the duty of a fellowman
to a fellowman." 1 think my hon. friend added in his
letter: "I shall sharc with you my fees in the cas-I plead
in forma paup ris -al I can offer you is a heaity hospitality."
Sir, I lft Montrul at the first bidding. I did tiot myself
take, nor dii I ask niy friends to take tho hat around for sub-
scriptions. I knew that a man of warm sympathies was wait-
ing for me. I knew that the trip, long as i t was, was one that
a brave mari could undertake, and I loft M mntreal with my
clark and secretary, Mr. Forget, who is now the much
esteemed secretary of the North-West Council. We found
in Manitoba the kind hospitality of an old friend
the hon. member for Provencher, and I acted with
him as counsel for Lépine. We fought that case. The
judge who prasidled, and who i <no more f this woîld,
had no more sympathy for the rebel than have my
hon. friends opposite, in their hearts, for Riel. The case
was a hard one to fight. We lost our case, but on that
occasion, Mr. Speaker, the trial was not only a legal trial,
but it was a British trial such as my hon. friend for
Jacques Cartier wants to have. On the jury we had six
French Canadian half-breeds, five English half-breeds and
only one white man; and the verdict went against our
half breed client, whom I thon thought and whom I still
think, was innocent of the crime of which he was accused.
He was tried, because Louis Riel had not had the manli-
ness to surrender himself, an act which would have saved
Lépine. He was accused of murder. I do not want to plead
the case over again, but I say that, that being a case
of murder, we proved that ha had nothing to do with
causing the death of the man who was shot. We
proved that Lepine had not even voted for the death of
Thomas Scott, that ha was opposed to it; that he had not
been a party to the execution, that ha was absent from the
execution, and that Riel had himself been supervising the
exacution as a corporal of a guard would have done. The
jury, however, found Lépine guilty. I bowed to the decision,
although I believed in my heart that my client was not
guilty. I wer t to Quebec, the Legislature was sitting. In
the Quebec Legislature I proposed a resolution which was
read the other day by my hon. friend from West Durham,
who tried to find fault with my actions on that matter.
The resolution bad reference to the murder of Thomas
Scott, but in a greater degree oonoerned the demand which
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we were making for a commutation of the sentence in the
case Ihad defended, and our request was couched in respect-
ful words. For whom were we then petitioning ? For
Ambroise Lépine; the document was not prepared for any-
body else. It set forth particulars with respect to the in-
surrection, and stated that one of the most deplorable inci-
dents was the death of Thomas Scott. We stated that
we deplored that murder, yet we thought the event was so
much interwoven with political events that it had not for
my client the significance of an ordinary murder. I wish
hon. gentlemen opposite would fairly consider the resolution
and the speech I made at that time. I was warm with the
feeling that the verdict of the jury was not what it should
have been, that the judge's charge had been given against
the prisoner in a manner not warranted by the rules which
sbould conduct judges in addressing juries; and still what
did J say? The hou. gentleman quoted my words in French
only the other day. I wish he had done me the justice of
giving also a translation. My speech, as reported in the
newspaper, was as follows, when translated:-

"I now come to the burning question, to a most unfortunate event
which has set fire to public opinion over the whole of Canada, the
great fault whieh las marked the conduct of the provisional govern-
ment of Manitoba."

Remember that was in 1874 when everybody was
clamoring for an amnesty, and I thon said it was "a most
unfortunate event " a "great fault." I continued:

" It has been attempted to cast upon a few individuals the respon-
sibility which must lie upon all those who had charged Riel and his
companions to protect them and lead them. This unfortunate event,
which I condemn, las been committed by persons who believed it in
good faith to be necessary for the safety of the society and the Govern-
ment which they judged was legal because it was issued of popular
will. All what can be said on the execution of Scott has often been
repeated. It is a subject which it will be well to allow to fall into
oblivion, in order not to arouse national susceptibilities. I ask that it
be forgotten in the same way that I desire that the murder ofG oulet
and other Half-breeds be no longer spoken of. Blood calls for blood,
and there has been enough shed to satisfy both sides, admitting, what I
will not admit, that the two nationalities in conflict upon that point
required that barbarous reparation."

I ask all mon who are not prejudiced if I, as the lawyer
of Lépine, spoaking in his name, was using any language
which entitles me to condemnation to-day. I thon
said that the execution of Thomas Scott was the most
unfortunate eVent that had happened in that unfortunate
movement of 1870. J said it was to be deplored that such
a thing had happened. I said I condemned it. Is that
any contradiction of what I have said to-day-that in adju-
dicating the fate of Riel, the Government had a right to
enquire into his antecedonts, into his previous convictions,
and although punishment had not to be inflicted for an
act for which he obtained pardon, though ho had not per-
formed the conditions of his pardon, yet, we had a right
to say that ho had been once guilty of rebellion and
once guilty of murder, and we could not give him our sym-
pathy to-day as we might have been ready to have given
him our sympathy at a provious tiine? I wish 1 was
allowed to read here the testimony of the witnesses in the
case of Thomas Scott. I heard the other day an hon.
member read a letter that lad been written by the
Rev. Mr. Young about the murder of Scott. I desire
to refer to a witness who before the court gave
testimony with respect to that unfortunate event.
The evidence was given by a French half-breed, Joseph Nolin,
and what did it establish to the court? fie stated that
Thomas Scott had been accused before the so-called council
of Louis Riel in l8ý 0, that bis trial had taken place, if it
can be called a trial, that sentence had been passed, that
he had been condemned to die, and that during the whole
of that mock trial the prisoner himseolf had not even been
brought face to face with his accusers, those who judged
and condemned him. Ie stated that Thomas Scott was
brought and informed by Riel that he was to be shot the
next day at 12 o'clock, and when the witness, a friend of
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the rebel leader, was asked whether any questions were
allowed to be put by the prisoner, he replied: "No" ; he was
told that he had been found guilty that he had to be shot
the next day and that ho might write to his minister to
some and comfort him in the few hours that were left to
him. These were facts which I knew, and if in 1874 I said
that pardon sbould be given to my client, Ambroise Lépine,
it was because I knew then that ho had nothing to do
with the murder, as he was one of the members of the
tribunal who had refused to vote for the death of Scott, and
were opposed to the death sentence. Lépine was at
the time the lieutenant general, as ho was called. It was
he who was charged with the execution of the
orders of the president, and it was proved that whenr the
sentence was put in force, he was not even guilty of being
present under orders at the execution. Thon I referred
to the to be regretted murder which I deplored, which I
thought everybody should forget. But, I must not
keep the House much longer, and I will summarise the
points which have been raised by my hon. friends opposite.
The first was a justification of the rebellion, and this was
the task imposed on my hon. friend from Quebec East.
Then it was argued that it was a political offence; that a
reprieve had been granted which should imply the com-
mutation of the sentence; that insanity had been pleaded,
and that the Goverument had not given the nocessary care
to an inquiry into the sanity of Louis Riel; that the recom-
mendation of the jury to the mercy of the Crown had not
been heard ; and lastly, that the prayer of the whole nation
asking for pardon had not been listened to by the Govern-
ment. Mention has beon made of the fairness of the trial
wbich bas been given to Riel. I shall not disc(uss that
question, but shall content myself with quoting the words
of the hon. leader of the Opposition, as I think they will
dispose of the whole of that accusation. The hon. member
for West Durham has said:

" From what I know of their leading counsels, I should thinkit impos-
sible that in their management Df the case there was anything unfair to
the prisoner or derogatory to the high character they deservedly enjoy,
and the responsible duties they undertook to perform."

No botter testimony than this, Mr. Speaker, could have been
given to the fairness of the trial. Thon, Sir, Mr. Fitzpat-
rick, the leading counsel for Riel, has stated on different
occasions, as this House knows, that the trial was a fair
one and that his client could not complain of the legality
ofthe verdict which had been rendered against him. Insanity
has been plkaded, but how was it pleaded ? It is a fact well
known to everybody that no special plea of insanity was
put in at the trial of Louis Riel on his behalf. I shall be
answered that a general plea of not guilty would include the
plea of insanity. But, Sir, the authorities which have been
read in this House will show that if insanity is to be
pleaded only as an insane impulse at the tirne of the com-
mission of the crime, thon, the general plea of not guilty
including the plea of insanity, to excuse the act of which
the prisoner is accused, is the proper plea, and why ?
Because at the time of the trial, the prisoner is not supposed
to be insane; because it is only intended to prove that
under a certain disease of the mind, at a certain time, the
prisoner might have been then insane, and the general plea
covers that plea of insanity if it is intended to be proved
at the trial. But is that the theory of my hon. friends ? I
that the plea of those members who are saying as the hon.
member for Richelieu (Mr. Massue) said in his remarks :
" I do not agree with what bas been said on the other side,
but I think that during the insurrection, befQre the execu-
tion, and at the time of the execution, there were doubts as
to the mental sanity of the prisoner, and I think the Gov-
ernment should have given him the benefit of the doubt."
The law is that in cases of insanity the benefit of the
doubt must not be given to the pretended insane, but in
favor of the reason and responsibility of the man who
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has committed the act. But lot us take the declaration
of my hon. friends, when they say that the man during the
insurrection, before the trial, at the trial, and after the trial,
and up to the time that he expiated bis crime was insane.
My friends 'will believe me when I tell them that, in such
a case, the plea of insanity should have been a special plea.
'I he plea of insanity should have brought all those medical
men, whose duty it would have been to examine the
prisoner with care; and I am sure the tribunal would with
pleasure have allowed that examination. But they chose
to raise the general plea of not guilty. Every member of
the legal profession knows how difficult it is, when it is not
a special plea, to prove that insanity was the ruling
disease of a man at an anterior date. No, Mr. Speaker,
insanity was not pleaded as being the actual state of
the prisoner at the time of his trial, and why ?
Bocause the prisoner did not want it; because his counsel
did not want it; because they knew that if the prisoner
.had been examined at the time of the trial the plea of
insanity would not have been a good plea, thon, anymore
than it is a good plea now. What is legal insanity ? We have
heard of it here, and we might be kept for months listening
te the opinions of doctors. It is true, doctors are called
as witnesses to give their opinions in cases where insanity
is pleaded; but the proof of insanity is not the opinion
of a doctor. We must take the law as it exists
for the protection of society, and when it is
said that insanity should be declared so as te
prevent the execution of an offender after the sentence
is pronounced, or to prevent the finding of the jury when
the case is before the jury, legal insanity is not what a
doctor says, it is what the verdict of the jury declares it
to be. If we took the medical books as authorities of what
insanity is, we should have to believe that threo-fourths of
the world's brains are not exempt from mental disease.
Therefore we must accept the decision of a jury selected
according to law. I was surprised wben I heard my
hon. friend from Rouville (Mr. Gigault) quoting from Sir
William Harcourt to the effect that the Home Secre-
tary had the right to make an enquiry as to the mental
state of an offender, at the time of the commission of the
offence, as well as at the time he was about to be executed.
That is not what Sir William Harcourt said, and it is not
what the law says. The quotation made by my hon.
friend was to the effect that in certain cases in which the
judges had not enquired into the sanity or insanity
of the prisoner, owing, perhaps, to the prisoner
being too poor te bring witnessee, the Home
Secretary had taken upon himself, after having
been duly advised that insanity existed, to hold an
enquiry which the court had not made; but in England
when the plea of insanity is raised, and the ve dict of the
jury is found upon that plea, it is not true that the Home
Secretary orders an enquiry, to take up again the work
that the court and the jury have done, or takes new
evidence to prove that insanity existed at the time of the
commission of the offence contrary te the evidence taken
at the trial. It could not be so, because if that were
done the Home Secretary would have the right te take upi
the case again and institute another court in order to try
the prisoner anew. This would be subversive of the
administration of justice, and I am sure the practice is not
so understood by hon. members on the other side of the
flouse who belong to our profession, and it should not be
asserted in the flouse as being the true principle which
should guide the action of the Executive here.

Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I know that the whole of thei
evidence has to be scrutinised by the Minister of Jus-1
tice and b the Privy Oouncil, and if that evidence1
is found to bedefective, thon it is the duty of the Execu.i

tive to say so. But to hold another investigation and
try the case anew I say is heresy in law and would
be a subversion of the administration of justice. Now, I
come to another point-the recommendation to mercy by
the jury; and I must say that with the people this feature
of the case bas had great influence. I do not agree with
my hon. friend from Rouvilhe (Mr. G ault) that in every
case in England where a recommendation to mercy bas
been given by the jury no execution bas taken place.
That was not the real meaning of the authority my
hon. friend quoted. That authority said that if the judge
did not agree with the recommendation to movey, thon
the Home Secretary bad to judgo by himseolf upon the
evidence and the record brought under hise consideration.
My hon. friend from Jacques Cartier (11r. Girouard) feit
the weakness of that argument, when he said: "I have
looked over the records and I have not seen anything to
prove to me that the judge did not coincide with the recom-
mendation to mercy by the jury." Mr. Speater, Ineed not
take any more than what the judge said in pasing sentence.
lie said:

"I cannot give you any expectation or hope that the recommendation
to mercy will be taken into consideration by the Executive."
Would it be possible for the magistrate to say in plainer
terms that ho could not agree with the recommendation of
the jury that the clemency of the Crown should be exer-
cised? What would be the resuilt if the thoory of my
hon. friend from Rouville were put into practice? I have
had some experience in courts of criminal jurisdiction
for over fifteen years; I have been practisingq in those
courts, and 1 know the danger of a recommendation of
mercy by the jury. That danger is on both sides. There
is a danger for the administration of justice, because the
lawyer, who has a bad case to plead, can, almost in every
case, save the life of his client by asking the jury to re-
commend him to mercy. It would be danger to the
prisoner also, when the prosecutor of' the Crown, un-
mindful of his duty, would tell the jury to find a verdict
of guilty and couple it with a recommendation to mercy,
which would save the life of the prisoner. The law has
enacted that the administration of justice should be set
apart from ail political prejud:ce or passion; the judiciary
should be above partisanship, and jet if wc are to
believe the advoeates of' Riel, we should put the Min-
ister of Justice--who should be, with respect to those
cases on the sane level as the judiciary since ho
is exercising the same functions-at the mercy of political
opinion, political bias or passion, or any excitement in the
country. And hon. gentlemen ask that we should take no
account of the delicate functions ho has to exercise, but
subject him to the influence of every wave of public opinion.
On that point I will give the opinion of the hon. momber
for West Durham:

I As Minister of Justice, I have had to advise in many capital cases,
and I do not forget the heavy reaponsibility which rests on those in
whose hands are the issues of life and death, àaid whose task is rendered
ail the more d cuit by reason of be largo m aiure of di4cretion vested
in them, and expressed in the world 'clIemency.' 1 know how much
these difficulties are enhanced by a heated partisan and popular discus-
sMon."
And the hon, gentleman added:

I And I declare the occasion must be grave which readers discussion
opportune and the case must be clear which renders censure expedient."

This should have been the rule in appreciating the delicate
position of the hon. Minister of Justice and of the Executive
in the question. I now return to the main point raised
in this discussion,that is: the question of the insanity of Louis
Riel. I have explained what insanity is, in a legal point of
view and how insanity should bo considered in the adminis-
tration ofjustice. Itbas beensaid that Louis Riel was insane;
first, because ho had been confined in an insane asylum as an
insane man; next, because ho had religious mania, and then
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the new argument is advanced that he must have
been insane because bis secretary, Jackson, was insane,
as otherwise ho would not have employed Jackson.
On this subject, I may perhaps be allowed to allude to an
incident in the debate. The hon. member for West Durham
(Mr. Blake) accused me of having stated in my county,
at St. Jérôme, that JaekIon, Riel's secretary, was a
frenchified Anglo-Ssxon. I do not know what conclusion the
hon. gentleman was trying to come to from that, but ut all
events he said the secretary should not have been set at
liberty when bis master had been condemned to death. I
told the hon. gentleman at the time that I blamed him for
not taking the word of bis colleague when [said I had not
used those words on the occasion referred to. I must tell him
now what I did say. I said that newspapers had mentioned
that Jackson was not more English than French, and might
have been one of those frencbified English, and that there
was no reason wby ho should have been set ut liberty; and
in reply to the newspapers, I stated that Jackson might
be a Frenchman, but whp.tever his nationality ho was one
of Riel's secretaries and itégnier was the other; 1[stated
that the counsel for the prosecution had decided that
neither should be subjected to a trial, but they be set at
large, that Régnier was set at large; and if Jackson was
put on bis trial, it was because his friends and family urged
the Government not to let him loose, because ho was insane
and should be put in the asylum, as an insane man and cured
if possible as they believedhis insanity was onlytemporary.
I had had that information from one of the counsel for the
defence and I repeated it thon. This disposes of the little
aspersion of my hon. friend from West Durharn (Mr. Blake)
in that respect. But let us come to the main issue. Was Riel
insane at the time of the insurrection, and is that insanity a
reason against the verdict obtained against him, and against
the sentence rendered against him? Riel had been put into
an asylum, it is true. I was the Minister in the Govern-
ment at Quebec who signed the papers for his en-
trance into the asylum at Longue Pointe. I am at a loss
to know, even at this moment, whether the man was insane
thon or not. I shall state in a few moments why my doubts
exist. Previous insanity is not a proof of insanity at a sub-
sequent period. Where shall we take then the evidence of the
insanity of Riel if we do not take it ut the trial from the
verdict of the jury ? The insanity of Riel is proven by
whom ? By the missionaries wbo were at that time in that
region ? If they had believed that Riel was really insane,
as insane as a man is legally, would they not have taken
the means, during that time, to have him arrested as a
lunatic, and interned as a lunatic? I take the testi-
meny of bis fellow-countrymen. The first man who said that
the Government had hanged an insane man in han ging Riel,
was slandering the Métis nation. We have the testimony
of those who were with him, and we are told by one mem-
ber of this louse that he might have been insane and yet
might have led sane men, that we have seen on some
occasions an insane mat creating a riot. That might be
the case for a few hours in a sudden rising, but
have we ever seen, and can we say as sensible mon, that
a lunatic, that a demented man, from the month of July,
1884, to the nonth of April or May, 1885, could have
acted as he did without anyone protesting against him,
where men were placing in his hands their liberties and
their lives, and could not perceive, by their daily and nightly
communication with him, that ho was not in possession of
bis senses ? We might go further. Take the plan of is
campaign. I do net speak of the plan for the organisation
of the pai ty of Louis Riel, but the pian of his campiaign. We
are supposed to be sane men ; we might be acting under
delusions, as my hon. friends have beon acting under delu-
sions since November last that this Government would see
its last days in consequence of ths crisis, but we are sup.
posed to bc sane men, and yet did we not luat yeareuppose,
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and do we not now think, that his plan of campaign was
not only the work of a sane man but of a very cunning man ?
The season when the outbreak took place, the 19th March,
at the beginning of spring, is a time when the roads
are almost impassable, and when in that country even
vehicles can hardly be used on those prairies, and when the
use of cannons and batteries, which Riel probably thought
would be brought into the field, would be impossible on the
prairie in that wet season. Take the plan of bis campaign.
The Canadian Pacifie Railway was not then finished, and
Riel knew it as well as we did. He knew it botter than
the leader of the Opposition did, who was asking at that
ti!ne what gaps of the railway remained unconpleted, how
many miles remained to be constructed, and what were
the difficulties to be encountered in building that road ?
The railway was not completed. Was it not the work of a
sane man to choose that time for an insurrection, when that
road would have been impossible to use for the entrance of
troops into the North-West? We did not think ourselves
that it would be possible. We doubted it, and we were
asking ourselves whether the American Government would
permit the transportation of men, ammunition and arms
through American territory. We knew that international
laws might have prevented it. We knew that on a certain
occasion, the transportation of troops had been prohibited by
the American Government, across the St. Clair Flats, where
only a few miles had to be traversed in a neutral part of
tho country, and we thought that the Government of the
United States might have prevented this, especially on
sueh an occasion, and Louis Riel knew it also. He knew
that, at a time when a political campaign was just over in
the United States, when the two parties were fighting, it was
probable that the Canadian Government would not have
the authorisation to transport troops through the American
territory. Was that an evidence that ho was an insane
man? Louis Riel knew all that, he knew the difficulties
we had to encounter. ie knew that, just in the beginning
of spring, before the grass would grow, as ho said, we would
have a rebollion such as we had never witnessed in the
North-West. He knew that the Indians might have risen,
and at that season, though the food might be sufficient for
the horses of the prairies, food for horses coming with
troops from this country would be difflcult to b found or
to be transported there. He knew that thousands of
Indians might have taken part in that uprising. If the
rising had been a successftul one, if the Indian warfare had
been a successful one, who knows what would have
become of the half-breed population who remained faith-
ful and loyal to the Governmont and to thoir Sovereign -
and I hope they were then, as now, really loyal-who
knows what might have been the consequences of that
uprising; who knows what might have been the conse.
quences in thé Province of Manitoba; who knows if the
success would not have brought to him thousands of arms
to aid him; who knows if ho had not planned that the
rising of the Indians, scaring the settlers from our
North-West, would give cause to the thousands of Indians
in the United States to join in that rising and flood
the North-West, so that he might, in his own prophetic
words, have taken possession of Manitoba and of the North-
West; who says that we did not believe that ourselves last
year, and that, in the feeling we had that that country was
to be submerged by rebellion, warfare and bloodshed, we
did not believe that that man was the sanest man who ever
planned a rebellion, selecting that particular time of the
year, with the means at his disposal, and knowing the snall
means which were at the disposal of the Government ? His
design has been frustrated, it is true, but who can say that
ho had not the free use of his mental faculties when ho
planned that campaign ? We expressed those fears last year.
Hon. gentleman opposite expressed those fears, and we then
heard the hon. leader of the Opposition telling the Minister
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of Militia: "Sir, you shall be held responsible for the lives
of the sons of this country who are going to the North-
West if you do not supply them with the best of arms,
because we have been told that the Indians and the
lalf-breeds have been supplied with the best of
weapons for the warfare they are undertaking." This
was our conviction. How bas it changed since that'
time ? How has it come that my hon. friends opposite
believe the whole of that was nothing but the phantasy of
a deranged mind ? That there was no danger, that the
people should have known the man was crazy, and
that every one of his words, that every one of
his actions, every one of his plans would have been
frustrated on account of his insanity? It is true that he
had not collected the means necessary for the insurrection;
it is true that his scheme was not such as would have been
planned by a man accustomed to campaigns; but the
wickedness of a man who contemplates a crime bas always
some weak point. A great criminalist said once to a
lawyer who argued that his client could not be guilty
because his utterances and actions were those of an insane
man, and if he had been really a criminal he would not
have spoken as he did -the celebrated judge answered :
" Sir, this is no proof ; fortunately, the insanity of criminals
is the protection of life and of society." Mr. Speaker, there
is one point to which I am surprised that my hon. friends on
this side of the House have paid so little attention. I refer
to a piece of evidence which was received in this House-I
would be disposed to say providentially-and that evidenoe
the hon. leader of the Opposition himself bas brougbt before
us. I would not apply the words of the jadge that I quoted
a moment ago that there is always some degree of insanity
in wickedness-; but the wicked idea which presided at the
origin of that letter from a juryman on the trial at
Regina, which was given before the flouse, is a most extra-
ordinary thing. I do not want to qualify the act, but I
was surprised to hear a counsel learned in the law, a man
accustomed to the dignity of courts of justice, coming up in
such a solemn debate as this, and reading ;a letter from a
juryman, who gives under his own signature, though no
name was disclosed, the secret deliberations of the jury
and the motives and reasons for their verdict. But, Mr.
Speaker, inopportune as this might have been, improper
as this bas been, a great point, the real point, lay at the
bottom of it. The pleasure of reading it was only the:
pleasure of seeing the conclusion of that most extraordinary,
letter, in which it was stated that if the Prime Minister, the:
Minister of the Interior, and the Lieutenant-Governor of
the North-West, had been tried as accomplices before
the courts, they might have been adjuged guilty with
the criminal, and they recommended one to the
mercy of the court, because the others had not
been indicted with him in the accusation. I do not want
to comment upon the impropriety, upon the indecency of
the act of the man who wrote that letter, and who had the
audacity of saying that he would have found a verdict of,
gnilty against persons when not a word of evidence had1
been given against them at the trial. And yet the;
juryman who knew that, came and gave his declaration
that though no evidence had been given against those
members of the Government and the administration in the
North-West, though they had not even been charged with
any offence, this jury man, who was sworn to give a verdict
according to the evidence, declares that ho would have found
them guilty. We cannot doubt the document nor suspect
the intentions of the writer. In that document it is stated
that not one of the jury for a moment thought that the pris-
oner was insane. This man says: "We do not declare to you
that each and every one of us, when he answered the roll
cati, said: 'He is guilty and perfectly sane."' The question
had been put frankly and in a judicial manner by the judge
"Do you md'him guilty of the -rebohion? And if so, say
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guilty. Do you find him guilty of the rebeIlion, but if you
think that his mind was deranged at the time, that he was
not responsible for his acts, say that ho is guilty but insane."
And ho said : "We answered that ho was guilty and perfectly
sane." Mr. Speaker, if there was a corner in my con-
science where the shadow of a doubt had existed, that shadow
of a doubt was cleared away, and I must say that I felt as if
a heavy weight was taken off me when I heard the hon.
gentleman disclosing the secret deliberation of that jury,
and telling me: "You were right in surmising that there was
no evidence of insanity, and if the whole jury had recom-
mended him to the mercy of the court, that would have been
no reason for granting it." My hon. friends opposite have
contended that a recommendation for mercy was justified
only on the ground that there was a disease in his brain,
but that is cleared away by the letter which the hon.
member read to this Hlouse. What documents could prove
more than that? I have other documents which I hesitate
to place before this House,though that would not be improper
as the production of a letter from a juryman disolosing the
deliberations of the jury; the documents are before me, and
if I am asked why were not the men who gave those
documente examined before the court at Regina? I shal
answer that they did not volunteer to be witnesses because
men are not obliged to be informers against their fellow
men and to give evidence to secure their conviction and
send them to the gallows. I have the evidence; I have not
asked for it. I have not enquired about it although I knew
it ; I did not want to ask for it, it was sent to me. I will
ask the permission of the House to read these documents.
I did not need them to influence my own feeling about the
case, my own conviction as to the case and the conclusion
at which I arrived; but they may assist the hon. member
for West Durham (Mr. Blake) as being confirmatory of the
evidence of his friendly juror at Regina. Here is a letter
dated 19th March, 1886, from Longue Pointe. It is given
by the attending physician of the asylum since the
opening of the institution-Dr. Perrault, a man against
whose character, honesty and interity no man in the
Dominion can have a word to say. flre is his certifloate.
As I have told the louse, I knew it before; I knew it from
authorities that I would not like to disclose. I will trans-
late the paper :

"I, theuaudersigned physician of the asylum of St. Jean de Dieu, certify
that a few days after the entrance of Louis Riel Into this asylum I per-
ceived that with him insanity was simulated. The exaggeration of his
act e waeisuch and o much byond what we generally remark su -mb-
jecto aff'ect.ed with isal insa.nity that with a phyoician aocwtoen.d b
treat such cases there would be no room for doubt. Upon making the
observation to him thatI was not to be taken for hIs dupe, he confessed to
me in effect that ho was ahamming the insanity. Anlthe evidence t
I was right in my surmise and that his confession was really sincere is
that on ail occasions, and they were many, I have been along converslag
with hm, ,he has always talked in a manner absolutely lueid and msan
uponali and evey msubjeut with whih-heshas entertained me.

"F. X. PERRAULT,M.D.,
"IAsylum of Longue Polel."

As I said before, this information was givmn to me aVood
while ago. I knew it, I must say, even before this ouse
sat. Iknew it even, but not in a satisfacto manner,
some time after the so-called insane man was amittdd in
the asylum. I knew it from some of the guards,
but I would not -have taken their authority. Hon.

gentlemen may say: "How is it that a man irho has
been visiting doctor of an institution and 'knew a patient
was not insane and yet allowed him to remain in the
institution where ho was shamming insanity ? " I aak hon.
members, and all those who know the circumstances under
which the man was detained in the asylum, whether it
would have been prudent even in the public interest to have
at that time revealed that secret and set that man at large.
It was in 1877. The amnesty had been proclaimed, but the
crime of the murder of Scott had not been forgotten, and it
would not have been in the interest of anyone that this
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poor man should have been made a target for a bullet which not want to dwell upon this. The Minister of Justice has
would have been sent in revenge for the murder of Scott. done justice to that pretension. I would remind the Hlouse,

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh I however, of the letters which Riel wrote to the Indians tell-

Mr. CHÂPLEAU. I hear sorne hon. members laugh. I ing them to come and plunder, as was stated in the case of
Mr.h ha CHP EA. in Iherove o. mebes laugI the Indians who were put on trial before Judge Rouleau,wish they had been i the Province of Quebec, in the and that before the lst of June the order was given to the

counsels of their own friends, some of whom came to me as Indians to rise, and the whole of the white race was to be
Provincial Seretary and told me in effect that the man was exterminated in the North-West. I would ask if there is
LouisR iel, but his name had not been made public for the any similarity between the case of soldiers fighting in the
reason 1[have mentioned. They said that his retention in citadel of Quebec, the walls of Montreal, or of the forts of
the asylum would not be made a reproach to me. I do not the old Province of Upper Canada, having Indian allies in
reproach myself for having admitted in the asylum Louis their struggles, and tha case of Louis Riel? No, Sir, there
David, whom the hon. gentleman's friends told me after- is not, and we have proof of it. What is the answer of the
wards was Louis Riel. No good could have been obtained indians to the messenger that Louis Riel sent to them ?
by not doing so. The evidence put before me was the Their answer proves the demand, and proves the intent of
evidence to which as a member of the Government I had the man who sent these messengers with presents to the
to submit. The other document which I bring here in Indians. Crowfoot, in proof of tis loyalty, refused these
support of the letter of the juror at Regina is the certificate presents, bcause if he accepted them he would have been
of a man whose name I would hesitate to place before the obliged to go on the war path with him. Here is a letter
House. It might subject him to difficulty, to persecution; which was written by a number of Indians to Louis Riel:
but I have the document in my hands, and the person to r REL
whom it has been given said I could placeibfoete ' Mr. LomsRr:
hosnd theen wrien swIould lobaeco it bforn tm ''I want to hear news of the progress of God's work. If any eventflouse and the writer would not object. I do it uPon My has occurred since your messengers came away let me know of it. Tell

responsibility. It is the certificate of a man who stands me the date when the Americans will reach the Canadian Pacific Rail-
high in the medical profession, a man who can b vouched way. Tell me ail the news that you have heard from ail places where
for by some of the best men in the medical profession It your work is in progress. Big Bear has finished his work; he has taken

o o Fort Pitt. 'If you want me to come to you let me know at once,' heis the certificate of Dr. Brunelle, house-surgeon of the Hotel- said, and 1[sent for him at once. I will be four days on the road. Those
Dieu, of Montreal, a professor of the medical faculty of who have gone to see him will sleep twice on the road. They took
Victoria University. Dr. Brunelle was an intimate friend twenty prisoners, including the master of Fort Pitt. They killedeleven
of Riel. He knew hi both in Montreal, at Bauport men, including the agent, two prieste and six white men. We are

camped on the creek just below out Knife Hill, waiting for Big Bear.
Asylum, and afterwards in the United States where he The Blackfeet have killed sixty police at the Elbow. A half-breed who
lived for several weeks and months with -Riel. The certifi- interpreted for the police, having survived the fight, though wounded,
cate reads:brought this news. Here we have killed six white men. We have not

c te eads nd r thtaken the barracks yet, but that is the only entire building in Battle-
I, the undersigned, certify that during the time Louis Riel was con- ford. AIl the cattle and horses in the vicinity we have taken. We have

fined at Beauport and afterwards, that I had known him particularly lost one man, a Nez-Percé, killed, he being alone, and one wounded.
both in Montreal and the United States, and during the time he was Some soldiers have come from Swift Current, but I don't know their
confined at Beauport and afterwards I have been able to ascertain on number. We have )here guns and rifles of all sorts, but ammunition for
divers occasions that outside the excentricities in hie manner which were them is short. If it be possible, send us ammunition of varions kinds.
little to be noticed, he was perfectly lucid in his mind and sane in his We are weak only for the want of that. Yon sent word that you would
intellect, and spoke absolutely well on ail subjects when he was not come to Battleford when you liad finished your work at Duck Lake. We
observed. I attest, moreover,that in my presence the said Louis Riel wait stili for you, as we are unable to take the fort without help. If you
has been uimulating insanity in such a manner as to leave no doubt in send us news, send only one messenger. We are impatient to reach you.
my mind as to the character of his pretended insanity." It would encourage us much to see you, and make us work more heart-

And then I may add that the writer of the last certificate ily.
has stated that he had on several occasions conversed with There is the demand and the answer. It is a proof that the
Louis Riel, and had from him the whole secret of his sham Indians were asked to rise, and that all the white settle-
insanity. Although I have given to this fHouse the ments should be defaced fron the prairie and the white mon
evidence which I have received, I do not intend to make exterminated. The laws of nations have declared within
use of it to ask for the decision of the House upon the the last century that alliance with Indians was not only
question before us. Ky hon. frie4d from Bothwell (Mr. unwise and imprudent but inhuman and outside the pale of
Mills) is laughing. I do not know whether he is laughing at international law. The United States Government, which
the sanity or the mnsanity of Louis Riel, whether he is laugh. has been quoted as a model for us, have decided it very
ing because these oertificates are overwlcmingly against quickly because of the risings in their North-West, risings
the poor unfortunate man, but I say that I think what I near Mexico, and the risings during the building of their rail-
have given to the louse is nothing but a corroboration of ways. There they have given them no kind of trial except
what I have stated and what I believe, that when Louis the trial of bringing them betore the authorities, shooting
Riel was found by the jury at Regina to be a sane them, or hanging them by the dozen or the four dozens, as
man, the finding was one which every man in this flouse was done after the Custer massacre. The Goverument
would have found if he had been on that jury, after the of the United States, that model Government, do not allow
evidence which was brought against him. Outside of the any scruple to interfere; but when an Indian war is raised,
insurrection, one of the reasons that prevented clemency the law of the ]and is enforced and executed by the military
being exercised in his case, was his inciting the Indians to authorities. It is useless for my hon. friends on the other
warfare. Upon that I might also claim the authority of side to try to make of this rising, as my hon. friend from
my hon. friend fron West Durham, who said that there was Quebec East (Mr. Laurier) has been trying to make it, an
a most aggravating character to the rebellion in the insurrection that- might be justified and excused. It is of no
faot that Riel had incited the Indians to warfare. I use for them to try to make of Riel a martyr, as my hon.
say that that aggravating feature, the greatest of all friend from Maskinongé (Mr. Desaulniers) said ho did, or
the crimes that Riel has committed in the North-West, a hero, as my hon. friends opposiLe have tried to prove him,
has not been answered by anyone in this House except or even an insane man, as some of my friends on this side have
the leader of the Opposition. He said that we should not been disposed to think him, giving the benefit of any doubt-
hold our heads very high with regard to that accusation of they had, not to the law, but to that humane tenderness
inciting the Indians Lo warfare, bocaiuse the Indians had which exists for a man who is condemned to the gallows.
been pressed into war centuries ago to assist brave soldiers No, S:r, history, in its impartiality, shall not decree him a
and humane men in wars against other nations. I do hero. The bonum commune, the interest of the nation was
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not the motive of his actions. He had dreamed of being a
Napoleon, but he was ready and willing to be the chief of a
guerilla band, ruling by violence and terror over the region
of his exploits, living on plunder and waiting for the acci-
dent of a fortunate encounter to secure a heavy ransom
with the safety of his own life. Here is, in my opinion, and I
speak with the sincerity of my heart and of my conscience,
such is my opinion of Louis Riel's campaign, surronder and
death: Riel was not an ordinary criminal, who, under the
impulse of strong ruling passions, and for lucre, lust and re-
venge, committed murder, arson and pillage, with "malice
aforethought." Riel has been an unscrupulous agitator,getting
up a rebellion against the Sovereign for the sake of personal
ambition and profit under the color of redressing public
grievances. Riel was a born conspirat6r, a dreamer of
power and wealth, frustrated in his designs but not subdued
by bis former defeat, which had shaken his brains without
eradicating the germ of his morbid ambition, ho
had been patiently watching his opportunity to come
to the surface, until that opportunity came to him; fully
cognizant of the nature of the insurrection he was
planning and preaching; fully aware of the grave conse-
quences of that movement, ready to' accept the full
responsibility of the loss of his life in the prosecution of bis
design. He considered the alleged grievances of the half-
breeds more in the light of the opportunities it would give
him to resume power in the North-West, than with the
view of redressing those wrongs. He had always advocated
that the Hudson Bay Company's privileges and Government
were an usurpation, and as a consequence that the Canadian
Government, who had acquired from the Hudson Bay
Company, were not the legitimate rulors of the North-West
and the half-breeds. He was a convinced, although an
extravagant, pretender. He believed in bis mission, and
to accomplish it, he willfully agreed, with bis conscience, to
kill or to be killed. He measured the distance botween
his ambition and the success that could crown it, and ho
deliberately consented to fill the gap, if necessary, with the
corpses of bis enemies or even of bis friends. Devoided
of the courage of a soldier, ho believed in bis own
shrewdness as a plotter. He expected success by a
surprise, not from a regular battle. He was a wilful and
dangerous rebel. If rebellion, with the sacrifice of human
life, with the aggravating circumstance of having incit.ed
to an Indian war, deserves the penalty of death, Riel
deserved it as a political offender in the highest degree. It
has been pretended that in bis extravagant career, Riel
was not sound in his mind and could not reason, althongh
ho accepted, the responsibility of bis actions. After the
most careful examination of all the evidence which came
before us, I cannot help saying that Riel, from the moment
ho left his home in the United States for the avowed pur-
pose of assisting the half-breeds in their demands for redress
of alleged grievances, until the end of the North-West
insurrection, bas deliberately pursued the object ho had in
view, namoly, to obtain full control of the North-West
half-breeds and Indians. To obtain his object, ho aroused
in himself, and communicatod to others, to an intense
degree, a sort of national and religions fever. This was a
comparatively easy work with an excitable and credulous
people. Having thus subdued the half-breeds, his next
effort was directed towards alienating them from the Gov-
ernment and fi-om their clergy. When ho had succeeded
in doing this, ho sought the ailiance of the Indians and of
American sympathisers. Ali that, ho planned with a great
amount of sagacity and with great pain. But the extrava-i
gant confidence ho showed in his success, the1
emallnes of the means ho collected, his abso -
lute impassiveness when reverse came, the un-a
feigned faith ho had in what ho called his mission, alil
point out to the conclusion that ho was the prey to exalta-1
tion, to hallucination. Though not insane, in the legal1

sense of the word, ho was, to use a common expression, a
" crank," but a crank of the worst kind, knowing well what
was good and what was bad, what was wicked and what
was kind, what was the value of life and what was death;
but bis notions of what was right and what was wrong had
been distorted and altered by the determination and frity
of his purpose, by an ardent and selfish ambition, leading
to injustice and cruelty. He was certainly, and without
affectation, convinced that what ho did was permitted by
divine and moral laws, and that his treason was justifiable.
Up to the lat moment he supported himeelf with the fixed
expectation that the heroism of his struggle, the stoicism
ho had displayed whon arraigned by the law, would bring
him a timoly deliverance. The death knell alone, that
supreme shock which usually increases the nervous irrita.
bility of the maniac, when not subdued by iliness, had bthe
effect to bring him back from the exalted atmosphere which
ho had purposely selected for himself. He then seems to
have carefully put aside his fantastie character, and resumed
the collected and solemn demeanor of a Christian at the
threshold of eternity. That kind of delusion is natural to
political fanatics and to religions maniacs. It is the par-
oxysm of a prejudiced mind, which bas wilfully distorted in
itself the true notions of law and of right. It cannot excuse a
criminal act. The perversity of the intelligence is as much
punishable as the perversity of the heart in its wrongful
direction of the will for the performance of criminal acts.
The ruling passion bas for its origin the criminal purpose
which the perverted intellect bas consecrated and trans-
formed into a sense of duty. In this case the purpose was
supreme power, both civil and religious. The redress of
grievances on one part, and the desire of personal pecuniary
advantages on the other, do not seem to me to have been
the principal motors of Riel's actions, though they oertainly
were important factors in his conduct. But tbat object,
supreme power, was criminal and could not qualify, could
not excuse him. It is a wrong theory, and it would be a
dangerous doctrine to excuse and leave without punish-
ment crimes committed with the conviction that the act
accomplished is one calculated to redress a wrong or to
bring good resalts to the community. I am not a free
thinker. I believe that free thinking is the most pernicious
evil of this country. It bas engendered the worst utopics
against moral, social and religions order. But those who
claim the right to the most absolute liberty for human
thought, will restrict that liberty to the theoretical regions,
and they are ready to punish it when it comes in conflict
with existing laws. They will punish the manifestation
of the idea after having given to that idea the freedom
of the world. I agree with their conclusions, but I am
logical, and I believe in the right, nay in the obligation, of
punishing the perversity of the doctrine. I believe that a
man is guilty when ho does not preserve bis intelligence
from the contagion of false doctrines; in the words of one
of the most'eminent Catholic writers of this mge, in speak-
ing of those whose guilty leniency towards the errors of
the mind, gives an excuse to revolution and socialism :

" They go so far as to say that error is no guilt, that man Io not bound
to search the inmost of his oui to see whether there are not some secret
causes that lead him away from the path of truth. They declare that In
the spheres of human ideas, ail human and divine laws are useless and
out of place. What insanity 1As if it was possible to exempt from anY
rule the highest and the most noble portion of human nature I As if the
essential element, which makes of man the being of creation could b.
dispensed from the raies of that divine harmoay of the Tarions part of
the universe together and of that uaiverse with is divine maker; as if
that sublime harmony could exist or even be conceived with man, unisse
the first of human obligatione be the constant accord with truth, that
eternal attribute of divinity 1 "

This is the solid and only logical foundation for the legi-
timate punishment of a number of crimes which otherwise
would find their excuse in the erroneous but firm oonvio.
tions of their perpetrators. In sncb sases the law is at
liberty to admit that the oriminal was actuated by a wrong
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ful notion of his intelligence, but it declares guilty the idea
which has, brought that erroneous conviction in them; and
if the accused invokes the testimony of his nwn conscience,
the law reminds him that it was his duty to keep his cons-
cience right or to rectify it. I am often pointe out to my
countrymen and corelig'onists as an unmitigated catholic
liberal, and 1 presume that my theological searches, in this
case, will be found fault with as usual. I console myself,
in advance, as I did before, in the idea that my detractors
will be harmless, if not charitable in their denunciations.
The crime of Louis Riel had been committed, the criminal
had been taken and tried. The trial had been an impartial,
a fair trial. A verdict had been rendered against Riel, the
only verdict that could be found according to the evidence.
Sentence of death had been passed against him. The sen-
tence was a just punishment of the crime committed. It
would serve as an example, a warning, a terror to all future
criminal impostors; as a remedy against the increasing
contagion of cranks. Riel had beon pardoned once for the
commission of a great crime; a second exercise of the pre-
rogative of royal mercy would have looked as an induce-
ment to treason and homicide. A commutation into life
emprisonment would have been a danger to society. The

ple whom he had deluded, those whose prejudices had
enaroused, and those who would bave found an interest

in working up a continuous excitement in the country,
would have found themselves greatly assisted by the pro-
longed existence of Louis Riel. The clamor outaide was
loud, asking for pardon, for commutation of the sentence,
but no protest against theo correctness of the verdict was
made since the decision of Rer Majesty's Privy Council.
The tine fixed for the execution was nearing, when a last
appeal was made on behalf of the conviet, stating that he
was, at that moment, so unsound in mind, so dieeased in
his brain, that to punish him would be useless cruelty, and
a requeet was made that medical mon be appointed to go
and examine Riel and report upon his sanity or insanity,
that is whether he could rightly understand the nature of
his crime and the measure of his punishment. That demand
was supported by the almost unanimous prayer of the people
of one of the Provinces. The Government yielded to that
demand, and the enquiry took place. Medical men whose cha-
racter and respectability are above suspicion, made the exa-
mination of the prisoner and agreed in their conclusions that
Riel was an accountable being for his actions and that
therefore he could discern right from wrong, he could un-
derstand the verdict found against him and measure the
severity of the punishment inflicted upon him. And after
that report the Executive agreed that the sentence should
be carried ont against the unfortunate man. A great deal
has been said about the personnel of that medical commission,
as it is called; I am ready to admit that the selection of
more prominent men in the profession, men more specially
prepared by their particular studies, for the examination of
such cases, might have given more satisfaction to those who
had asked for that commission. At the same time I affirm
that a more correct conclusion would not have been arrived
at, and I am sure that the clamoring multitude would not
have been satisfied. The verdict was a correct one. The
sealous ministers who administered the last rites of the
Church' toLouis Riel had themselves, and more than all
others they were in a position to know the word of the
mysterious enigma, they had adjudged upon that point to a
largeextent; in roceiving the abjuration of his past errors,
in being made the confident of his last recommendations and
his last will, in ad mitting him to the most august Sacrament
of the Church, on repeated occasions. He had consoled their
hearts in searching into the inmost of his own for the
humble confession and the sincere repentance of his faults
against God and man. He had proved to all that he was
enjo 'ng the full usage of his mental faculties, the full force
of l good impulse of his heart and soul by the letters
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ho had written to hie friends, to hie mother, to hie ihmily,
by the memoirs full of dates, of names, of figures, which ho
wrote from memory and without the assistance of persons
or books or of notes, by bis last will and by hie whole
demeanor in the face of death. He died as ho had
lived, a strong willed man, ho died a sane man.
Such is what the missionaries had said in the beginning,
what the half-breeds who followed him said, what the
witnesses said who were produced against him, what the
doctors said, what the courts said in rendering the verdict;
and it is for having ourselves said the same thing that we
have been censured, that we have beén accused, that we
have been branded, as I said before, as traitors to our
nationality, as traitors to the law, as murderers, as we have
been accused in th'is House by hon. members sitting on the
opposite side. I have been very often asked how I could
forgive the malignant aspersions which have been thrown
against me by those who have initiated the agitation of the
16th November. I have put to myself very often the same
question, and I have had only one answer. I could not
believe in their insincerity; I could not believe that sncb
an outburst of passion, that such a violent di&uption of
social and friendly associations, that such a rupture of party
political ties could have been nothing but the unprincipled
result ofpolitical apostacy; Icould not believe that our friends
who left us on the 16th of November on this question were
not sincere; and it is because I believed in their sincerity
that I appealed to them, without threats of violence, without
promises of favor; it is because I believed in their sincerity
that I have resented the insult contained in the insinuation
which was cast in their faces by the member for West
Huron (Mr. Cameron), and the member for Iberville (Mr.
Béchard). It was because I believed in the sincerity of
my friends, that I was appealing to their better informed
judgment, thatI hoped thattheirbetterjudgment would come
at last to their rescue, that I was not willing to distrust their
honesty of purpose. I krow that my hon, friends can have no
political sympathy with hon. gentlemen opposite. After this
question is disposed of, none of the numerous matters which
remain, as the programme of the party, can recon-
cile their views and their convictions with those of
members sitting on the other side of the louse. I have
appealed to them, and if my appeal is in vain, I hope
I shall not be fonnd fault with for having believed in them.
I cannot, I must say, give the same testimony of sincerity
to the hon. gentlemen whom I see in the immediate follow-
ing of the hon. member who leads the Opposition. I should
not be telling the truth if I were to say that I can
reconcile sincerity with the action whicb the hon. the
leader himself has taken upon this question; but I
must hasten to say, at the same time, that I cannot
blame him, knowing, as I think I do, the motive of his
action on this occasion. The hon. member for Quebec Bat,
carried like so many others by the popular cyclone which
over-ran the Province of Quebec, on the 16th November, on
the Champ de Mars, in Montreal, had committed one of
those mistakes which outlive the political existence of a
man. He had made then the declaration, that if he had been
living on the shores of the Saskatchewan, ho would have
been ready to shoulder his musket against the Government
of Iler Majesty. His declaration had resounded throughout
the Dominion like a bugle call to arme for a civil war, and
had been resented by the whole of the volunteer force of
Canada as a condemnation and insult. The English Liberal
party in the Province of Quebec- and I must give them
that testimony that their loyalty is above suspicion-had
risen in a solemn protest. and the Reformers of Ontario
had joined in the repudiation of a declaration bordering
on treason in the mouth of a Privy Councillor. It
is a secret to no one that an excuse had to be found to
prevent the hon. ex-Minister from having an unpleasant
reception in Toronto, and his former popularity, his much
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admired- eloquence, would not have saved himu from popular shail ratify and confirr. If the vote of the hon.
reprobationhad ho ventured to go before an Engtlsh audience member for West Durham, if bis voico, if the myin
even in Montreal at the time. His star was waning. Son pathy ho ha@ been attempting to raise, received, even in the
étoile pdlissait, as was said at the time, and for a moment bis Province of Quebee, the answer ho has invited, I would eay
downfall was eminent. None of the meetings which that the,, contrary to his own proti3stations, ho would have
followed the Champ de Mars gathering had the benefit of the sad glory of having but a politieal platform on the
his eloquence. In the meantime the leader of the Roform ecaffold of Regina, that he had cerented party tios with
party had landed in New York, a mysterions con- the blood of the condemned man, ho would bo ono
clave took place there, we are told, in the bouse of an of those who 1;ad dured
ex-Minister living in that city. The tidings which wereIl To attempt the Future'nportais with the Past's blood-rneted key."
brought from that mysterious interview wore not of a con- Thatwould hisî;uccee. But 1 hold that thie design will bo
soling character to the agitators of the Province of Quebec. frustrated by the desire in the Province from which 1 corne
The leader went to Toronto and a few days afterwards the to combino-using the word of the hon. gentIemin-the
speech of London came. But thon the word uttered there affirmation of ono's right8 with forboaranco in favor ofother
was the word of a sphinx. The press say that a still more people's righte to secure that common citizenship to ail
mysterious interview tookplace bore, in the capital, between which wll make of Canada a great ani glorious country.
the leader of the Reform party and the young chief of the inhabited by a united and happy people. 1 hope that what
Liberals in the Province of Quebec. Since that day tbe the hon, gentleman himýelf bas said wil prove true, and
attitude of the hon. member for West, Durham was an enigma that the people of Quebec will believe that to create the
for the public. We have had the explanation of that enigma harmony which is necessary for the good of the country,
by his speech the other night. What was it? The young we must not aet in the way which those who have begun
and impetuons leader of the Quebec Liberal party was not this agitation would like us to Bot. Lt is with that demiro
to be dethroned ; on the contrary he wns to be supported, of unity and pouce thut I have iollowed my course with tho
and ho was to be applauded, a groat blow was to be struck people of our Province; it is with that desire that 1 appeat
to arouse the sympathies of the party in his favor. to my hon. friende whoso sympathies have been surpriýûd
Ris declaration of the Champ de Mars had been a bold and whosecrupulous sensof bonor hue been unduly
one. Hie declaration in the House of Commons was to hoetimuinted for fear cf their old party fidlity. To thom [
an audacious one, and ho had to be supported and npplauded appeal, with confidence, not to bo carried away by a more
bere. Hence the speech of last Wednesday. I must say, popular cry, net to give countenanco to a movement, the
Mr. Speaker, that the hon, gentleman bas done it bravely, final issues of which rnight bc diwa4rous te the party,
to say the least. Audacious in its affirmations, polished in to the nationality, tethe 3euntry. Mr. Speaker, a
its diction, brilliant in ith delivery, the speech of the hon. last word and oddre ."s it t those inotbise ouse who
momber for Qnebec Euet, il it was not a modelmf sound belong to the same natihnality as mysoef: Le them
logic, was, at leat, a splendid effort to raliy around bis bewaro. This bour is one of theo greatest importance.
banner the wavering sympathies of' his friends ini Lower Upen thern a vnst responsibility reste in resi)oct to the
Canada. But that was not sufficient to restore cunfidenc vote whih they will give t.night pon this question.
iu him, to bring back the former sympa.hy, andi t'h o The future condition of the Province of Quebec wiliouargely
hon, leader of the Opposition chivalrously came to hihrescue. depend on the vote whics oon. mombers are about to gve.
He lent Vo the fervii eloquenceof hie noighborthe assistance ithave aiready warned hon. members of tho inexpodient
of bis vast erudition, bis powerful dialectice, his Most athempt bc was made to croate a so-calod political union
ingenious argumentation, for five hours. The leader bas of atl French Canadiane throughout tho Dominion, and 
risked hie own popularity Vo env. hie firet lieutenant. There have sai that thie swas a most unpatriotic stop b oho taken,
are officors for the sake of whom a general will defy danger. that it was ono traught with danger to tho Dominion, andi
It may not be according to the art of war, but it showsfraugt with peial danger to those who, being a minority
courage, andi courage challenges admiration. Howover Mr. fu the Dominion, are asked to work togother as a unit wth
Speaker, we snw, everyoue in ibis louse could soe, the out considering questions of opinion. have oftenrepeated
laborions effort, the Most uingratefullaber, which the hou.thatopinion te my fellow-contrynen.I have often taid
momber for West Durhamu was performing That great it though nover so dppropriatly or so feeiingly as I do to
master of the language was uneasy in thework of Propping day. lu the wbole of thise agitation I have tried te o true
wîth carefrlly shaped argumente, of covering with his Most to my country as we i as to my duty. I have no cfolowed
elaborate periods what ho toit hie great talent couid not the dictates of anyone, I have noV been binssed in my appre-
force into the minds of bis followere. OverwbelmOd by the ciation of facte and thinges; have not perhaps followed the
weight ho was cnryinDg, at one moment hrewas obliged Vo pntb which would h in my own private interet. I have
confess that thevotehe would give in thie case wnsanu beon offere-ta itI would lot say it if it had not be n stated by
inexpediont vote." Yee, Mr. Speaker, it will be an inox- the leader of the French Canadian party in the Province of
pedient vote, not only an inexpedient, bat a usolesâ vote o unebec himeif, that ho had chargeod one of thehon. mem-
inexplicable andi indefoisble-. In Ontario, in- the hfuri- bers et thie flouse Vo come and give me bis message about
time Provinces, it will be received with hostiiity; in the t-I was offrec the leadrship cf ail my fellow ountry-
Prvino. of Quebec it will b. receivec with suspicion. mon in that unrinatriotie mission of collecting togther

An hon. MFMBER. Hear hear. ail FrenchCanrdians nsthe Dominion o mae of
temuakind of political association. I refuei the offer. I

Mar. CHAPLEAU. If the bon. gentleman opposite, who refusel wit becauseIdthonght the proposai was frngbt wit
ays- hbear,bear," listened to hie own intimate feelings, ho danger Vo my ow folow-countrymen. A Canadin writer

would say that it le prepoeterous to think that the oyalty who undersetande this quetion basedaid that the structure
of the Dominion will aocept owever eloqunt o tmyhave of the Frnch Canadian nationality in thihoDominionn.ac
beena piesin favor of that revoit such as&wnasclaimei by been laid, atone by astone, by the bande of mou in whom
the bon. member for Quebec ast. That pa mwili no on bwereconcentrted tho most cnsumate wisd m, allie
aecepted. The Dominion of Canada cannot acnept it. n w hih theygreatewt prudence. That writer altso tated that
regret to br formci to eay that the bon, gentleman by the the only dan ir to the French atienacitY was the our in
coue ho as taken bas no lcaused the flouse of Com- which the peple allowed themeomves te be carried away by
mos o speak with a voice sudwho a sense which eterity, faction and y passion, and ally thomolves together as a
couer the hosthave colend and«the mirteha" clearod,'faction. I la true, if we look at the hietory o atlit wun-
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try, that the French Canadians have achieved what has not
been achieved in almost any other country. We know from
the lessons of history how difficult it is for a minority, in a
conquered country especially, to escape encroachments, to
escape absorption by the majority, however well dis-
posed the majority may be. lu this country, we have
prospered, we have grown, we have increased our
wealth without any sacrifie of our liberty. We, the mino-
rity, have achieved something more. We have, even when
the cry of race and religion was raised by a part of our popu-
lation, succeeded in impressing on the majority a system
of laws peculiar to ourselves-I speak of the introduction of
the civil laws of Lower Canada into the Eastern Townships
with the concurrence of the majority. We have achieved
more than that. We the minority have secured the good
will, the esteem, the respect, the sympathy of the majority
in the work of protecting our own peculiar institutions.
We have done this, arnd it is true what the writer I have
quoted bas said -that the structure of the French Canadian
nationality in Canada must have been the work of consum-
mate wisdom allied to the greatest prudence. But at the
same time bis words were prophetic: "Do rot allow your-
selves to be led away by faction and passion. Do not
become a faction in the country because although you are
strong with your allies you will be weak as a faction, how-
ever strong a faction it might be." It bas been stated in
public meetings by men who have been led away by their
passions, that the French Canadian should become a
party similar to the Irish party in the Imperial Par-
liament under the guidance of Mr. Parnell. I have
not to judge the issues of that Parliament. I say if
the Irish people in their struggles for liberty have
been obliged to do what they are doing and to unite them.
selves under one leader, it is a course they have been
obliged to take because they do not enjoy the freedom,
respect and sympathy we possess in this country. Ask
Mr. Parnell if he would not resign the leadership of bis
faction in the Parliament of England if he could have the
leadership of the French Canadians where they enjoy the
freedom and liberty such as we enjoy in this Canada
of ours. No; the great danger with us is that we
shall make a faction of the minority in this country,
that we shall make what is called a good political
allianue amongst ourselves, bat in reality one which
would be most unpatriotic and disastrous to the French
Canadians. 1 ask hon. members, therefore, to look at
this question as it should be viewed, to look at the
laws as they exist, to look at the difficulty of the
position in which the Minister of Justice and the Govern-
ment were placed, to judge not from feeling nor from the
relations of blood or creed or nationality. It is natural with
men of one Province or of one blood to feel more warmly in
regard to the case of men of their own Province, of their own
blood and religion. But we must not judge of this matter in
that light. These have been my sentiments during the
last four months. I have not changed my mind to suit
men and circumstances; I have relied upon the reward
given to men who do not flinch before the cries of the
multitude, and who do not seek their political fortune in the
success of the moment. I have walked straight before me
in wbat I thought was the right path as a citizen of
Canada. 1 have followed that conduct, I have not been
biassed, and in the whole of what I have doue, in the whole
of what I have said through that painful crisis, I trust I
have not lost the sympathies of my friends, the respect of
my enemies, nor the confidence of the country.

Mr. BERGERON. It may seem somewhat presumptuous
on my part to rise in my seat at this stage of the discussion,
and I am sorry to be obliged to do so at this late hour.
But I have taken too active a part in the movement which
bas taken place in Quebec last fall not to explain the vote

Mr. CaApLAU.

which I intend to give. I believe, Sir, that I owe it to
the Parliament of this country, I owe it to my colleagues,
to my county, and to myself. We have been assisting for
a fortnight back in a great trial which bas taken place
within these walls. Standing here in the independent portion
of this House, I may say that I have listened with a great
deal of attention to the charge brougbt against the Govern-
ment by my friends and by the Opposition, and 1 have
listened to the defence which lias been made by members
sitting opposite to me, and I have found out, Sir, that the
answer to the charge has not been complete. It is true
that on the Government side the best lawyers have been
called upon to defend them, and we have to-night, Sir, an
example of the strength of the arguments of hon.-gentlemen
opposite. The hon. Secretary of State, who bas the reputa-
tion of being one of the most eloquent men in this country,
bas done his best to keep up bis reputation as a great criminal
lawyer in defending his client of to-day. I am sorry, Mr.
Speaker, that I am bound to speak on the motion of my
hon. friend from Montmagny (Mr. Landry), and I may say
that a great deal of what bas been said by speakers on both
sides has relation to that point, as I will show. If the
hon. gentleman when he made his motion, had wanted
to censure the Government in the way in which we in the
Province of Quebec understood it, he would not have
brought a motion forward simply stating that we regretted
that the Government has brought about the execution of
Louis Riel, meaning that we are sorry that that man was
executed, because probably he was a Freneh Canadian.
Then the hon. Minister of Public Works stands up and
moves the previous question, so as to prevent any man in
1bis House from rising and saying we want to add something
to that motion, we want to say that we are not opposed to
the Government for hanging Riel because Riel was a French
Canadian, but we are opposed to the Government for having
so badly administered the affairs of the North-West that
this state of things was brought about. I would have been
glad if the hon. gentleman in making bis motion had spoken
to us, and united with us in harmony with the object which
he must have had in view, when he wanted to censure the
Government, and Sir, that is a reason why we have heard as
much about the murder of Scott as about the rebellion of 1885;
and I felt sorry when I saw my hon. friend-I beg bis par-
don; I may net call him that, since he does not bow to me--
I was sorry to see the Minister of Public Works stating to
his supporters that since the murder of Scott had been com-
mitted in the North-West under a Government of which
Riel was president, the people of this country should be sa-
tisfied that when he hanged Riel they were only doing an
act of justice. That is the way they want to impress the
House and the people of the country-that the execution of
Riel was to punish him for the execution of Scott fifteen
years ago, and they give to the people of this country and
the world at large an example of what fanaticism may do
in a country like ours. Why, Sir, even if it was true-
which I deny-that Riel was the cause of the death of
Scott, he was pardoned for that. Like every man in this
country, I regretted that deed, and though I was a child at
that time I remember that I heard everybody in my Pro-
vince declaring that it was a calamity that the death of
that man should have occurred, because Quebec is a place
where regret is felt for anything that deserves sympathy.
We were told then that Riel was premier or presi-
dent of a council legally constituted, a council which
bas been recognised by England afterwards when the
British Secretary of State for the Colonies dealt with
Louis Riel, as chief of the provisional government, to
give to Canada those immense possessions of the North-
West. Even if it were true that Riel had something to do
with that act, which I deny, because it was done by a
council, and he could not of himself order the death of
Scott or prevent it; but admitting it was true, for the sake
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of argument, I say ho was punished when ho was expelled demande were not llstened to, or rather they were fot
from this country, when ho was sent from lunatic asylum attended to. The delegations wero Well reeeived, and Wall
to lunatic asylum in our Province, when ho led for about treated, and promises were made to them. But nothing at
six or seven years the most miserable life that a man cau ail was doe; just as pi-omises wore made to Archbisop
Jead on earth; and it was an act of cruelty, if it were true, Taché when ho came froin Rome on putpose to settie the
to hang Riel, in 1885, to avenge the murder of Scott in diffiulties ofthe Nortb.West in 1870, and nothing was doue
1870. But, Sir, it is not like that, and I arm sorry the afterwards. So the degations were invited to dinners aud
Minister of Public Works had to resort to such means to receptions, but they went back to the North-West and
make the louse and the people of this country understand nothing was donc to redresthe g VioO5 ot the haif-
the act which took place on the 16th of November last. breeds; and having lu Parliameut no representative to
We have had just now a very eloquent speech. We have defeud them or present thoir case, they sent to Montana
had a very bad figure of Riel, and we have heard from and brought Riel, a mariwho ifteen years before had îought
those who support the Goverument, the history of the for the redress of the grievances of the half-breeds of
North-West in one way. If I may be allowed to-ince the Manitoba. At that time ho had been L-ing of the North-
hon. gentlemen are good enough to listen to me-I West, and had been able to control millions of dollars, and
shall say also what I think of -the history of the yet we are told to-day that ho was ready to seil himeoit
North-West. This country has belonged to us for about for $35,000 or $40,000. The halfbreeds do fot believe
fifteen years. It has been, according to what Archbishop that, Sir, and I will prove that that insinuation is false.
Taché-whom I believe as well, and perhaps better than a The Matis had confidence in him, and they sent for hind
good many members of this House, because hoe is not inter-begged hlm to help thom and if Louis Riel had been
ested in telling anything but the truth-he tells us that the anxious to become a great leader and a great man, would
country bas been badly administered since it belonged to ho not have accepted their invitation at once? But he did
Canada. In saying that, of course, I am blaming the fot do so. He hud possession of bis mental faculties
Liberal Government as well as the Conservative Govern- atthattime. Livingquietlyin that little village in Montana,
ment, but I am bound to say what did happen. Hou. gen- ho was not excited, and like a sane man ho took time te
tlemen will understand immediately that with regard to reflect; ho asked the delegation for a night to think over

.that, the greater blame falls on those who used to be my the matter. fi was not froe, as ho had beon in 1870; ho
friends, because the other party were only in power four was a married man, and ho had a family whom he did not
years, whilst my old friends were in power from 1867 to wish to neglect but the next rning, I ar sorry to say,
1874, and from 1879 to the present time, and the two robel ho showod more heurt than braîns, for ho accepted to go
lions which have taken place ini the North-Weht have takei with then to the iogliuted ootrrct.hDielio go there ntotvy
place undor the administration of hon, gentlemen opposite. war or to raise a rebeion againt the lg i Englandw? If
Sir,had the helf-breedsgrievancee? I wanted to read through ho did, ail the speeches of hon. gentlemeun opposite am)unt
the papers which I have before me-but I do vlot want te nothing. If he was not a crak and a ou, how ould
to lflict them on the flouse-I could show that Aîchbashop he hope with 300 poor mon, who were made poorer by tho
Taché bas said that the haif-breedT have had grievances for eglot of the hoverment, to Raise a rebllio against the
nany yeare. More than that, if 1 wanted Io impreds hon. flag of lritain? No, Sir; but ho wanted te hlp the Mets

gentlemen opposite, I would say that the Toronto by holding meetings and passing resolutions to be sent
Mail, on the 8th of Judy lant, said that the half-breeds had down te Ottawa. Some of these resoutions wa fted
grievauces, aud that the Goverument had neglected them. representation in this Pousead the Sonate. Thirswas the
If I wanted to go further to couvince my fridnds on tho kind of agitation Louis Riel wanthd to have; but who pro.
other side Who, through what tboy caîl thoir loyalty to veut d ht froe, cary whou fLte yearsIbe hLutUaduhsk
their party are perlape sacrificing their cfuntry, I could Major Crozier. Who ho mt the eotis, of course Lhey
étate that the Govornment acknowledgedlaMt year that the hud arma, sot of thom. D d ho spe k o them in
Motin had grievauces, for they appoiuted a commission to wes tanhat ho nhoutd under inch crcumsoifs,and
grant them what they were askiug.IBut wheu they a wd ask themo to-at quiet and lay dowy their armse?
appointed that commission it was too tate.Lt is true that fo, tey wore addressed with balles; they wero fiteld ut;
last year I voted confidence iu the Goverument ou that sud liko mon of heurt thoy defended themnsetves. That wàs
question and agaiust the motion of the hon. chief of the the commencement of the rebetion which bought that
Opposition ; I had confidence in the Goverument. On unfortunate man tothe scafiold. Lt han been proved that ut
that occasion I remomber the hou. Secretary of State tod times Riel had nt the complote contro uiof his mental facuties.
this flouse that there were no grievances lu the North- Seing there in the midst of the agitation, urrouanded by
West, that there were no caims from the Metis at that mon talking and d eclaïing that it wat time for the hadf.
date; sud yet il wss found, a few days afterwarde, that at breeds to vindicatn thir rights, his mid bocame affected;
the very time the vote was takea over 2,000 dlaims were and the testimony which was -ao m by the hon. Minimter of
lyig on the table of the flou. Sir David Macpherson, thon Justice to the effect that let said ta when the grass grew
Minister of the Interior. Wheu the commission was i tsued ho weuld have foreigu arniees the country and ;ght fires
it was too late; the cannons were flring at Duck Lake. ail over the couutry, thet ho wanted to conquor England
Rl diduot corne into Canada of hih own notion; ho was sd that ho would go t Rome asnd be a pope-ai tshows
sent for in Montana, where Arcbishop Taché said ho was hlmte have ben insne diec ad no interest ai that
teachingd utle amindreiaud earning anhonent living, oie, me to pretend r be a foot; ait ih interestwas li
did net want t core to this countrywe the Metis the cntrary direction. The proof that ho was insane
sent a deegation to ask hl for God's sake t corne is that ho took Jackson, Who wan tried a nd fou d to o
tod hlp them to gt thoeir riglts from the Dominion pn insane mai, and made im hie secretary. Would ho have
Gaverment As Archbishop Taché sa, the Maes had sent doue that if ho had been tuea? Th hon. Mlister of
detegation o after deegation t Ottaw; they had sent thoir Public Workseaidinuis speech that fielt tas a coward
priesln ltwhom they had confidence, and they had sent -that thore was no hear in the man. Lot me to the
their bishops Who came and toid the Governet that if the. hou.Minster that lai summer in the St.Lawrenc wlat,
grievances wer not redrosd, thohai-breed would rebel, in Mon tral, I met Captain i oward, of the Gatling gu 
sud that it would co millions te ais country to put dow and I askd hlm in the prononce of the bo. member for
that rebeion, whilt it would cot very litt e to reder jus. Montroal E b(Mq. Coursoi) what ho thought a Riml. He
tics to the half-breds if it were doue in time. Yet th-se eaid that ho stw Riel aiBatohe fgting ail day. dWas
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ho a brave man ? " I asked. "Yes," ho said, "ho fought'
like a hero, and I remember him because ho had a peculiar
rifle." I said: "I am glad to hear that." I would rather
know that that man acted and died as a bero than that ho
acted as a cowar d, and 1 would be glad if anyone would
challemge Captain lHoward-though, of course, if asked, ho
would have to say the same thing-and ask him to repeat
it. At Batoche, after 2,000 of our troops, as the Minister
of Public Works said, had been besieging that place for
four days, which was defended by but thirty-two Metis,
they entered it. I have great respect for our volunteer,
but it is probable they had not been well commanded in
that expedition, otherwise thirty-two men, who were half
starved, would not have been able for four days to hold the
place and then abandon it because their provisions had run
out, not one of them boing caught except Riel who sur-
rendered. il Riel had been sane and intelligent, as Dumônt
was, is it likely ho would have put himself into the hands of
Ur. Middleton ? No, but ho had this idea, that he would
give himsolf up to the general, who would take great care
of him, that ho would be brought to Ontario or Quebec,
and stand in either Province his trial before twolve of bis
countrymen, that the trial would be a cause célèbre and he
would have an opportunity of making the people know ali
the grievances under which the Metis had suffered. Just as
when he was asking money ho did not ask it for himself but
to establish a paper, and was willing to seize the opportu-
nity of his trial to publish to the world the grievances of the
Mets, which otherwise would not be made known. He pre-
tended that money was due to him, his object being to estab.
lish a newspaper through which hewould publish to the whole
world how the hali-breeds had been treated for 15 years by
the Canadian Government.. But if ho had any such ideas when
ho put himself in the hands of General Middleton, they
soon vanished from his mind. He ws brought to Regina,
and his trial took place. We have been told it was a legal
and constitutional trial. No one had denied that. In every
meeting which took place in the Province of Quebec, not
one orator has said the trial was -not legal or constitutional.
The people of our Province are too intelligent to know that,
so long as anything is done by Parliament, it is legal,
beicaube Parliament can do any thing, even sumething that
is bad; and I think it did so in that ease. The tribunal was
a legal and countitutional one, but not British. Last year,
on tLe 16th July, when the hon. member for Queboc Bast
(Mr. Laurier) asked the Government to only put on trial
the chiefs, and not the othor half-breeds who had been
arrested, I asked the Government if they could not go a
littie further and change the law as it existed in the North-
West, so as to put it on the samo footing as the law in the
rest of the Dominion, and give to that man twelve jurymen
before whom ho would have a trial and a judge of the
Superior Court or Court or Appeal, as any British subject
bas a right to ask for in the old<er Provinces. i will, with
the permission of the House, read the answer of the Minister
of Public Works:

" With respect to the suggestion made by the hon. member for Beau-
harnois (Mr Bergeron), it woutd be hardly the thing just now to change
the law of the country fir the purpose of trying these men or any other
men. The law is on the Statute-book."
Everybody knew that.-

" If there wau a change it might be for better or for worse. Why
should there be a change made in the law? "
Why ? To givo a fair trial to that man; because it would
have given him twelve jurymen, six of whom would have
been of his own nationaîity and creed; and surely I will be
allowed bore in the House of Commons, where we are all
united to discuss the best interests of the country, to say
frankly 1 would have more confidence in a jury of twolve
men, si 1i whmui would have understood hie sentiments
and intentions, mon of his own creed, than in a jury of six
mon all of a different creed and nationality.

Mr. B -aaNo1.

" The law will be exercised with justice, and although there are
only six jrores, those jurors are to be selected in the same wsy as we
select them in other parts of the country."

This is not correct. In other P/ovinces the sheriff calls a
great panel of them; they are called into court, and there
are sixty, at least, on the list. The prisoner on trial;has
the right to challenge some of them, has the right to choose
his jury, but there weroenly thirty-six men called at Regina,
called by Mr. Richardson, and they were chosen before they
came into court; and if Riel had beeu able to challenge six
of them there would have been thirty more to choose from.

" There is to be the right to challènge on the part of the primoner as
well as on the part of the Crown-[I said this would not amount to
much]-therefore, we need not be uneasy or afraid that there will be a
packed jury. There will be nothing of the kind; there will be justice
and a fair trial, and 1[hope when the affair is over, hon. gentlemen will
b. able to say that though we have to se that the law is executed,
whenever we have been in a position to recommend mercy, mercy han
been granted.''

At that time, when my hon. friend and myself were asking
that, we were veryfar from entertaining the idea that the
jury at Regina would recommend the prisoner to the mercy
of the court. The hon. Minister of Public Works said that
the recommendation to mercy did not amount to anything.
Why did they say so? Why did the jury, having heard the
evidence and being convinced that Riel was a crank and a
fool and did not deserve to go on the scaffold-though ho
was sane enough to be found guilty-recommend him to
mercy, except that they were of opinion that the Executive
had enough knowledge of the law to declare that ho was
properly found guilty but did not deserve teobe hanged ?
Whon the people of our Province heard of such recom-
mendation, and after seeing the Ministers themselves and
talking to them, they did not say ho would not be hanged,
but left us under the impression that ho would not
be executed. At that time, in our Province, there was a
sentiment appealing for mercy which started from every
county. They remembered that their sons had been
called upon to go to the North-West, and defend the
British flag; they remembered that the 9th and the
65th Battalions, and other French battalions of Quebeo,
would have been proud to go there and defend the authority
of the law; and they thought, when Riel was arrested and
found guilty, it was a decided thing he could not be put
again at liberty, but they asked that the scaffold be not
erected in those disttnt possessions. They said that that
country had cost us a great deal too much. Punish that
man, they said, if yon wish, but do not~erect a scaffold; do
not show to the whole world that a man who was once the
leader of that immense country is going to dance at the end
of a rope, to the admiration of the new settlers. That
demand was put aside, and the Ministers, the leaders of the
French Canadians and of the Proviuce of Quebec, forgot that
in 1775 French Canadians were fighting under the walls of
the ciLy of Quebec against American invasion under General
Kiontgomery ; they forgot that in 1812 French Canadians
fought like heroes in defence of the British flag on the shores
of the river Chateauguay, and rolled back an American
army; they forgot that last year even our battalions had all
offered to go and defend the authority in the North-West.
They forgot that in 1872 this same man, Louis Riel, whom
they were sending tothe scaffold, gave his seat for Proven.
cher to Sir George Etienne Cartier, and so enabled him to
conduct this country into the state of prosperity in which h.
left it. They forgot that in 1871 Louis Rielorffered his sword
and his life to defend the North-West against the Fenians
who were coming from the United States; they forgot all
that, and yiolded-to what ? I leave the inference to be
drawn by the members of this House and the people of this
country. The Minister of Public Works has said that they
received petitions in favor of the hanging and petitions
against the hanging. It was s matter of weight, Kr.
-peaker, and we had les weight than the others, and we
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lost our case. The people of our Province, believing that,
very sincerely, have held meetings in different counties.
We were called to address them, and sometimes the member
for the county would be there and would help us, and share
in our opinion, but most of the time the member was not
there, but he would send a letter and say that he did not
want to blame the Government at that time, but that when
Parliament opened, explanations would be given by the
Government.

Mr. DUGAS. Hear, hear.
Mr. BERGERON. I am surprised to hear my hon.,

friend from Montcalm say "hear, hear." When some
mèmbers called for more explanation and more informa-
tion, these very men voted no, and said: "We have had
enough information, and we have had enough explanation."
I leave that to be attended to by their own electors when
the time comes. I said a moment ago that Mr. Jackson,
the private secretary of Riel, was sent away. A little trial
of about twenty minutes was granted to him, and the
lawyers were fighting among themselves who should say
first that he was a fool, and should be sent away. After
being kept in gaol pro forma until Riel was hanged, he was
set free. Where is he now ? I see in the Chicago
Inter-Occan something which it may be good to know
before we render our judgment:

" William H. Jackson, private secretary of Louis Riel, lately hanged
by the Canadian Government as 9. rebel, lectured to a small audience
last evening at Central Music Hall. The lecture was a ver full statement
of the trouble between Canada and the half-breeds of te North-West,
but for a popular lecture it was at least four times too long. The speaker
began at 8 o'clock. Be was still talking at 11.30, when the reporter left.
The whole history of the territory north of the United States was given,
and if the statements inade concerning its early history be true, the
North-West Territory certainly would seem to have the same right to a
local provisional governmeat as the remainder of Canada To verify
the statements made would involve much labor, for not only were the
charters of the Hudson Bay and North-Western Oompanies discussed
from a legal as well as historical standpoint, but the character of the
claims of England and other European nations to the territory was
given in full. The speaker evinced the most minute knowledge of every
phase of the question. According to his statemen t the North-Western Ter-
ritory has the same right to an independent provisional governmnent as
has Canada, and Riel was a lawful president, and not a traitor or
rebel.1'

That is what Mr. Jackson is doing in the States to-day,
going from one city to the other and saying the North-
West bas been badly administered by the Government and
that Louis Riel was not a rebel, but was the president of a
people deserving to be better treated by this Go'vernment.
We were given a medical commission. The hon. the
Minister of Public Works promised, I believe, in a speeeh
delivered at Rimouski, in answer to an address presented
to him, that a medical commission would be instituted in
order to see whether Louis Riel was sane enough to be
hanged or not. It seems that that promise was made with-
out the authorisation of the Premier, because, if I remem-
ber well, I saw in the papers that it was decided, before
tbe Minister of Militia started for the North- West, to hang
Louis Riel. A letter was published in the newspapers to
that effect-a letter addressed from Sir John to Sir Adolphe.
It was decided to hang Riel in spite of our Ministers,
who, I have no doubt, endeavored to prevent the hanging
of that fool on the 16th November, and to prevent an act
of injustice being done. But they were told they had to abide
by it; it had to be done. Now suppose a conversation took
place, and one of them said: "For God's sake, give us a
medical commission, so that we may say to the people of
our Province that the man was examined to prove that
he was not a sane man." That is why it was appointed.
It was a farce. No one could believe that it could
possibly do any good. The three men who were ap-
pointed on that commission were honest men, I am sure,
but they did not know any more ot insanity than I or any
member of this House. The Government should have chosen
scientists whoênew altogether how to deal with cases of
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the kind, but they did not, and the telegrams in ciphers
came back to Ottawa, and we are told now that the man
was sane enough to be hanged; that he was crazy on religi-
ous and political points, but that, as the offence was not a
political one, necessarily he was sane enough to be hanged,
and he was hanged. There was in our Province a sentiment
of indignation which arose from everybody, even from our
English speaking compatriots of Montreal. lu the city
council of Montreal, some of the English speaking Protes-
tants spoke in favor of adjourning the council on account of
the act which had been committed that morning. And
I am sure that our Ministers felt as we did, but they
were not ready to leave the Government. I am not
imputing to them any bad motives. I was under the
idea at one time that they had sacrificed themselves
in order to prevent a war of races in this country. I
was not sure but that I ought to praise inutead of
blaming them. ' But, a few days afterwards, when the wise
men who were concerned in the movement, who were
working with me to prevent the people from hanging them
in effigy and making processions, which I thought would
do more harn than good--and in my own county I told
the people who had acted in this way that they should not
have done suoh a bad act-when we were doing as much as
we could to put down the clamer, the Ministers' organs
commenced to say that the Ministers were right. There
was no doubt about it. Louis Riel was a bad man and the
Government was a good Government, and if we lost that
Government we would never get another one like it. Of
course, articles like that wont through the Province, and
members of Parliament, wise men, no doubt, waited until
they came here to say whether the Government did right
or wrong on that occasion. Sir, if I remeiber aright, I
read in the papers that Bishop Grandin, a few days before
the execution, was asked by the Ministers his opinion
on the fate of Louis Riel. The venerable old bishop said,
if the papers told the truth, that it would be better
to leave that man in gaol, or put him into a
lunatic asylum, and then the people would for-
get him in six months, than to send him to the scaffold and
make a martyr of hini, in which case the people would talk
of him for ten years afterwards. And Sir, Bishop Taché
says, in his litter published a few weeks ago: "If you think
you have diminished the trouble in the North-West by
hanging that man, you have made a mistake." And what
did we see a few days afterwards ? Why our Ministers
were runuing away, some across the Atlantic, some down to
Quebec, surrounded by a posse of police, and others to New
York. At that time Louis Riel was being buried in the
cathedral of St. Boniface, carried upon the shoulders of sixty
men, and followed by 2,000 Metis who were prond to follow
the man who had been their ohief and obtained fer them in
Manitoba the liberties they are enjoying to-day, and who
obtained for the half-breeds on the Saskatchewan the justice
which has been granted to them in settling over 2,000 claims
since last fall. Now, Sir, I remember my lion. friend for
Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) making a very fine speech, as ho
always does, and reading extracts from the Globe. Why,
it is most amusing, Mr. Speaker, to hear hon. gentlemen
in this House spend hours in reading extracts from the
Globe, or from the Mail, or some other- newspapirs.
Notwithstanding, I would not say that the Liberal party
is more responsible for what the Globe writes than is the
Conservative party for what the Mail writes. I am orry
to say that the press of our country have gone too far. I
have often héard the right hon. Premier rise in this place
and say that he was not responsible for what appeared in
the Mail, and I have heard the chief of the Opposition say
the same thing with regard to the Globe. Now, how have
we been treated by the Mail since last fall? I will not
tire the fouse by reading its articles, but I believe that if
to-morrow morning I were to vote for the Government,
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they would praise me and say I never did anything wrong.
I do not care what the newspapers say. What we have to
do here is our duty to our electors and our duty to our
country. My hon. friend for Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran),
made a speech. He is a very good lawyer, and a criminal
lawyer. It seems queer that in this circumstance they are
all criminal lawyers who defend the Government. I sup-
pose that it is because they are the most eloquent legal
gentlemen. My hon. friend for Montreal Centre made a
great speech, a fine speech, and I congratulate him. He is
my deputy, and I voted for him, and I do not know but if
he behaves well I may vote for him again at the
next election, but when ho was speaking it struck
me that if Louis Riel had not been hanged, and
the leader of the Opposition had made a motion
blaming the Government for not having hanged that
man, the hon. member for Montreal Centre would have
made just as fine a speech to prove that the Government
were right in not hanging him. The hon. member for
Ottawa (Mr. Mackintosh) also said one thing which I want
to answer. He meant to say that the people of the Province
of Quebec ought b. glad that we have English laws in this
country, that we have English liberty; that in France, out
of twelve jurors, seven could send a man to the gallows,
whilst in this country twelve jurymen must be unani-
mous in their verdict. Why, Mr. Speaker, we know that, we
knew it before. We are glad to have British laws in this
country. We are not French. Why, I am less French,
perhaps than my hon. friend opposite. We have been bore
for over 200 hundred years, and we are not French, and do
not want tobe French. We respect the French, we admire'
France, we love France, but we do not want to ho French.
We want to be British, and we are British subjects until we
ean be something else-independent if possible.

Mr. HESSON. British subjects are always independent.

Mr. BERGERON. Now, going over to the other side of
the House I come across the Minister of Justice. Allow
me to say that I was very favorably impressed with the
speech he delivered, and although ho did not convince me,
I thought he deserved the position ho holds, and that ho is
the best lawyer, at least, on the other side of the House.
I remember ho said, in his speech, ho had been at St.
Columban and St. Jérôme- at the latter place with the
Secretary of State, and at St. Columban with the Minister
of Inland Revenue and the Minister of War. He said that
at St. Oolumban they had had a fine reception. I was not
there. The papers did not say so, but I should rather
believe the hon. member than the papers. But ho did not
say that they had a fine reception at St. Jérôme. I was
there, and the reception was not at all fine. Knowing the
popularity of my hon. friend, the Secretary of State, I was
surprised to find, in his own county, that the public
sentiment was so strong against him, that in a meeting
called by him, ho bad to leave it before it was finished, and
go off to another place with one or two hundred of his
friends. The Minister of Justice did not mention that. I
arrived too late to speak, but soon enough to see that
the meeting divided, and that the great majority
were hostile to the Secretary of State. The Minister
of Justice said, this was not the place to discuss
the Riel question, that it was a question for the courts.
There have been a great many cases tried in thLis country
since last fall, and I never heard an hon. member wish to
bring them into Parliament. That is only done in regard
to the Riel question. Why? Because this is a political
question ; it is not at all a judicial question. The Ministers
in their counsels were called upon as a court of review or
court of appeal to decide whether that man should die or
not; and they had not to do, as the law exists, in the
other Provinces and say "No," in order to prevent
the hanging, but they bad to say "Yes" to get the
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man executed on the scaffold. While they had to do
that the Ministers are responsible to Parliament as we
are responsible to the people; and do they not know that
before many weeks are over may be we shall, every
one of us be, before our electors and that this will be one
of the greatest points of discussion on tbe hustings. So if
we have to bring this question before the people it had to
be brought before Parliament; and if they were judges in
the Privy Council we are judges to-day, as the electors will
be judges in the near future. The Minister of Militia and
Defence did just what we expected of him-he made a good
defence, but it was not a defence of the Govern ment but
his own defence. The hon. gentleman read letters and
telegrams. There was one thing he did which I regretted
from one in the position he occupies, Hie might in a short
speech have defended the Administration; I do not think
ho can justify himself for attacking the hon. member for
Bellechasse (Kr. Amyot) who was in the North-West last
spring, and who to-day happons to differ in opinion with the
Government, and who has since that time been attacked in
the press and even in the House by the Minister of Militia
for actions connected with his mission in the North-West. I
was glad when I board to-day that hon. gentleman vindi-
cating from his seat the position he took in the North-West,
and his conduct there; and I am sorry to see Ministers of
the Crown who knew perfectly well the sacrifices which
that hon. member had to make in leaving his family and
his people without knowing whether ho would ever return,
attribute improper motives to him because he found when
he came back that as a member of Parliament he could not

j approve the acts of the Administration and support the
Government. The charge which has been made against the
Government, in my opinion, bas not been answered, and
to-day the Government stands indicted for baving hanged a
madman. The Government aiso stands indicted for having
so badly administered the North-West as to have brought
that state of things upon it, and they were the cause of ail
the trouble that happened in the North-West before the last
rebellion. If I had time I would read the letter of Arch-
bishop Taché, which bas been published in English and
French, wherein ho finds fault with the Government for
administering the country so badly, and the Archbishop states
that the grievances were only remedied when cannons were
firing and soldiers wore fighting, and he warns the Govern-
ment that before long there may be another rebellion if they
do not take upon themselves the administration of the North-
West, and the Archbishop begs them to arrive at the con-
clusion to set at liberty ail those prisoners who are to-day
languishing in the gaoi at Regina. i was sorry this eveumng
when I heard some remarks made by the Secretary ofState
against the leader of the Opposition. I am not here to
defend him, ho can do it himself, but I am here representing
a portion of the Province of Quebec, and as such I am not to
attribute bad motives, to express opinions, but believing, as
I do, I think the hou. gentleman's statements were sincere.
When I heard the other day the hon. member for West
Durham (MUr. Blake), in spite of incurring the danger of
losing his popularity in Ontario, coming down boldly and
for the sake o tdoing his duty, saying to this Goverament :
" You have done a bad act; although it may look in a
different light before certain people ot the Dominion, I am
bound to act bore as an honorable man and I will give
an honest vote in favor of the motion of the hon.
member for Montmaguy." Sir, I do not suppose
that the hon. gentleman expected any compliment when
ho made that statement ; but lot me tell him that the people
of our Province will not forget it, for they have always
heart enough to know where thoir friends stand. Let hon.
members learn the sentiment of our Province; lot thom go
to the county of Drummond and Athabaska. In that
county Mr. Prefontaine presented himself as a Conserva-
tive with the chances ten to one that ho woul be eleoted.
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A few days before the election Mr. Girouard came out as a in the North-West.
Liberal. We wrote and said that the candidates must that our Ministers
pledge themselves to censure the Federal Government, or in our Province, tha
else we would go down and fight themr; and both candidates throughout the wholt
could not face the people without pledging themselves to do not wish to abuse
censure the Ottawa Government. They did more. They read some articles in
signed the resolutions passed at the Champ de Mars meet- under the direction o
ing, and in spite of this the sentiment was so strong that I will not do it; they
Mr. Girouard was elected. A telegram has been received they will not be forgx
by an hon. member of this House as follows:- we had been put byc

"Girouard returned by a large majority. Even in Athabaska he has position. We thought
a majority which bas never bappened." people of that Pr
This is the sentiment of our Province. When the member believe that if public
for West Durham spoke in the way he did, you may be sure thing that might hap
of one thing, hoping he has not made enemies inu any his fate, although a s
other Province, he has made lots of friends in the in Regina, still if put
Province of Quebec. Before I close these remarks I desire nobody would have s
to call attention to one point which is of more importance said that it had to 1
than most of the points which have been brought forward majority, and aftez
during the present discussion. The NorthWest bas cost some other questio
the Dominion a good deal of money. It was bought cheaply, for the belief that E
but since then a great many millions have been paid by the not happen, and whet
people of the older Provinces or wili be paid by them, yielding to the demai
money which has been expended in the North-West. When we said : "no ;" and
the North-West was acquired it was looked upon as an act what we considered t
of great public policy, and those who made that bargain two newspapers, on
were complimented, I believe, by both parties in this defending one of the
Dominion. Sir, we want to keep that country. We have other paper accused t
been begging the nations of the world to come here and isters. In myopinio
establish themselves in our North-West. We have been same degree-I see n(
paying large sums of money every year to bring the Cabinet defended
immigration into that country. I do not sec why we another, but I believe
should have prevented the French speaking immigrants guilty in thesame deg
from coming there. I do not see why we should have happened to Riel will
tried by every means to send away from the North-West have mercy somewhe
those French speaking immigrants who are there now, and so long in addressing
let me tell you why I think so. If the North-West some wanted to speak Eng
years hence is composed entirely of English speaking my old friends from O
people, their interests will be just as much with the United the position I now
States as they will be with Canada. These people being far the reasons why I
away fron us, having nothing in common with us, soeaking I have boen told by so
the language of the American people, finding that they are -because I hope stil'
just as much their compatriots as we, will do what ? Just that I should have go
what some of them are trying to do to-day-they are asking my allegiance to the
to have lines of railway from the Canalian Pacific Railway another election. I ç
to the States. That is the easier way to carry their that had I known that
products, it is more advantageons for them, it is better for the opening of Parli
them to pass that way than to come down by the St. my county would hav
Lawrence route. Suppose that the Government of this ing majority if anyb
country some day should say to them you shall not go to in 1882, when I wasa
the States; you have to pass over the Canadian Pacific here, at the opening o
Railway; you have to travel through the older Provinces; not seeing the Ministe
we will not allow yon to take to the United States your seeing the conduct of m
products and the money which you make in our North- me and knew that I
West. Sir, what would those people answer? They would had taken.
say if yon are not satisfied we will secede from Canada; we An hon. MEMBER.would rather belong to the United States, we would rather
bave dealings with the United States, than the Dominion of Mr. BERGERON.
Canada. But, Sir, if you have a French speaking may not be so sincere
population in the midst of that country, although the for some explanation
Anglo-Saxon element will always rule, it is the act of they acted towards i
the Almighty; it is not our fanlt, but in matters of business me say one thing to h
the English speaking people will always have the advan. ported the Governmen
tage over the French speaking people, at least in this coun- When'I came here I
try-then Isay, if yon encourage French speaking immigra- elected by the suppo
tion into that country and protect those who are there voted on one side or t]
already, yon will keep for England this country which has been elected again. I
cost us so much and of which we expect ao much, an ithe was good; I thought t
men or the party which will not adopt such policy should policy were good; I b
not have the confidence of those who want to make but at the same time
of Canada a great country. I have said that the Gov- Cabinet. I liked the 1
ernment in my opinion was guilty of maladministration pened, and that I had

I have said and I have proved
were the cause of the movement

t they provoked it by their organs
e Province; and but for the fact that I
the indulgence of the House I ould
Le Monde, a paper which I believe is

Df the Minister of Public Works. But
F have been read before, and I am sure
otten. Sir, we felt in our Province that
our Ministers in a most humiliating
t that they had not a right to treat the
)ovince 'in that way. Sir, I really
opinion had been prepared for any-

ppen, although the man did not deserve
caffold should not have been erected
blic opinion had been prepared for it,
aid anything. The people would have
be done, that we had to yield to the
r all that we may' take it up on
n. But, no, Sir, we were prepared
such a thing would not and could
n some people found out that we were
nds of those who wanted the hanging,
to-day we are blamed for standing by
o be our duty. I saw the other day
paper accusing the other one of
Ministers from Quebec, whilst the

he first of defending two of our Min-
n the three of them are guilty in the
o difference. We cannot say who in
the cause of justice one more than

a they stand together before the people
ree, and I hope that the same fate which
not happen to them, but that they will
re. I am sorry I have kept the House
them in my broken language, but I

lish, so that I might be understood by
ntario in explaining wby I have taken
occupy, and I think I have given all
find myself in such a position.

ome friends of mine on the other side
l to be personal friends with them-
ne to my people before taking away
Government, and should have sought
would have been perfectly ready to do
the writs would have been issued before
ament, and I know that the people of
e sent me here again byan overwhelm-
body had opposed me, as was not done
elected by acclamati:n. When I came
f the Session, I was not surprised at
ors in good humor, but I felt badly at
some of the Ministers who had known
was perfectly sincere in the position I

Oh, oh.
The hon. gentleman who says that
as I am, and perhaps h. is wating
n. The Ministers knew that, but
me as if I had been an outcast. Let
on. gentlemen opposite: I have sup-
t since I have been in Parliament.
was perfectly independent; I was

rt of both parties, and I might have
he other, and probably would have
thought the policy of the Government
heir National Policy and their railway
elieve that still, and I supported them,
I was perfectly independent of the
Ministers; I was sorry when this hap.
to seperate from them, but if they
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were kind to me I would remind them that I have rendered
them in many instances affection for affection and services
for services. I believe there may be twenty-five members
in this flouse whom I have helped to get seats in Parlia-
ment, and they knew that I was never behind time when I
was asked to go on the hustings in the Province of Quebec
and defend the action of the Government and help candi-
dates to come bere and support them. As far as that is con.
cerned, I am on the same footing as they are, and I am as
much independent of them as they are of me. But since I
took upon myself to contest thpir right of forcing me to
support them I am sorry that some of them found it
to be their duty to look upon me as a stranger; for even to.
day, on the eve of giving my vote, 1 say that I was sorry
to hear when the news came first that the right hon. Pre-
mier was sick in his room and could not be present in the
House, for though'I am going to vote against the Govern.
ment I have a deep respect and admiration for the Premier.
I have aways thought he was a great statesman, I think
so still. I do not think he was the most guilty man, for I
blame the Ministers from Quebec more than I do him,
because he did not owe so much to our Province as they who
were more particularly charged to represent it. The motion
which is no* before us is not according to my idea, and is
not in the way in which i would have liked it to be put
Stili, Sir, I shall vote for it. Now, it seems to me that we
were destined to build on the shores of the St. Lawrence a
great nation. When we remember those 60,000 Frenchmen
who had been left ôn the shores of the St. Lawrence, aban-
doned by France, in 1769, after fighting like heroes under
the great Montcalm, were defeated by number and the valor
of Wolfe, and afterwards united with the sons of England, I
think it must have been decided by Providence that the
children of the two greatest nations of the world should
build here in the northern part of America a great nation.
The Freneh Canadians have been allowed, through the
magnanimity of England, to retain their language, to prac-
tice their religion, and to enjoy the free use of their laws;
and, Sir, any man listening to me or reading my
speech to-morrow will know that French Canadian
loyalty to England is greatly due to the fact that we
recognise that with England we are botter than we
would have been had we remained with France
under its Government of that day. Sir, are we going now
to put a stop to the de stinies of our country ? Are we
going to say that we should hang a French Canadian
because an English Canadian was killed fifteen years before ?
No, Sir; let us sink our divisions in religion and language.
Let us follow the example of our volunteers, who responded
so bravely last yoar to the call of the Govern ment. Although
speaking different languages and belonging to different
Provinces, they went to the North-West shoulder to shoulder
and blade by blade to defend the British flag and to restore
order. Let us do that, and if we do we shall see before
long a united people, speaking different languages, it is
true, but all the more enlightened for that; we shall see a
great nation which willbe the admiration of the world,
and will attract immigration to its shores. Now, I hope
we shall cast the vote we are about to give conscientiously ;
I hopehon. members will cast it just as if they were in the
prt once of their electors ; and let me ask them in doing
so to remember the words of a great English General
before a great war: "Gentlemen, Canada expects that
in this instance every man here wili do his duty."

Mr. TASS1e. I do not intend to delay the louse. I had
prepared, I confess, an argument on this burning and
important question; but as both parties are desirous of
coming to a vote, I will not detain the fouse any longer
than merely to make a few remarks on the eloquent speech
which has just been delivered by my hon. friend, the
member for Beauharnois (Mr. Bergeron). My hon. friend

Xr BEEGERoN,

has spoken with the warmth of a convert, and ho has
thought proper to criticise very severely the administration
of affairs by the present Government. In these remarks
my hon, friend has forgotten his own past of yesterday,
he has forgotten the vote he gave last Session, and he has
forgotten a speech which he delivered. in his own cQunty
since last Session. On that occasion my hon. friend spoke
as follows of the policy of the present Government and the
policy of hon. gentlemen opposite:

'' While the Grits of Ontario are shouting-: 'Hang Riel,' the Que-
bec Liberals are shouting: 'Do not han g Riel; give Riel hie pardon.'
When people intend to be honest and sincere in politics they only ak
one thing, and their only object should not be to clog the wheels of
Administration by setting Province against Province. It is net by
these condemnable means that the Conservatives came back to power
in 1878, and were again continued in power in 1882. We have gained
and deserved the confidence of the people by accomplishing improve-
mente of all kinds, by encouraging agriculture, industry, the building
of railways, the Canadian Pacifie Railway and protection. When the
Riel question came bEfore Parliament we were at our post and we did
our duty; nobody will believe that the Conservative members have not
as much intelligence and patriotism as the Liberals. After having
cheered with enthusiasm our soldiers who went to restore order in the
North-West, are we to unite with thone who would have us believe that
the soldiers of the 65th were fools, who did an unpatriotic act when they
left to go and fight their brethren ? No; the Government wanted the
services of their soldiers, and we have seen with pleasure 700 of our
coun'rymen answering at roll-call. If Mr. Laflamme would only speak
honestly, lie would tell us that when he was a Minister, hie colleague,
Mr. Mille, in 1875 or 1876 told the half-breeds, in answer to their
petitions, that they had no more rights than tbe white settlers. At that
time there was only one French Canadian in the North-West Commis.
sion. It was alse that same Government who appointed Richardson as
magistrate, besause he was noted for hie hatred against French
Canadians. While Sir John was giving $5,000 to Riel to allow him to
escape, Mr. Blake was offering $5,000 for Riel's head. This fact alone
makes it easy to establish the difference between both parties and to see
on which side our friends are."
My hon. friand has also referred to His Lordship the Arch-
bishop of St. Boniface. He las said that the policy of this
Government has been most severely condemned by that
prelate. It is true, in a memorial published lately, His
Lordship said that mistakes had been committed by both
parties; and if my hon. friend remembers a memorial
that was published at the beginning of the year 1879, he
will find that in that document that great apostle of the
North-West, who understands so well the administration of
public affairs in that great and important portion of the
Dominion, said that during the five years provious, during
the whole period of the Mackenzie Administration, nothing
had been done for the half-breeds of the North- West. My
hon. friend said that Riel, while on the other side of the
line, was a peaceful subject. This afternoon, I received a
few notes on the conduct of Riel while on the other side of
the line and an American subject, which shows he was a
born agitator, as even there he was a source of trouble and
disorder among bis own people. Here is a short memo-
randum which was communicated to me this afternoon :

" In 1878, Riel, who had been living a St. Ive, in Dakota, moved out
to Sun River, in Montana, where there was a large settlement of half-
breeds, many of whom came to thie settlement from Manitoba after the
troubles in 1869 and 1870.

"Riel opened a school at Sun River, and immediately began to take a
prominent part in all the actions of these half-breeds, assuming, as he
hasd one on all occasions, the leadership.

" The firet trouble among these half-breeds, after Riels arrival, was
in consequence of their refusing to pay duty on goode imported by then
from the North-West. The sheriff, Mr. Jno. Healy and two deputies
were sent from Fort Benton to confiscate the goode and furs of the half-
breeds, but tbey were captured and imprisoned by the half-breeds, and
were only released upon arrival of a body of American troops who des-
troyed the goode and furs in question.

" The next trouble with which Riel dragged these Sun River half-
breeds was in connection with the territorial elections, Riel claimed
that hie followers &ere entitled to vote and upon being refused by the
authorities, he established a polling place in the settlement and recorded
the half-breed votes. For this offence he was arrested and imprisoned
at Fort Benton, Montana, and the writer has been told by the authori-
ties at Fort Benton that he was a constant element of trouble during his
residence among these half-breeds, and further, that up to the time of
Riel's arrival in the settlement they had not had any trouble with these
people."
This document demonstrates fally that at all times, not
only in Canada but on the other side, Riel was a souroe of

3$14



COMMONS DEBATES.
trouble and disorder among the half-breeds. My bon. friend
referred to the case of Jackson, making the very same argu-
ment whieh was advanced the other day by the hon. mom-
ber for Quebec East (Mr. Laurier), in order to try to make
the people believe that while on the one hand Riel was
banged because ho had taken a prominent part in the
troubles of the North-West, Jackson, on the other band, who
was one of the chiefrebels, was discharged on the ground
of lunacy, because he was not a French Canadiant;

" We have it nov as a fact of history that while Riel was inducing
that rebellion, he chose as his chief adviser and secretary, a man
notoriously insane, William Joseph Jackson, who signed his letters and
Orders inCouncil. Will it be pretented by any man that if Riel had
been in bis senses, if he had a sane and discerning mind, he would have
aceepted an Insane man as bis chief adviser? Why did this not strike
hon. gentlemen opposite? One of the things which we in Lower
Canada have felt as deeply as we have ever felt anything is that we
have believed that the measure of justice which was extended to William
Joseph Jackson was not the same measure of justice which was extended
to Louis Riel."

Further, the hon. member for Quebec East (Kr. Laurier),
quoted the testimony of Dr. Jukes, given at Regina at the
trial of Jackson, but the hon. gentleman stopped at a very
interesting point. If ho had continued, ho would have
informed the House that Dr. Jukes had said in his testi-
mony, in addition to the portion quoted by the hon. gentle.
man, "that ho understood from Riel that Jackson was put
in confinement for insanity." That disposes of the contention
that Jackson had always- been chief adviser and secretary
for Louis Riel. He acted as such as long as ho was not
insane, but as soon as he was discovered to b inpane, ho
was put in custody. This fact, which is an important one,
bas been fully established by the brother of Jackson, in the
evidence he gave dnring the trial of Riel at Regina.
But the hon. member for Quebec East had taken the trouble
to read that portion, ho would mot bav.e lead u4 to believe
that Jackson was chosen by Riel and kept by him whilst
insane, That inference is contradicted by his brother:

"Q. Had you any conversation with him ?-A. I had.
"Q. This was where ?-A. On the south side of the river.
"Q. You had a talk with him about your brother ?-A. Yes.
"Q. Did hé say what was the matter with your brother?-A. He said

he was sick, hé said his mind was affected, he said it was a judgment on
him for opposing him.

"Q. le cnmed to know his minidl wés aff'cttd?- &. Yes.
'Q Did you find his mind affected ?-A. I did.
"Q. How are they considering him, as a sane or insane man?-A.

Allowing him bis own way, but they have a guard over him
i Q. Did Riel speak as to what was best to do with him, of what they

were doing with him ?-A. Yes, hé thought he would improve there, but
I applied for pei mission to get hm away. Riel said hewas getting along
ve7 ncely there and that ho wonld recovér,

'Q. Re did not let you take him away ?-A. No, he refused to do so.
"Q. Then did you make any formal application to get him away 7-

Ai 1 did to thé coun cil.
4 Q. And it w refused I believe ?-A. Yes, it was refused.
"Q What kept yonin thecamp?-A. They refused to let me go or

my brother either."

That dieposes of the contention of the hon, gentlemen oppo.
site about Jackson. Now we have been told that Riel, in
asking $35000 from the Government, wanted to establish a
newspaper. That bas been stated by only one witness,
Chrles Nolin, whilst the other witnesses have not at all
mentioned it. The hon. member for Beauharnois has
strongly contended that the Government bave executed a
mgd man, and referred to the speech dolivered by the
leader of the Opposition, the other day as convincing on
this point; but it is difficult to understand why the leader
of the Opposition, after contending, during five hours,
that Riel was insane, should produce a letter from one of
tho jurors stating that in rendering the verdict they con-
sidered him insane and perfectly responsible for his acts.,
That letter destroyed entirely the conviction that Riel Was
insane; and, besides, we may fairly ask that if Riel ever
becomes insane, is not the leader of the Opposition greatly
responsible for his insanity? Io ho not the sane hon.j
gentleman who, in Toronto, fought as a membor of the

Opposition and tried to destroy the Sandfield Macdonald
Administration because they were not prepared to offer a
bounty for the blood of Riel ? Is ho not the same hon. gentle-
man who, when in power, offered ihe prizo of $5,000 for the
headof Riel? And it was whon he was chased by the dete-
tives of thehon.gentleman's Government,tempted by the prize
offered to them, when ho was chased from one place to the
other, from one locality to the other, fr,>m one hospitable
bone to the other, that ho became insane, according to some,
though,tif I believe the evidence which bas been produced
to-night, hé never became insane at all. My hon. friend,
the member for Beauharnois (Wr. Bergeron), bas spoken of
the judge who tried Riel at Regina, but ho bas forgntten
that that jndge was appointed by the present leader of the
Opposition in 1877; and, when that appointment was dis-
cussed by the louse in 1878, the hon. member for Bothwell
said that Mr. 1Rihardson was a member of the bar and had
occupied a prominent position in the office of the Minister
of Justice before ho was appointed stipendiary magistrate,
and Mr. Blake, then Minister of Justice, made some remarks
to the same effect. The hon. member for Beauharnois has
also referred to the agitation which was going on in the
Province of Quebec for some time about Riel. In that con-
nection, perbaps the House would like to know what was
then the opinion of the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Mills) who is one of the stars on the other side of the
House. That gentleman said :

" The position of the Province of Quebec on the subject of the trial
and conviction of Louis Riel is a puzzle to the great majority of the
people of this Province. They cannot understand how it is that the
vhole people of a Province like the Provir ce of Quebec should come
to the rescue of Riel. and should put forward such extreme effots to lave
bim from the fate to which he ha3 bénu coniemned. Neither the consti-
tution of the court nor those superintending can exolain the matter.
There was no complaint as to the constitution of any court when Riel
was charged with the murder of Thomas Scott, and yet the people of
the Province of Quebec were quite as much interested in reference to
Riel then as hey are now. It was not for one moment then supposed
that Riel was insane, and yet his pardon was qite as fiercely demanded
then as it is at this moment. WA do not think the question of resoonsibi-
lity or irresnonsibility bas anything whatever to do with the phenono-
mon tbat public opinion presents at this tine in our sister Province. It
would be a singularly unfortunate condition of things if in the adminis-
trat on of justice it should become the rule in Quebec that no one of
French blood should suifer capitally for any wrong done to one of ano-
ther race, and yet we have something very much like this peculiarity laid
down in the neighboring Province. But what we would desiré to have
elarly seen is tha' the question of insanity or irregularity of the trial
does not move the Province of Quebec; what ls determined upon is,
that he h sane or insane, whether his trial be regular or irregular, hé
shall not be held accountable, because his white ancestors were of French
origin."

The hon. member for Beauharnois had also referred to a
meeting held a few weeks ago in the town of St. Jérôme,
in the county of Terrebonne, which is so well and ably
represented by the hon. thé Secretary of State. Hé stated
that thé Secretary of State and the Minister of Justice
recoived on that occasion sucb a cold reception from the
citizens of the county of Terrebonne that thé Secretary of
State was obliged to leave the meeting before its close.
Well, I was myseif present at that meeting, and I wish to
give the most complete denial to the assertion of the hon.
member for Beauharnois. I was an eye witness, while my
hon. friend was not even at the meeting. Hé arrived there,
but a little too late ; the proceedings were almost over. Tar
from being a fiasco, as contended by my hon. friend from
Beauharnois, I have no hesitation in saying that that
meeting, at which 4,000 or 5,000 people were present, was
one of the Most enthuiastie meetings ever held in the
county of Terrebonne, where the Secretary of State is
deservedly so popular; and I have no hésitation in
prodicting, that if my hon. friend, thé Secretary
of State, is a candidate next time there is an
election in that county, hé will be returned by a majority
of at least 500 or 600. My hon. friend fron
Beauharnois has aise referred to the election which has just
taken place in the county of Drummond and Arthabaska.
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With all the zeal of a convert, he is delighted at the result
of that election, he is cheered because a Liberal has been
elected thore. Well, after all, that victory is not such a
great victory. Who was the member for thatlcounty during
the last Session of the Provincial Legislature of Quebec?
Was it not Mr. Watts, a Liberal, and why did Mr. Watts
give up his seat ? It was because he could not endorse the
so called national agitation in the Province of Quebec, it
was because he refused to endorse the policy and the conduct
of the hon. member for Quebec East (&fr. Laurier), Ind the
other gentlemen who lead that party in the Province cf
Quebec, and so be resigned, and anotherLiberal has been
elected to day to take his place. It is true that the county
of Lotbinière was carried the other day by the Liberal
party by a majority of 56. Well, that county bas always
been one of the strongest counties of the Liberal party since
Confederation. They u4ed to carry the elections in that
county by majorities varying from 200 to 500. At the last
election, it was carried by a very reduced majority-a little
over 50-and I feel con fi ent that, at the next election, that
county will be represented by a Conservative in the Local
Legislature.

Mr. COOK. What was the majority in Drummond and
Arthabaska ?

Mr. TASSÉ. I confess it is a great majority. I do not
know exactly what the numbers are. Perhaps my hon.
friend is better informed and can give me the figures. I
have no sympathy with the parti national. I believe in the
maintenance of the present parties. I know that the mem-
ber for Quebec East bas been desirous to suppress the Con-
servatives and the Liberals in the Province of Quebec in
order to build up a great party to be called the parti national
But, Sir, I bave not the slightest sympathy for the estab-
lishment of such a party as the parti national. I believe in
the Conservative party; I believe in the leadership of Sir
John A. Macdonald. I have the fullest confidence in the
ability, in the honesty, statesmanship of all the members of
the Administration, and to-night I am prepared to vote for
the continuation of that Government that have done so much
good for the country.

Mr. MITCHELL. I appreciate too well how I feel
myself, and bow all the hon, gentlemen around me feel, to
think of inflictingl upon them a speech at this late hour of
the evening. I understand that an agreement bas been
come to, if a vote is reached on this question to-night, to
adjourn the House until Monday next. I shall not discuss
this question at present, but I will take an opportunity at
an early day, on another question which I see upon the
notice paper, to give my reasons for the vote I shall give
upon this occasion. But I have too much consideration for
the House to give my roasons to-nigh t, and I could scarcely
do so with justice to myself without taking up too much
time. I will merely say this, that I have paired with the
leader of the Government upon this question, and therefore
the House will understand that if I had voted, I should
vote against the provious question and in favor of the
motion of the hon. member for Montmagny (Mr. Landry)
I make this statement in order that I may not be misunder-
stood in the country. I shall give my reasons for it
when the question comes up upon the motion in rela-
tion to North.West affairs. The feelings I entertain
about this whole question of the Administration of
the North-West are not feelings of to-day. I have
entertained them for the last three years, sud when
the hon. member for West Durham made bis motion last
year for the appointment of a commnittee to enquire into the
administration of affairs in the North Wet, the House will
recollect that I followed Sir John A. Macdonald, who
replied to the leader of the Opposition, and stated that
while I opposed the motion, I did it upon the ground that
while insurrection was ripe in that land, it was no time to

Mr. TAss.

put the Government upon its trial, but that if the hon. gen-
tleman would bring up his motion next Session, I would
give my hearty support to have the fullest investigation
into the management of affairs in the North-West; and
when that motion comes up, which is now on the paper, I
will give my reason for this vote.

Mr. LABROSSE. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker: I have
seconded the motion of my lon. friend the member for
Montmagny (Mir. Landry), and I deem it my duty to state
in a few words what are my reasons for taking that posi.
tion. At this advanced stage of the debate I shall not
detain the House very long. I will simply give a brief
account of the reasons which have induced me to give the
vote which I shall record on the question about to be sub-
mitted to the House. As soon as the execution of Riel
became known, I protested against this act of useless
cruelty. It appeared to me that Riel's trial had been more
severe than that of the other prisoners; that the means
and delay necessary to bring his witnesses were not granted
to him after having promised to protect him and after hav-
ing asked him to surrender; that the magistrate who pre-
sided over the trial was not qualified to net, being a Gov-
ernment officer and dependent on the Administration; that
the jury bad been packed; that Riel was charged with
crime which is no longer punished by death in civilised
countries; that the jury had recommended him to mercy,
although Riel did not belong to the saine race or creed as
the jurymen; that the respites granted to Riel could only
increase the tortures of bis agony; that his madness was
evident; that a commutation would have been more just
and more satisfactory to the public than appeals on points
of law. Riel only came to this country at the request of
his friends to help bis countrymen to obtain justice. Once
in the country the excitement brought back to him these
derangements of the brain which made him commit absur-
dities, lamentable acts, in the name of divine inspiration,
in the name of spirits with whom he believed he was in
communication. The fact that we threatened to give the
half-breeds bullets for an answer precipitated the out-
break, and our troops fired first instead of trying to pacify
the people with a knowledge of these facts. The press of
the whole civilised world was moved into asking an act of
clemency. The Government chose to listen to those who
wished to punish the murder of Scott for the second time.
After having promised a medical commission to enquire
into the present and previous madness of Louis Riel, the
Government decided to bang him, and then appointed doc-
tors who were public officers, dependent on the Govern-
ment, and not specialists. Nevertheless, their report vir-
tually comes to the conclusion that Riel was insane as re-
gards religious and political questions, but the Government
took no notice of that fact. During that time, as though
it was mecant to prevent Riel's friends from giving further
proof of bis madness, the people were deceived by all sorts
of promises in the officiai press, by statements to the effect
that he would not be hung. Finally, and in spite of all,
Riel was hung, and the organs of the Ministers, after hav-
ing predicied the national agitation, hafé created it,
fomented it, and guided it as though their object
had been to incriminate the Government as much as
possible. Therefore the Government have only themselves
to thank if, after supporting it for thirty years I find my-
self in the painful duty to condemn them as regards the
North-West rebellion, which has caused the loss of more
than two hundred lives, I do not know how many millions
of dollars, and which bas brought with it the doleful event
which took place on the scaffold at Regina. Mr. Speaker,
the discussion which took place here bas only confirmed me
in my opinion, and although I regret to do so 1 shall dissent
from the Ministers on the question now submitted to the
House.
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Mr. MoMULLEN. I have listened with a great deal of
attention to the lucid aad able addresses of the leader of the
Opposition, as well as to those on the other side of the
fHouse, and I cannot satisfy my mind as to whether Riel
was insane or not. The Government have assumed the
responsibility of carrying out the execution, but I am not
willing either to share that responsibility or to condemn it.
If they were actuated by pure and patriotic motives, I have
nothing to say; but if they were actuated by other motives,
it was wrong. I can say with the hon. gentleman who has
just spoken, that when we reach the discussion of North-
West affaire, I shall give my views fully on the whole
question.

Mr. LISTER. I ask the indulgence of the flouse for a
moment while I give my reason for the vote I am about to
give. The hon. Minister of Public Works declared to this
House that the motion was one of non-confidence, and that
it would be so accepted by the Government. I desire to
say to this House that I have no confidence in- this
Administration, I never had any confidence in it, and for
that reason I feel it my duty, representing the county I do,
to vote in favor of the resolution of the hon. member for
Montmagny (Mr. Landry). I desire to state that the
Governrment in pursuing the course they have done, have
proclaimed themselves cowards. They have gagged this
discussion by preventing any amendment to the motion of
censure, and they will be so judged by the country when
they come to appeal to the country. Apart altogether from
the execution of Louis Riel, I feel it my duty to vote want
of confidenQe in this Government, and I am going to de it
to-night.

Mr. CAMERO1 (Middlesex). I desire to say that I
accept the challenge that has been thrown down by the
Minister of Public Works. I have determined, Sir, that the
Government does not deserve the confidence of this House,
and so I shall record my vote. I believe that we cannot
dissociate the general administration of affaire in the North
West from the vote that is now to be taken; and much as
we may endeavor to confine it to the particular language
that is used in the motion of the hon. member for Mont.
magny (Mr.Landry), I still consider that the whole adminis-
tration of the Government is upon trial, and believing, as I
sincerely do, that the Administration has been in the high-
est degree inimical to the best interest of this country, I
shail so record my vote.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny.) I rise to make a personal
explanation. The hon. member for L'Islet (Mr. Casgrain)
read yesterday to the House a declaration that was sent to
him by a political opponent of mine in the county I repre-
sent. I would ask the hon. member for L'Islet if he believes
the statement he made yesterday.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I do, Sir.
Mr. LANDRY. Well, if the hon. member for L'Islet is

willing, I will play my seat against his, and if I am not
able to prove that since the 16th September I have always
followed the same line of conduct that I have assumed here,
I will resign my seat, and if the hon. member for L'Islet
can prove what he stated yesterday by that solemn declara-
tion, which is untrue-

Mr. SPEAKER. Order.
Mr. LANDRY. The declaration is an untruth.

Mr. SPEAKER. I think it is better for the hon. gentle-
man to avoid any personal insinuations.

Mr. LANDRY. Perhaps I did not express myself very(
well. The hon. member for L'Islet read a declaration to
this louse, and I say that declaration is an untruth. He
read a solemn declaration from a man who is supposed to
have asisted at a meeting, and he declares that he asisted

only part of the time. He gave his declaration of what I
said there. Sir, I pronounced there the same speech that
I pronounced here, the same speech as I pronounced on the
22nd November last, blamning the action of the Govern.
ment for the reasons alleged in my speech delivered in this
House at the opening of this debate. This is the only
explanation I desire to offer to the House, and I offer it in
order that it may be well understood that I have not
changed ny opinions at all and that I have always fol.
lowed the same line of conduct, and I will challenge the
hon. member for L'Islet (Mîr. Casgrain) if he is willing, to
place my seat against his.

Hlouse divided on amendment of
that the question be now put.

Messieuri

Sir Hector Langevin,

Abbott, Fortin, Orton,
Allison, Foster, Ouimet,
Bain (Soulanges), Gagné, Paint,
Baker (Missisquoi), Gault, Patterson (Essex),
Baker (Victoria), Gordon, Pinsonnault,
Barker, Grandbois, Pope,
Barnard, Guillet, Pruyn,
Beaty, lackett, Reid,
Bell, Haggart, Riopel,
Benoit, .Hall, Robertson (Hamilton),
Bergin, Hay, Robertson (Hastings),
Billy, Hesson, Ross,
Blondeau, Hickey, Royal,
Bossé, Hilliard, Rykert,
Bourbeau, Homer, Scott,
Bowell, Hurteau, Shakespeare,
Bryson, Ives, Shanly,
Burnham, Jamieson, 8mall,
Burns, Jenkins, 8myth,
Cameron (inverness), Kaulbach, Sproule,
Campbell (Victoria), Kilvert, Stairs,
Carling, Kinney, Taschereau,
Caron, Kranz, Tassé,
Chapleau, Labrosse, Taylor,
oimon, Landry (Kent), Temple,
Cochrane, Landry (Montmagny), Thompson (Antigonish)
Colby, Langevin, Townshend,
Costigan, Lesage, Tupper,
Coughlin, Mac ionald (King's) Tyrwhitt,
uurran, Mackintosh, Valin,
Cuthbert, Macmaster, Vanase,
Daly, Macmillan (Kfiddlesex),Wallace (Albert),
Dawson, McCallum, Wallace (York),
Desa alniers (St Maurice)McCarthy, Ward,
Dickinson, McDougall (Pictou), White (Oardwell),
Dodd, McDougall(Uap Breton), White (Hastings),
Dugas, McGreevy, White (Renfrew),
Dundas, McLelan, Wigle,
Everett, Massue, Wood (Brockville),
Farrow, Moffat, Wood (Westmoreland),
Perguson ([eed8&Gren)Montplaisir, Woodworth,
Ferguson (Welland), O'Brien, Wright.-126.

Messieurs

Allen,
Amyot,
Armstrong,
Auger,
Bain (Wenworth),
Bécehard,
Bergeron,
Bernier,
Blake,
Bourassa,
Burpee,
Cameron (Huron),
Cameron (Middlerex),
CJampbell (Renfrew),
Cartwright,
Casey,
Casgrain,
Charlton,
Cook,
Coursol,
Daoust,
Davies,

Dupont,

Fis er,
Forbes,
Gaudet,
Geoffrlone
Gigault,
Gillmor,
Girouard,
Glen,
Guay,
Gulbault,
Guun
Harley,
Holton,
Innes,
Irvine,
Jackson,

ing,
Landerkin,
Langelie;r,

Livinguton,
Mackenizie,
McMillan (Vaudreuil),
McOraney,
Meintyre,
Mille,
Mulock,
Paterson (Brant),
Platt,

Ray
Robertson (Shelburne)

Seriver (
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce"'
Springer, I

Sutherland (Oxford),
Trow,

Watson,
Weldon,
W@l,
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De St. Georges, Laurier,
Desaulniers (Mauk'ngé),Lister,
Desjardins,

PAIU:
For

Sir John A. Macdonald,

Wilson,
T'eo. -43.

Against.
Mr. Mitchell.

Amendment agreed to.

louse divided on motion (Mr. Landry, Montmagny):

Yais:

Messieurs

Allen,
.Amyot,
Armstrong,
Auger,
Bain (Soulanges),
Béehard,
Bergeron,
Bernier,
Blake,
Bourassa,
Cameron (Huron),
Cameron (Middlesex),
Campbell (Renfr.w),
Casey,
Oas rain,
cook,
Ooursol,
Daonut,

De St. Georges, Landerkin,
Desaulniers (Mask'ngé),Landry (Montmagny),
Desjardins, Langelier,
Dupont, Laurier,
Edgar, Lister,
f orbes, McMillan (Vaudreuil),
Gaudet, McIntyre,
Geoffrion, Massue,
Gigault, Mille,
Girouard, Ouimet,
Glen, Rinfret,
Guay, Robertson (Shelburne),
Guilbault, Somerville (Bruce),
Harley, Trow,
Bolton, Vail,
Kirk, Weldon,
Labrosse, Wels.-12.

NAY&:

Messieurs

Abbott, Gagné, Paterson (Brant),
Allison, Gault, Patterson (Essex),
Bain (Wentworth), Gillmor, Pinsonneault,
Baker (Missisquoi), Gordon, Platt,
Baker (Victoria), Grandbois, Pope,
Barker, Guillet, Pruyn,
Barnard, Gunn, Ray
Beaty, Hackett, Reid,
Bell, Haggart, Riopel,
Benoit, Hal, Robertson (Hamilton),
Bergin, Hay, Robertson (Hasting),
Billy, Hesson, Ross,
Blondeau, Rickey, Royal,
Bossé, Hilliard, Rykert,
Bourbeau, Homer, Scott,
Bowell, Hurteau, Scriver,
Bryson, Innes, Shakespeare,
Burnham, Irvine, Shanly,
Burns, Ives, Small,
Burpee, Jackson, Smyth,
Cameron (Inverness), Jamiesan, Somerville (Brant),
Campbell (Victoria), Jenkine, Spri g er,
Carling, Kaulbach, tproule,
Caron, Kilvert, Stairs,
Cartwright, King, Sutherland (Oxford),
Chapleau, Kinney, Taschereau,
Charlton, Kranz, Tassé,
Cimon, Landry (Kent), Taylor,
Cochrane, Langevin, Temple,
Colby, Lesage, Thompson (Antigonish)
Costigan, Livingston, Townshend,
Ooughlin, Macdonald (King's), Tupper,
Ourran, Mackenzie, Tyrwhitt,
Outhbert, Mackintosh, Valin,
Daly, Macmaster, Vanasse,
-Davies, Macmillan (Middlesex), Wallace (Albert)
Dawson, McCallum, Wallace (York),
Desaulniers (St.Maurioe)Mcoarthy, Ward,
Dickinson, McCraney, Watson,
Dodd, McDougald (Pictou), White (Cardweil),
Dugas, McDougall (O. Breton),White (Hastings),
Dundas, McGreevy, White (Renfrew),
Everett, McLelan, Wigle,
Farrow, Moffat, Wilson,
Ferguson(Leeds&Gren),Montplaisir, Wood (Brockville),
Ferguson (Welland), Mulock, Woo i (Westmoteland),
Fielher, O'Brien, Woodworth,
Fortin, Orton, Wright.-146.
Foster, Paint,

PAIMs:

Mr. Mitchell.
Motion negatived.

Mr. LANDaR (Montmagny),

Againt,
Sir Joha A. Xacdonald.

ADJOURNMENT.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved that when the lousé
adjourns, it do stand adjourned to Monday net at 3 p.,m.

Motion agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM RIS EXCELLENCY.

Mr. McLELAN presented a Message from Ris Excellency
the Governor General.

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

The Governor General transmits to the House of Commons, Batimates
ýof sums required for the service of the Dominion for the year ending
;30th June, 1887, and in accordance with the rovisions of "The British
North America Act, 1867," the Governor General recommends these
Estimates to the fouse of Oommons."
GOVERNMENT beOUs,

OTTAwA, 24th Maroh, 1888.

Sir IIEC1'OR LANGEYIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to: and the House adjourned at 3.05 a.m.,
Thursday.

HIOUSE OF COMMONS.

MoNDAT, 29th Maroh, 1886.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 64) to amend the Act incorporating the Pioton
Ooal and Iron Company.-(Mr. Stairs.)

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 6i) respecting the Canadian Copper Company.
-(Mr. White, Hastings.)

Bill (No. 62) respecting the Anglo-American Iron Com-
pany.-(Mr. White, Hastings.)

Bi Il (No. 63) to incorporate the Rock Lake, Souris and
Brandon Railway Company.-(Mir. SmaiL.)

MESSAGE FPtOM MIS EXCELLENCY.I

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN presented a Message from
His Excellency.

Mr. SPEAKER read the message as follows:-
L ANSDOWNE.

The Governor General transmits to the louse of Comimons copiès of
clartain letters of a confidential character respecting the rebellion in the
lorth-West Territories, during the year 1885.
GOVUBNKENT HoUsE,

OTTAw, 29th March, 1886.

CANADIAN PACtFIC RAILWAY-LEASED LINES.

Mr. GLEN asked, What amounts have to be paid by
the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company annually, as rent
or interest, on the several lines owned or leased by them
and covered by the mortgage given by them to the Dômin-
ion of Canada ? How much of the said amounts are entitled
to be paid out of the earnings of the said leased or purchas-
ed lines before the surplus earnings can be applied in pay-
Ment of interest due to the Government?

Mr. POPE. It is Vite impossible for me to answer that
estionà, as I have no information from the Canadiai 1acifio
Biway Oompany on the subject.
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THE NOIRTH-WEST DISTURBANCE-BATTLE OF

BATOCHE.

Mr. TROW for Mr. CAsey, asked, Has any report been
received by the Government fron the officer second in
command at Batoche ? If so, will the Government lay it
before the House, and when ? If not, why bas the usage
of the service, requiring such report, not been observed ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. No such report has been made,
it being an unheard-of proceeding, and contrary to all
military usage.

PRICE OF PRE-EMPTIONS IN MANITOBA.

Mr. WATSON asked, Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to reduce the price of pre-emptions in Manitoba to
one dollar per acre?

Mr. WHITE. It is not the intention of the Government
to reduce the price of pre-emptions in Manitoba to one
dollar per acre, but the question of pro omptions is at the
moment engaging the attention of the Governmunt.

NAVIGATION OF LAKE MANITOBA.

Mr. WATSON asked, Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to proceed with the dredging of White Mud River, and
in other ways improving the navigation of Lake Manitoba,
during the coming season ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is one of those matters
which are considered in connection with the Supplementary
Estimates; but I am not in a position to tedl the hon.
gentleman just now whether this work will be done or not.

NAVIGATION OF JEMSEG CREEK, N.B.

Mr. KING asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to improve the navigation of the Jemseg Creek,
outlet of Grand Lake, N.B., by dredging this year ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am obliged to give the
same answer to the hon. gentleman.

RAILWAY LANDS IN BRITISHI COLUMBIA.

Mr. GORDON asked, ias the Provincial Government of
British Columbia, while acting as the agent of this Govern-
rent, been authoriseci or instructed to withhold pre-emp-
tion records fron squatters or settlers on the Vancouver
Island Railway Reserve; such lands not being part of a
naval reserve, a military reserve, an Indian reserve, or an
Indian settlement? If so, under which clause of 47 Vic-
toria, chapter 6, commonly known as the Settlement Act,
has such authority or instructions been given? If no such
authority bas been given, will this Government imimediately
direct their agent (the Provincial Government) to issue, or
cause to be issued, pre-emption records to Samuel Wadding-
ton, a squatter on said lands since 1870; also to James
Harvey, executor to the late M. H. Jenkins, also a squatter
for eight or ten years before bis death; also to David Hog-
gan, a squatter since 1882; als to Thomas E. Peck, a
squatter since 1870; also to others in their order of applica-
tion and occupation who have applied for pre-emption re-
cords for land near Nanaimo, said lands not being covered
by a naval, military, or Indian reserve or Indian settlement ?

Mr. WHITE. The Provincial Government of British
Columbia has not been authorised or instructed to withhold
pre-emption records from squatters or settlers on the Van-
co ver Island Railway Reserve. As to the versons men-
tioned, the question is before the Department~of Justice at
this moment, whether they have a right to pre-emption re-
cords.

47

Mr. GO RDON asked, What is the amount paid to the
credit of the Receiver-General up to the 3ist of December
last, by the Provincial Government, under the provisions of
47 Victoria, chapter 6, section 7, sub-section 1? What
amount has been retained by the Provincial Government
for expenses (if any) for administering said lands for
purposes of settlement? lHas any sum or sums of money
been retained by them for covering the costs of surveys;
if so, what amount ? When will the surveys of the unsur-
veyed portion of said railway belt, now held by pre-emption,
or that may up to the 19th day of December, 1887, be
required for settlement for agricultural purposes, be com-
menced by the authority of this Government? When will
beits of timber (fit for milling purposes), as provided under
section 7, sub-section 4, of the before-recited Act, be defined,
and by whom? Has any price been fixed, either by the
Dominion Gavernment or by the railway company, for timber
or timber lands on the said railway belt; if so, what are the
rates and conditions ?

Mr. WHITE. No amount bas, up to date, been paid to
the credit of the -Receiver-Goneral by the Goverument of
British Columbia on this account. Mr. E. W. Wilmot, an
employee of the Department of the Interior, has been
detailed by the Government to commence these surveys,
and the Department is at this moment in correspondence
with Mr. Trutch, the Agent of the Government in the Pro-
vince, with a view to pressing the work as rapidly as
possible. These timber belts have not been defined up to
this date, and by whom they arc to be defined is a matter
of communication with thelProvincial authoritios. No price
has been fixed by the Dominion Government for timber or
timber lands in the Vancouver Island Railway bolt.

ESQUIMALT AND NANAIMO RAILWAY.

Mr. GORDON asked, Whother any portion of the
Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway bas been inspected by
an Engineer acting for and on behalf of the Dominion Gov-
ernment ? If so, whether any section or sections of said
railway have been accepted, and if any, whether the sub.
sidy earned thereby has been paid to the company in ac-
cordance with 47 Victoria, chapter 5, section 4 ? If not,
why not ?

Mr. POPE. It bas been inspected, but no portion has
been accepted. No portion of the subsidy has been paid
to the company for the reason that by the Act of last Ses-
sion a certain curvature was piovided for, and when the
railway was inspected it was found that the curvature was
mue) harper than the law required. Therefore, nothing
coul. be paid until the Act was amended, for which a Bill
is now before the louse. When it las passed this Bouse,
the money will be paid.

REPRESENTATION OF BRITISH COLUMBIA IN THE
DOMINION CA BINET.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE asked, Whether it is the intention
of the Govern ment to respect the claims of British Colum-
bia for representation in the Cabinet of the Dominion ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I muet request my hon.
friend to postpone this question until the First Minister is
in his seat.

THE DUTY ON R[CE.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE asked, Whether it is the intention
of the Government to increase the duty on rice ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I an afraid I cannot give
that information. Perhaps the hon. gentleman had botter
wait until the Minister of Finance states his views on
matters of this kind.
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IMMIGRATION AND EMIGRATION.

Mr. CHARLTON asked, What number of immigrants
are supposed to have settled in Canada during the year
1885?

Mr. CARL1NG. A similar question was asked a few days
ago, and the answer was given, I suppose during the
absence of the hon. gentleman. The supposed number is
79,169.

Mr. CHARLTON asked, What number of emigrants are
supposed to have gone from Canada and settled in the
United States in the year 1885 ?

Mr. CAR LING. No records are kept.

POPULATION OF KEEWATIN, MANITOBA AND
THE NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES

Mr. CHARLTON asked, What was the estimated popu-
lation of Keewatin, Manitoba and the North-West Territo-
ries at the close of the year 1885, and upon what data is the
estimate given ?

Mr. CARLING. The estimated population of Manitoba
was 125,000, arrived at for the purpose of the recent finan-
cial arrangements with th4t Province. No estimate was made
by the Government of the population of Keewatin and the
North-West Territories; but a census of the population of
the North-West Territories bas been taken, and the result
is before Parliament.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. LISTER) asked, 1. Whether the Gov-
ernment permitted the importation into Canada by the
Niagara White Grape ompany of Lockport, N.Y., of grape
vines known as "The Niagara " at a valuation of 1,5 cents
per vine ? And whether the Government is aware that such
vines are worLh 81.50 eacb, according to the price list of the
company ? 2. Whether the Government is aware that the
Customs authorities, after the sale by the company of the
vines to farmers and others, seized the same for under-
valuation ? If so, by whose authority were such seizures
made ? What action has been taken by the Department
with reference to such seizures ?

Mr. BOWELL. The Government has not permitted the
importation of the vines at the price named, but large
quantities were alleged to have been fraudulently under.
valued and entered at that price; on discovery of which
they wore seized. The Government is not aware that they
are worth $1.50 each ; the present actual value has not been
established, though it is claimed by seizing officers that
they are worth that figure or more. Tbe Govern ment is
aware of the seizure for under-valuation. Such seizures
have been made by or under authority of the officers who
had discovered the under-valuations, and the Department
bas notified the company of the seizure, and called upon it
for evidence in rebuttal of the charge, if such can be given.
The delay allowed by the Customs Act within which to
furnitsh evidence not having expired, no further action can
at prosent be taken.

IMPORTATIONS OF FIS11.

Mr. KIRK moved for:
.1-1- fi-gLu qun --yAavau-- I- AA, LUUiupu~~

dition, the depression is felt by every other industry in the
Province. That industry has been in a depressed condition
for the last year and is still in the same condition. This is
not due to a short catch of fish, but to low prices abroad.
The Government undertook, in 1879, to enact a law by
which they were to retain the markets of Canada for Cana.
dian products, on the cry raised in 1878 of "Canada for
the Canadians." In order to carry out this policy, very
high protective duties were imposed on many industries,
and our markets in that way were kept exclusively for
the products of this country, especially in manu.
facturing industries. This has not been the case as
regards fish. No efforts have been made to retain the mar.
kets of this country for fish caught by Canadian fishermen. I
do not believe in the policy of protection; I believe it has
done a vast amount of injury to this country; I believe it is
not the true policy to teach the people to lean upon the
Government for support, but the true policy is for the Gov-
ernment to teach the people to lean upon their own enter-
prise and individual effort. The National Policy has a
tendency to cause the people to lean upon the Government
for prosperity. In fact, hou. gentlemen opposite have taught
the people that if Parliament was good for anything it was
good to make the people prosperous by Act of Parliament.
We do not hear so much in these days of the cry "Canada
for the Canadians," simply because hon. gentlemen opposite
have seen the failure of their policy. Last year, when Parlia-
ment was in Session, a Bill was introduced for the purpose
of imposing a duty on fish imported from the United States
and also on fish coming from Newfoundland. I remember
that when this resolution was announced by the Finance
Minister, hon. gentlemen opposite cheered; but I find that
the Government, in deference to the influences brought to
bear upon them by merchants from Montreal, suspended
that portion of the law which applied to Newfound-
land, and Newfoundland fish has been allowed to
come in free of duty since the first of July.
I maintain that if the National Policy, if protection is
good for one industry, it ought to be good for another, and,
while this is to be the policy of this country, the fishing
industry should have the benefit of it as well as other in-
dustries. The people of this conntry pay 'millions
of dollars annually to protect their manufacturing indus-
tries, and the people interested in fishing pay a great deal
of that; but, notwithstanding the large amount which is
paid to protect the manufacturing industries, the total
exports of manufactures amonuted to only $3,794,226 last
year, while the export of fish amounted to about eight
million dollars, which shows of how much greater import-
ance the fishing industry is to the people of this country
than the manufacturing industry. Yet the manufacturing
industry receives a high protection, and the markets of the
country are kept for it, while the fishermen must look where
they can find it for a market. This is unfair to the fishing
industry, and the Government should not sacrifice the
interests of the Maritime Provinces to the merchants of
Montreal as they have done in this case; and if we believe
the representations from Halifax, they have done the same
thing in regard to the sugar interest of that city, which
they have sacrificed to the interest of the merchants of
Mon treal.

Mr. BOWELL. There is no objection to the motion.
Return showing the quantity and value of fish of ail Lkinds importedfrom the United States an i Newfoundland respectively, and the duty Mr. MITCHELL. I think that, in a matter of this im-

paid thereon, daring tue six months ending December 31st, 1885. portance, we ought to hear from the Treasury benches. It
Ie said : The fishirg industry is one of the large.st in is, I believe, in the position stated by the hon. member for
this country, exceeded only by the farming and lumber in- Guys.boro' (Mr. Kirk), at least what I could hear of his re-
dustry. The exports of fish during the last year, notwith- marks were in accurdance with the facts, but I do not know
standing the low price of that article abroad, amounted to that the Government are to blame ; I am not bere to defend
87,976,332, of wbich Nova Scotia exported more than one- them ; but I should hlke to hear them defend themselves,
batf, thus showing the importance of this industry to that and I believe they have a good defence. I believe the
Province. When the fishing industry is in a depressed con- Government did try to draw a distinction between the fish

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN.
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from Newfoundland and that coming from the lower ports-
think in the way of inspection-I do not think there was anr
duty ; but there was a correspondence, and I will not sayj
very angry correspondence, in reference to the subject, but'
hope some gentleman will move for that correspondenc
and will get it. There was some correspondence in whic]
the Government of Newfoundland informed the Govern
ment of Canada-

Mr. BOWELL. They passed an Act.
Mr. MITCHELL. I am glad to hear my hon. friend sar

that they passed an Act by which they discriminated, o
intended to discriminate, against the productions of Canada
against those of this country and other countries which ha<
any restrictions placed upon fishing within their waters. I d<
not recollect the ipsissima verba of this Act, but it is of such
importance that the whole matter should be brought befor
this House. I saw the other day that the Board of Trad
of Montreal either waited upon the Government or commu
nicated with the Government by means of resolutions, in
order to ascertain in what position the trade and commerce
of Canada stood with reference to the export to Newfound
land. The Government of Newfoundland passed an Act
wbich was to go into operation, I think, on the lst July, the
effect of which was to be such on the trade and commerce
of Canada that the Government of Canada had to take
back-water, and to allow the disputed points to remain in
suspense during that season. The Board of Trade of Mon.
treal asked the Government whether that state of things
still continued; and I think it is important to the trade and
commerce of this country to find ont what are the relations
between this Government and the Government of New-
foundland, especially in relation to the importing and the
inspecting of their fish coming into Canada; because, if
those relations are the same as last year, it amounts simply
to Vp armed neutrality-they have each suspended their
laws until something is arrived at, and itis time that some
means should be found to set these difficulties at rest, and
to allow gentlemen who are engaged in commerce between
the two countries to know what the state of the case is
between them.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. member for Northumberland
(Mr. Mitchell) has stated the case very nearly as it exists.
iHad he not risen as ho did, I intended simply to
reply to the hon. member for Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk) that
the statisties ho bas asked for would be brought down,
The state of affairs between Newfoundland and the Domin.
ion remain precisely as they have done since the 1st of
July last. The Act passed by the Newfoundland Legisla-
ture was of such a character as to destroy comparatively, by
its discriminating clauses, the intercourse and trade between
Canada and that Province. The Government, after mature
deliberation, came to the conclusion that it was botter to
hold in suspense that portion of the tariff which applied to
Newfoundland, until some mutual arrangement could be
come to between the Government of Newtoundland and the
Government of the Dominion. But, owing to the elections
which were going on, and the change of Governmont, and
varions other causes in Newfoundland, it was found impos-
sible to have that personal intercourse which was necessary
in order to come to some definite conclusion. It is true
that the President of the Board of Trade of Montreal waited
upon the Government, or upon myseif, as representing the
Governmont, in ordor to ascertain what course we intended
to pursue during the present seasor. I informed him that
matters would romain as they are, and that arrangements
could be made by thom for a continuance of their trade
until a botter arrangement was arrived at between the Gov-
ernment of Newfoundland and the Government of the
Dominion. We are in hopes that we eau establish those
mutual arrangements which formerly existed between us.
The hon. member for Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk) is wrong in

1 imagininog that the arrangements made wero altogether in
y the interests of the merchants of &ontreal. The ehippilng
a trade of that city and of his own Province (Nova Scotia)
1 is very important and should not be lost sight of ; and
oe that the exports are also vory important to ail the fisi.
h ing interests of Canada, to those of tho west as welI as to
>tiose of the east, and for tint roason we bolieved it to be

botter to allow the tariff to reinain in aboyance until
reciprocal arrangements could be established such as
existed iu the past. I think the flouse will concur in

Y the policy of tie Government, that in ail cases whoe you
r au open trade relations either with a colony of lier

Majesty or with a foreign State, where yon can recoive
d equal privileges, by being allowod to send to their markets
Seither the products of the soil or the products of the manu-
factories, it is to our advantago to obtain thoso markote;,

e and that if we can do so by securing privileges equal to
ethose given by us, it is our duty tu obtain them in every
-part of tho world.
1 Mr. MILLS. That is protection.

* Mr. BOWELL. That is protection.
Notion agrocd to.

THE MATTER 0F R0AERT STATUER.

Mr. WELDON moved for:
Copy of the papers useci before the Suproine Court of New Bruns-

wick in the matter of Robert Stather, a prisouer confiued in the Dor-
*chester Penitentiary, on an application for hi-i discbhirge, and the judg-

ments of the judges given in the matter on the 5th of .tarch instant.

*He said:; This is amatter of somo importance to the judiciary
of this country, sud more particularly to that of the Pro-

Pvince of New Brunswick, who have been reflected upon, and
the due administration of justice baîs been interfered witi.

*The prisoner in tuis case was indicted lu the Court of
Oyer and Terminer in Halifax, Nova Scotia, for falsifying
entries. The indictmeont was framed at common law,

1sud also upon Lie Statute of 1878. Tho party was tried at
ithe March sitting in 1884, and subsequently sentenced to
the penitentiary in Dorchester for a term of four years.
The certificate under wiich ho was imprisoned reads as fol.

lows"SCpn]CME COURT, 1884.
"Province of Nova Scotia, Halifax, S. S.

ro the Warden or Governor of aie Panitentiaiy et Dorcheater, in the
Province of .New Brunawick.

"Whereas Robert Stather, orflalifax, was, duririg the Mareh ait-
tinga of the Supreme court, indicted for making fraudulent entries and
fraudulent returna, and was found guiltY upon oaid indictMent, and
thereupon sentenced by the Court to be imprisoned at bard labor in the
penitentiary at Dorchester for the apace of four years.

IlNow, therefore, these are to requl re and command you to receive
the said Robert Stather into your custody and bimn to detain in the
said peitentiary for the saad period of tour years, iu conformi ty with
the terme of bis said sentence, and for which this shah l>e your sufficient
warrant.inteya

Il(L.S.) Dated st fHalifax, this foutoenth daY Of April,inteyaOf Our Lord one thousand eight hundred and eighty-foiir.
ciS. H. HULMES,

IClerk of the Court."
Upon tiat warrant ho was conveyed to tie penitentiary in
Dorchester. 1 may stato that the Act of 1878 is confined
entirely to persons in tho omploy of the Goverumeut, and
if they mako falso entries and returris hey are liable to a
punisiment of 8500 fine or twolve monthis imprisoument.
Whether that la a crime at common law or not is a matter
which it is not neces-ary for rue to discuss now, aithougli
I have a strong opinion on tint subjeot. The prisoner
remainod in the Dorchester Peuiteuiti,%ry, which i within
the bounds of Ntw Brunswick, and someLimo during
tie past winter application was made to a judgo of Lie
Supreme Court of New Braumnwick, for a writ of habeas
corpus, or, ratier, under tic Statute of New Brunswick,
an order in the nature of a writ of habeas corpus. Now, 1
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bay that the judge had a right to issue that writ, and the ambitious assumptions of Chief Justice Allan and his associates of

it has always been the duty of a judge to do so, more the New Brunswick bench. It is probable, to obviate this difficulty, that
wnde ~ the Minister of Justice bas done what he has, intending, doubtless, to

particularly under the Statute of Charles Il. This, we be- guard against future attempts of the same kind by explicit enactnent at
lieve, applies to every part of the British Empire, and under the present Session of Parliament."
it any man who is restrained of bis liberty shall have a
right to appeal to a court that his case may be Now, Sir, the Chief Justice who bas presided over that
enquired into. Under that Statute a severe penalty is court for twenty years, is a gentleman whose character,
imposed upon a judge who refuses to issue a writ. and position as a lawyer and as a man, stand equal to those
Mr. Justice Wetmore, in accordance with bis duty, issued of any judge in the Dominion of Canada. And so I say
that writ, and the return was made. His Honor then, feel- with regard to the other judges who were associated with
ing the importance of the question, referred this matter to him in this case. After they had discussed this matter
the fuil Supreme Court of New Brunswick. It was argued brought before them, they took time to consider, and on
in that court or. the 3rd of February last, by counsel on the 5thof March a majority of the judges, four out of six,
beha'f ot the party, and an agent of the Minister of Justice docided that the return was not sufficient, and ordered the
also appeared and undertook to sustain the return of the discharge of the prisoner. Those judges were Chief Justice
warden of the penitentiary. Now, Mr. Speaker, reflections Allan, Justice Wetmore, Justice Fraser and Justice Pal-
have been made upon the course adopted by the Supreme mer, Justice King being of a contrary opinion, and Justice
Court of New Brunswick, as if they had constituted them- Tuck holding that it was not withing the jurisdiction of the
selves a court of appeals from the Supreme Court of Nova court. This occurred while the matter was before the Supreme
S&otia. That I deny. 1 say no intention of that nature was Court of New Brunswick, a court which alone had jurisdic-
expressed by the court, nor was it for the purpose of criti- tion with respect to it, because there is no other court in
cising the decision of the Supremo Court of Nova Scotia the Dominion, cave and except the Supreme Court of
but it cinsidered the sentence-not the decision of the ful Canada, which bas the right to issue such a writ
bench of Nova Scotia, as i understand it, but simply the within the Province of New Brunswick. It is the bounden
decision of tbe judge at the Court of Oyer and Terminer. duty of every judge of that court, when applied to by any
The question simply was whether on the return produced person in the territory of New Brunswick, whose liberty is
by the warden of the penitentiary a proper cause of deten- restrained, to have the question investigated as to whether
tion had been made out by the Penitentiary Act: bu was rightfully detained or not, or whether the writ on

which he was detained had a sufficient warranty of law to
"Sheriff or deputy sheriff may convey to the penitentiary named .in deprive him of liberty and detain him in custody. Whatthe sentence any convict sentenced or liable to be imprisoned therein,

and shal deliver him to the warden thereof without any further warrant do we find ? We find that while this matter was being
than a copy of the sentence taken from the minutes of the court before fairly discussed by the judges of that court the Government
which the convict bas been tried, and certified by a judge or by the adopted a certain course. On the 19th February ah order
clerk or acting clerk oi such eourt

"40. Warden to receive into the penitentiary every convict legally was made by which this prisoner was removed from the
certified to him as sentenced to imprisoument therein, ani shall there Dorchester Penitentiarv to the Kingston Penitentiary, and
detain until the term be completed, or until he is otherwise discharged about 24th February the party was removed from New
in due course of law." Brunswick, out of the jurisdiction of the Province, into the
Now there is arother point which I wish to mention. When Province of Ontario, and beyond the jurisdiction and con-
a convict is removed fromonepenitentiary to another under a trol of the Supreme Court of New Brunswick. Had it been
warrant of the Secretary of State, the warden of the poni- taken under the old writ of habeas corpus, issuei under the
tentiary in which the party is confined shall, upon the Statute of Charles, under which it was provided that for the
production of the warrant, hand over the convict to the safety of the person whose liberty was restrained the court
officer producing the warrant, and a copy of the original should require not only that the writ should be returned,
conviction and sentence must also be handed to him, show- but that the party should bring the person into court, so as
ing that it was the object of the law that whether a party to place him under the control of the judges trying the
bu confined in a penitentiary or elsewhere, there should case, that this would not have happened which did happen
be a warrant and properly certified documents by which before the days of Charles Il, for in the reign of Charles I
the warden of the penitentiary, as well as any other per- -and it is the only instance I can find-when a writ of
son, shalh show why and wherefore the prisoner named is habeas corpus was issued respecting Sir John Elliott, the
restriuned of his liberty. Such was the po-ition of this King had him removed from custody; and I repeat that
case. The question before the Supreme Court of New that is the only instance in history where a party bas been
Burnswick was, whether there was sufficient justification so removed when the case was pending before the court.
in the return of the warden of the penitentiary to detain So, when the decision of the New Brunswick Court was
hila. But, Mr. Speaker, they have been attacked; and I given on 5th March, we find that, by the power given by
feel it my duty to say, in justice to the judges of the the Secretary of State's warrant, the party was removed.
Supreme Court, before whom 1 have had the houor to prac- The section under which he was removed is section 4 of the
tice for a number o years, that they do not, repudiate any Penitentiaries Act, which provides that the Government, on
action of theirs but they simply did what they believed to the warrant of the Secretary of State, may direct the re-
be their duty-not, as I said before, foi the purpose of moval of a convict from one penitentiary to another; and
criticising the action of the Supreme Court of Nova Scotia. the warden shall deliver him into the custody of the officer
In the Halifax Herald I fin i that serious charges are made producing the warrant, with a copy of the date of conviction.
against the 1New Brunswick courts, which I say are un- The convict was thus removed while the matter was
founded. You will find when yon corne to the decision of pending before the Supreme Court of New Brunswick,
the court that the judges expressly declared that they had while it was before the only tribunal which had a
no intention of interfering with the judgment of the; right to decide it, the only court in which a writ of habeas
Supreme Court of Nova Scotia. i find in the tHalifax Berald corpus could issue to persons confincd in New Brunswick, as,
of Mat ch 3rd, the following: - I believe, some difficulty bas arisen as to the jurisdiction of

"The Supreme Court of N w Brunswick, that by law bas no pre- the Supreme Court of Canada in regard to issuing writs of
eminence or authority whatever over Supreme C, urt of Nova Scotia, habeas corpus. Whether that power is vested in the Supreme
was attempting to do what was equivalent to reversing the sentence of Court of Canada, it is certain that the Supreme Court of
the latter. ' t It is a parent the t. ister of Justice i" New Brunswick possessed the right. In the United Statesnot prepa-red to concede this. Indeed, we judge that it is bis intention
to resist it, but until legislation is passed it might be difficult to curb th State Courts have no doubt as to their power in this

Mr. WELDON.
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regard, although there was some conflict of opinion as to
their power, and they have exercised that power when the
question as to the jurisdiction of the Federal Courts bas been
raised. So our Supreme Court of New Brrnswick had
clai med that under the law as it stood they had the right to
which I have referred. I contend that the court did not
exceed its jurisdiction and it was a just exorcise of its
power when they issued the writ on the application of the
individual in question, no matter who ho was or what ho
was. I have nothing to do with the merits of the
case; but this is a case of importance with respect to the
liberty of the subject. The Statute under which the
party was tried provided a penalty of £500 and imprisonment
for twelve months, under which the prisoner could not be
sent to penitentiary at Dorchester, because it is provided by
the Act that no one shall be admitted thore for less than two
years ; if so, this party had no right to be there. Whether ho
was guilty of the crime or not and whether the imprisonment
was warranted, no interference should have been made with
the court. As to the question whether by common law it
is a crime to make false entries in official books, it is not
necessary to discuss. It is a question which may be of
considerable importance in the investigation before the
judges, but the question is simply as to whether it was
right or wrong to interfere with the person when before
the recognised tribunal of the country, the only tribunal
which had a right to issue the writ, and because under the
wording of the provisions of the New Brunswick Act it was
mot necessary to produce the party with the return of the
writ. Had the old practice beenr followed, the individual
would have been in the custody of the court, and not in
that of the officer in charge. I felt it my duty to bring
this matter forward, not only in regard to what I consider
was an undue reflec.ion made on the Supreme Court of New
Brunswick, which has not the slightest justification, but also
because I consider this is a matter of some importance,
because there is no greater safeguard for the liberties of the
people than that by which every man bas a right to be
brought before a tribunal and have his case thoroughly
investigated by the court, to ascertain, not only that there
is justification for bis retention, but that he is detained on
the proper documents prescribed by law.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). There can be no objec-
tion whatever to the papers which my hon. friend desires
to have laid on the Table being brought down as soon as
possible. In fact, when the hon. gentleman put the notice
on the paper I caused application to be made for copies of1
the judgments of the Supreme Court of his Province, which
form a very important part of the set of documents which
the hon. gentleman requires. I not only acquiesce, there-
fore, in the motion which the bon. gentleman has made,
but I feel somewbat grateful to him for baving spoken to it,
inasmuch as he seems up to this moment to have labored
under an entirely erroneous impression as to what was really
involved in the action of the Department of Justice.
If the hon. gentleman has supposed- as I have no doubt ho
has-that any reflection wbatever upon the judiciary of his
Province was involved in the action which was taken with
regard to this convict, I am glad ho bas brought the mat-
ter to the notice of the flouse, because I shall not only be
able to explain to the satisfaction of the flouse that such is
not the case, but I think I shall be able to remove any
such impression from his mind. In the first place, ho las
discussed two or three matters which, of course, ho thought
were involved in these proceedings, but which are not in-
volved in them to the slightest extent. My bon. friend bas
discussed this matter as if the question of conflict between
two jurisdictions, that of the Supreme Court of New Bruns-
wick and that of the Supreme Court of Nova Scotia, was
involved. He discussed it from that point of view, and he
presented to the flouse an argument of this kind-that even

if such confûict were involved, it would not be improper to
sustain the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of New Bruns-
wick, because it was only reviewing the decision of a single
judge in the Province of Nova Scotia sitting at Oyer and Ter-
miner and not exercising the fill powers ot the court. I beg
to say as regards that point, that, although it is not involved
in this case at all, a judge holding a criminal court in the
Province of Nova Scotia, expressly and by Statute, exercises
the powers of the full court, and his ruling, his sentence,
his judgment and sentence, are as much the rulings and
judgments of the court, as if all the seven judges were
prosent. However, thore was not the slightest intention
in this case of testing the question of the jurisdiction of the
Supreme Court of New Brunswick, in adjudicating on an
application made to it by a prisoner in a penitentiary with-
in the limits of that Province, although at some day it
may become a serious question how far the jurisdiction may
extend of a court of one Province to release those persons
committed to the penitentiary in that Province by the
supreme tribunals of other Provinces. In this case, how-
ever, by the judgment of the Supreme Court of New
Brunswick, it was decided that the court had no such
jurisdiction, and the court expressly declined, according to
the reports which I have read of the judgmients dolivored
by the several judges, to affirm the principle that they
had any right to look into or review the proceedings before
the Supreme Court of Nova Scotia. Thon, as to what
those proceedings were, my hon. friend was slightly in
error. The common law offence was mot as he stated
it for irrogular or fraudulent entries, but it is what is tech-
nically known as fraud and breach of trust in office, and in.
volved something more than the more making of fraudulent
entries or returns. Ilowever, that is not material. It is true, as
my hon. friend says, that at a subsequent stage the regularity
of the sentence, trial, &c.,was attacked on the ground that the
sentence was excessive, and should only have been the sen-
tence involved in the statutoryoffence. I beg, however, to call
attention to the fact that the Supreme Court of Now
Brunswick practically decided that the proceelings at the
trial, the sentence, and everything else, were perfectly re-
gular and not excessive ; and that, thorefore, as regards
all the proceedings w ii took place before the Supreme
Court of Nova Scotia, everything was either perfectly
correct or unassailable, or, if they were supposed to be other-
wise, the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of New Bruns-
wick did not extend so far as to warrant that court in en-
quiring into the proceedings which took place before the
Supreme Court of Nova Scotia. I make the explanation
especially because some who have bostowed some pains
on the matter have published statements that the
removal of the convict was made in order to cover
up some defect connected with the trial, conviction and sen-
tence of the prisoner. 1, therefore, repeut that those pro-
ceedings, as far as they wore roviewed by the Supreme
Court of the Province of New Brunswick, wero pronounced
by several of the judges to be correct and rogular, and by
others it was decided that the Supreme Court of New
Brunswick could not make any review of them, even if
they were irrogular. The hon. gentleman has initimated
that in some of the journals which have taken up this ques-
tion in the Lower Provinces, reflections were made on the
right of the Supreme Court of New Brunswick to enquire
at ail into the imprisonment at any stage. However that
may be, I do not intend to enter upon any controversy in
which I would at all dispute their right to review what
took place with regard to any convict within their territo-
rial jurisdiction, and I do not propose to enter upon that
matter for the reason I have aLready stated-that it is not
properly involved in this question. My hon. friend noed
not have been very sensitive about the remarks which ho
considers were reflections made against the judiciary of his
Province, or have been at any trouble to cite precedents
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from the reign of King Charles, because if he had been pre-
pared to go a little moredeeplyinto the subject he would have
found that the reflections from the other side of the press were
still more vigorous, and he would have found far more recent
precedents were cited with regard to the infringement of
the liberty of the subject than any from the reign of King
Charles. I have been compared to a number of the Czars
and to other very objectionable monarchs of later times;
and 1 think, if the hon. gentleman will correct his brief and
will cite some precedents from the administration of crimi-
nal justice in Russia, he will find that bis brief will contain
far more vigorous precedents than those which he bas cited,
and botter gratify the tastes of those who have so
warmly criticised my conduct. The real point involved
is this: That after this person had been tried, con-
victed and sentenced, it became the duty of the clerk
of the court in Halifax to send with the constable
who took the prisoner to Dorchester Penitentiary a copy of
the sentence. It transpired that the clerk of that court did
not send what could strictly be considered a copy of the
sentence. Whon the counsel for this convict made his
application, under the Act relating to tbe liberty of the
subject, to the court of New Brunswick, a report
was made on his case by the counsel who looked into
the matter, and it was then discovered that, perhaps owing
to the unskilfulness of the particular officer who had,
from time to time, sent the copies of the sentences of
the prisoners, it was customary to send what was perbaps a
statement of the sentence in a very rough way, but not at all
a copy of the sentence-stated in such a way that iL would
appear from the face of the documents that the offonce for
which he was sent to the penitentiary was an indictable
offence at all. In this particular instance instead of the
return of commitment being a copy of the sentence, it
stated merely that it was a sentence for fraud, or something
of that kind. So the only objection which was taken and
decided upon in New Brunswick, and in respect of which
the New Brunswick Court proposed to entertain any
powers of review at all, was the document from the
clerk of the court at Halifax, after the sentence, in trans-
mitting the prisoner to the penitentiary. If we had
acquiesced in the principle which the hon. gentleman seems
to lay down, the moment these irregularities were dis-
covered, all the convicts from Halifax should have been set
at large,'but that, I think, would have been a very blameable
proceeding. What I did was to take proceeding- to have proper
warrants of commitment lodged with the warden at
Dorchester, in order that proper copies of sentences might
be recorded against those prisoners. It was doubtful, con-
sidering the stage of these proceedings, whether the docu-
ments could be sent so as to reacb Dorchester in time to pre-
vent Stather's liberation, and in time to present the new
warrant to the court. In order to obtain time to remedy
this purely clerical error of the office, it was deemed
-necessary, and I took the responsibility, to remove
him from fDorchester to another penitentiary. My
hon. friend will see, therefore, that the only irregu-
larity involved was the irregularity in connection
with the warrant of commitment, and not, as I pro-
sumo he inadvertently stated, of the certificate under which
he was sentenced. My hon. friend knows that when a
conviction is wrong or a warrant is defective, it is the
daily practice, under a writ of certiorari or habeas corpus or
other such wrt, to substitute a correct conviction
or warrant as the case may be; and that is precisely
what was done in this case and in the case of other
prisoners in the Dorchester Penitentiary in which the
warrants wero found defective. Thore was not necessarily
involved, although it was raised in the press, any question
as to the jurisdiction of the two courts, nor as to the regu-
larity of anything connected with the proceedings; and
I can assure my hon. friend at once, for the

Mr. THoMPsoN (Antigonish).

purpose of removing from his mind any suspicion
that there was any disposition to interfere with or reflect
on thejudiciary of his Province, that, whethee this prisoner
or any other happens to be at any time within the terri-
torial jarisdiction of the court or not, if the judgment
of a competent tribunal pronounces that h hias been im-
properly convicted, or that any defect exists with
regard to his case, which cannot and should not be
corrected, after review on appeal, if an appeal be open to
us, would not make me hesitate for a moment as to the pro-
priety of giving him his discharge. But if the error was, as
I still believe it was, a purely cierical one, which we had a
right to correct by the substitution of a warrant correct in
point of form, then I think we were bound to take all
proper stops, not to interfere with the administration of
criminal justice, but to forward criminal justice by prevent-
ing the eseape of the convict.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I must say that the statement
made by my hon. friend from St. John (Mr. Weldon) is a
startling statement, and I am bound to say that the
justification of the Minister of Justice is still more
startling. I did not understand my hon. friend to com-
plain that it was stated in the public press or elsewhere
that there was a confliet of opinion between the judges of
Nova Scotia and the judges of New Brunswick. That was
a matter of really no consequence, and did not form an
important element in the statement of my hon. friend. I
understand my hon. friend to complain that a British sub-
ject was indicted in one of the Courts of Oyer and Terminer
in the Province of Noea Seotia for an indictable offence,
and that he was convicted and sentenced by the court that
tried him; and it is said the sentence of the court was
improper, because it was in excess of the powers conferred
upon it by Statute. Af ter ho was sentenced and transferred
to a penitentiary in an adjacent Province, his lawyer dis-
covered that the sentence was in excess of the powers of
the court, and that the warrant of commitmont was iliegal,
and the latter point was so decided by the court.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I may inform my hon.
friend that such was not discovered, and such was not
decided by the Supreme Court of New Brunswick.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I understand that the coun-
sel for the prisoner discovered that the warrant under
which this prisoner was hold in durance in the penitentiary
of New Brunswick was a void warrant, and ho made the
application that every British subject las a right to make.
He applied to the Court within whose jurisdiction the pri-
soner was corfined-not to a single judge, but to the full
court of the Province of New Brunswick. The case was
argued by the counsel for the prisoner, and I suppose coun-
sel repre-ented the Crown ; and the full court gave a
judgment in favor of the prisoner, holding, as I understand,
that the warrant under which ho was committed to the
penitentiary of New Brunswick did not justify his retention
in that prison, the warrant being wholly illegal. The Min-
ister of Justice, he himseolf admits, took stops to remove
that prisoner from the jurisdiction of the court within
whose power ho then was and which had given the judgment.
Now, what was the object of removing the prisoner? The
hon. gentleman openly and candidly tells us the object was
actually to defeat the judgment of the Supreme Court of
New Brunswick. It does appear to me most extra-
ordinary that for the purpose of defeating the
judgment of a court, a British subject who is a prisoner
should be removed surreptitiously and secretly beyond the
jurisdiction of that court and sent to the penitentiary of
another Province. The hon. gentleman says it is a technical
objection. It is of no consequence whether it is technical
or not. In my opinion it is not technical; it is an objection
of substance. What was the man there for? HRe must have
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been there under some process, and if the process was illegal, clerical omission on the part of the clerk at Halifax iu the
if it was not justified by the practice of the courts, he should drawing out of the warrant of commital or certificate, was
not have been kept there, and the court of New Brunswick discussed at great ieDgth iu the Suprome Court of New
so decided. To evade that, and to get this man beyond the Brunswick, and that court did not core to an unanimous
judgment of the court, the Minister of Justice chose to judgment on the point raised. This is whore my bon.
remove him to Kingston Penitentiary. I say it is an friond feu into error; had ho known the circumstancos ho
unheard.of thing. I think I can challenge the Minister of would fot have given vont to the exciternnt ho oxhibitod.
Justice to point to another instance, in the'history of this or Amy hon. gentleman who understands the case will seo, as
any other country in the past 50 years,of such a thing having a lawyer, that if it was illegal for the Minister of Justioe to
been done. It is true that in cases of conviction where a take the course ho did, it cannot bo denied thatil that man
man's property may be imperilled, the convicting justice had been illeally deait with or illegally transforred from
has, under the Statute, the right to send in an amendod Dorchester, ho is net boyond the roach of the Iaw. Thecourt
conviction; but will the hon. gentleman point out a case of New Brunswick is not the ouly legal tribunal whero
where a man entitled to a discharge from the penitentiary redress, eaube had, sud the liborty of the subjeet vindi-
has a new warrant or commitment made out against him, cated. Kingston, Ont., is, 1 suppose, as Pafo a place as
and ho is thereunder retained in the penitentiary at the Dorchester, N.B., for any of ler Majestys sutJocts to roside
instance of the Minister, who, above all others, ought to iu; and 1 think my hon. friend will find tiere are tribunals
protect the liberty of the subject. It is an extraordinary ont of New Brunswick which wiIl take Caro, if necessary,
thing. I shall wait until the papers are brought down, and of bis friend the convict who has bocu sent frornDorchester
until we are able to discuss the case upon proper principles, to Kingston. Wheu hon, gentlemen opposite do take up
and with all the information before us, before I further the cases of convicts, they ought, at least, te ho gallant. lu
express my opinion as to the course the Government bas this case, the convict happons te bc a maie, and the hon.
seen fit to pursue in this case. Upon the Minister's own member for St. John (Mr. Weldon) must be aware that
statement, it is a proceeding wholly unjustifiable and last yoar, no less than sevon female prisonors we trans-
unwarranted. ferred frora Dorchester to Kingston. If ho will enquiro

Mr. TUJPEI. I bave been somewhat amused on pro. into their cases, i have ne dout hec will find sone lh"
vious occasions to notice that the hon. gentleman whe net dotted or tt's" not crossed in th certificates or war-
bas just spoken (Mr. Cameron, Huron) assumed a isiri- rants; and if their cases wore broug t up bore, tho hon.
lar appoaraxce of indignation under a certain misup membor for Huron (Mr. Ca eron)dd ould show that gros
preheusion of the facts, and thon, whon corrected, wou Id outrages were perpetrated on tho Illiberty of theo subjeet."
not alter in the slightostjthe indignation under which This gouse to wi h the hon. member for St. John (Mr.
ho appearod to labor. le bas risen again under Weldon) as appoaled, will do weoll te iresrve judgment
another misapprehonsion of the facts wf a case which until the papers are brought down.
hA basntnver studied, to whilh ho bas given ne
attention, judging from the remarks he has made. Yet hoe Mr. MILLS. The position taken by tchaton, gentleman
riscs under the supposition that an erronhous and illegal is an extraordinary one. Ho said tis flouse is ereoting
sentence lbas been passed on a man, and tînt the Minister itsolf into a court of review, itc, in fact, the ultimate
of Justice had undertaken wantouly and ln a high-hauded court of appeul, for the purpo ef considering judgnents
mannor to rectify the defécts duo te tic judgr- passed in the varions courts. Thei on. gentlhe an is mis-

taken. Tbe question raisd by my on. friend (Mr. Wel
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I did net say 5. don) and discussed by thc hon. member for West uron
Mr. TUPPER. And expresses bis indignation. Thi ;(r. Cameron) is nt tho action f a court, nt the pro-

hou, gentleman was correeted on that peint, the strongest prioty of the dcision cf a cortcither in Nova Sotia or New
ground upon which ho could have addrcssod the liusel h Brunswick, but the propriety o the action cf the Minister
the manner ho did, and baving beau corrected, iustead et of Justice acting as snch. What did ho do lu this ratter ?
sitting down and showing bis good senso and judgment, ho lintonrfrred with the prisoner who d suiedout a writ
went on te say it made ne différence wbether tic objection e habeas corpus, and whose case was boobro the court.
was a teclinical one or whether the defect was tecinical or The hon, gentleman knows that if the court cf New Bruns-
net. 1 was net surprised at tuis because Ihave noticod tint wick lad ated on ths, the prisonerswouwd have btns-u
unfortrnately, the bon. gentleman iferrt habit of allowing the custody of tc court,o Kad thc inister f Justice wuld
is botter udgmentto b carried away eaven upon legal que. not bave had the pewer t dowhat ho did. Wsat did th
ios wen startd o bis side cf the flouse. Thore is a curios Minister cf Justice do in anticipation cf tiactiono

spectacle afforded by the Opposition on taus point;tadon in courti? H fck the prisenereut of th jurisdiction cf tho
conectin with their action on a matter prtviously-nmder m court; ho put hlm wr( aero coud t avail himsolf t gits
discussion. We have bore, on the opposite side cf td ldouse, jurisdictio. What the Minister cf J stieo bas donecin
the champions of felons and convigas. Thore nt, it that case ho might de lu the case cf any other prsonr.
seois appeo a case u awhi h a man is sentenced t deathr Ts prisoner may net guilty. The question is whether,
or p mniteutiaryon whose sentence tus lofuse ws net t ub on the decision of that court, ho would n
coestituted at once a court of appeal. Now hon, gentlemeno Mntitled tSbedischarged. The Ministeho f Justice
cene forward te champion the case of this conviet on a ays ho wuld; but ay: :. will frusirate tc .decisien
point somewhat siuilarto th omission ofdotting ananextorraordincourt;y owil He thati Hus inoperativ
cressing a "11t," sud seek te invoko thc syrnpatby cf tbis, by putting the prisoner iu anothor penitcntiary whore the
liuse for their prots, under ti guise of being de- dciieon ca urt have any vifewt. Suppose ti case lad bnp-
fenderscftic hadliberty of tic asunjent." Th t expression pened in BritisdoColumbi, how would tc prisuor there
cvers a great deal, but thinu thore nover was a weakr bave been kept icustody by t s action on te part cf the
case than this where it eould bo called te service. Tic Minister? Suppose we asd but one peniten(tiMry, hw would
hon. gentleman mu ton very ignorant-for I wilnot tic Min ister have been ale to avail hi foser est hpower
say it was intentiodal-if the manner in whiche which ho find li nth Statute,o f removing tniote pro
this gnatter bas been dedt wth by he Suprene Court of frei the juridiction of e courtwhori ho was tried and
New Brunswick. had thc ho, gentleman who followed placing hi, luanother ponitentiary. No doubth is power
the mnover of the reisolution listened to the remarks t t was net given tete Minister cf Justice for any su mpur?
latter owould have known that this very mistake, this pose; ne eubt i wa net given for the purpose of frustrat-



COMMNONS DEBATES. MARcI 29,
ing the decision of a court or for rendering it inoperative.
But that is precisely what the Minister of Justice has done.
Instead of using his position to uphold and maintain the
authority of the courts, ho bas used it for the purpose of
rendering that authority nugatory. The hon. member
for Pictou (Xr. Tupper), talked about hon. gentlemen on
this side coming to the rescue of felons ; we are not coming
to the rescue of any felon, but we are seeking to uphold
the authority of the courts, and to see that the Government,
whieh ought to use its power for the purpose of
maintaining the authority of the courts, should not
use it for the purpose of frustrating the decisions
and determinatior.s of tbo courts. This prisoner
may or may not be a meritorious person ; ho
may be escaping on a more technicality; ho may be richly
deserving of a greater punishment than the decision of the
court would have carried into effect. That is altogether
beside the question. What the hon. gentleman has done
to-day, in the case of a prisoner who ho says is guilty, and
who was about to escape in consequence of a mistake on
the part of an officer of the court in the Province of
Nova Scotia, may be done to-morrow to anyone else.
My hon. friend has referred to the case of Sir John Eliot.
In that case the power of the Executive was used for
the purpose of impairing the administration of justice, and
in order to deprive an innocent man of his liberty. The
power entrusted to the hon. gentleman is not to be used for
the purpose of frustrating the ends of justice, but if it is used
in this case to-day it may be used against an inocent man
to.morrow. Supposing that this man had been wrongly
accused, that he was not the party who had committed the
offence; supposing that had been established before the
court of Now Bru.wick, the hon. Minister of Justice would
have had the same power to order his transportation
from one penitentiary to another as ho bas exercised.
It is clear, then, that ho has not used this power in accord-
ance with the purpose for which it was conferred upon
the Department of Justice, but for another purpose, and one
which must lead to its exorcise in other cases in which it
should not be allowed.

Mr. WELDON. My hon. friend the Minister of Justice
put forward certainly a different statement as to what con-
stituted the judgment of the court from that which I have
generally understood, but I do not think that is the question
now before us. I quite agree with the Minister of Justice
that that question is not now to be decided, but I think the
question is whether the Government has the right to inter-
fore with the jurisdiction of a court. While the hon. Minis-
ter of Justice rejects the case which I cited from Charles I,
he says that the only case which applies is one in which ho
was compared with the Czar of Russia. I am glad that he
admits that nothing can ho found in the history of England of
a similar character, and that ho bas to go to despotic Russia
to find a parallel. I am glad that, notwithstanding the un-
settled state of the country from Charles down, we have
never in England found this writ refused by the Govern-
ment.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). It is an every-day
practice, as the hon. gentleman knows.

Mr. WELDON. I wish my hon. friend would point out
where this writ bas been refused. It certainly was not in
thE case of the Canadian prisoners, those men whom Lord
Durham pardoned. In their case neither the Court of
Queen's Bench nor the Court of Exchequer refused the writ
of habeas corpus. They did not refuse even to send it across
the Atlantic, because they had the right to.issue it. The
writ of habeas corpus is the right of every British subject,
and the hon. Minister of Justice knows that under the
Statute of Charles not only the writs but the party himself
had to be produced, and it would be a contempt of court for
anyone to take him out of the jurisdiction of the court.

Mr. MILLs.

Under the statute of New Brunswick that was not noces-
sary. My hon. friend from iPictou (Mr. Tupper) speaks of
this as if it was au omission to dot au "i" or a more cleri-
cal error. It was not. It was a serious defect in the war-
rant. We know that the period when the sentence com-
menced to run was the date upon which the man was con-
victed. Mr. Justice Palmer said, in reference to this
matter:

"The prisoner was indicted for makingfraudulent entries and frandu-
lent return, and was found guilty and therefore sentenced. This is
equivalent to saying that he was sentenced to imprisonment for four
years for making fraudulent entries and fraudulent return. If this ie
all he was convicted of, it is apparent that he is convicted of no crime
at all, unless it can beshown that the making of fraudulent entries and
returns is made a crime either at common law or by some statute. The
mere doing this was no crime at common law, for it is not a crime to
make au entry in one's own books even if fraud was intended, so
long as no cheating or fraud was committed, and it is difficult to know
what fraudulent returns the prisoner made without a more definite de-
scription than is contained in the certificate ; and, if the offence of
which the prisoner was intended to be convicted was for making false
entries as a public officer, under 41 Victoria, chapter 7, the certificate
does not say se, nor does it state that the prisoner was acting in an
ofdice or employment connecte i with the collection or management of
the revenue, nor does it show that the fraudulent entries were made in
any book, or that the entries were made in any case in which by law or
regulation he was required to make any entry, nor that the returas or
the entries were false, without all of which he committed no offence
un ler 41 Victoria, chapter 7, section 67, sub-section 4, and even if he had,
and had been sentenced for such offence, the punish:ent could only
have been one year, and not four, and, therefore, was not warranted by
law.''

So you see, Mr. Speaker, that is a substantial defect in the
warrant. My hon. friend, the Minister of Justice, has re-
ferred to convictions being amended, but those are not
convictions under the Statute, as bas been stated by my
hon. friend from West iHuron (Mr. Cameron).

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I was not referring to
an amendment of the conviction in such a case, but to an
amendment of an improper, invalid and illegal conviction,
and I pointed out that it is the every-day practice to call
upon the officers to return a proper instead of irregular
conviction.

Mr. WELDON. I have referred to a case in Upper
Canada where the court, on a writ of error, sent the convic-
tion back to the court below to return a proper sentence.
I admit that the conviction may be amended, but I do not
think the Minister of Justice can find a case in which the
warrant bas been amended, and that is what bas been done.
Even if it were done, it could only ho done by the tribunal
which bas cognisance of the case. I claim that we have
nothing to do with the merits of the case. This man may
have rghtly deserved his punishment, but this is an in-
fringement on the rights of the courts, and it is our incumbent
duty, as the Legislature of the Dominion of Canada, to see
that the administration of justice is pure and is preserved
from the action of the Government.

Mr. McCARTHY. 1 think it is a pity that this matter
should be discussec before the papers are brought down. I
think that, on both sides of the House, there is an admitted
ignorance, except in the case of the Minister of Justice, as
to the facto, and in such a case I think the matter, which
may or may not be important, should not be discussed. As
I understand the statement which has been made, it is that
a man who was properly and righteously convicted was
sent to the penitentiary on an informal warrant. That the
justice of the sentence and the righteousness of the con-
demnation are not at all in dispute or in doubt, but through
some informality in the warrant, by the misprision of the
clerk, it was sent to the warden of the penitentiary, and
theroupon a document was made for the discharge of the
prisoner, merely on this informality. Now, if I understand
the argument of the hon. gentleman who last addressed the
Hlouse, it muet be an awful state of things if there is any
means whatever by which this man can be dotained in
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oustody until a proper warrant is lodged by which ho will
be detained so as to undergo the punishment that has been
pronouneed against him. Now, I wholly differ from the
line laid down by my hon. friend. The very case ho refers
tô, that of the Canadian prisoners, is a case directly in
point. It would be the duty of the court, I take it, if satis-
lied the conviction was good on the more technical defect ex-
isting in the warrant, which enabled the party to be dis-
charged, to suspend their judgment until a proper warrant
should be lodged, and that was what was done in case of
the Canadian prisoners.

Mr. WELDON. The Supreme Court of New Brunswick
was not asked to do it.

Mr. MoCARTIIY. We are really groping in the dark
in talking of that matter without the papers being before
us. But I say it would have been the duty of the court to
withhold their judgment so that the conviet should not be
set at large simply upon a more technical error. The case
of the Canadian prisoners - is' precisely in point. There
undoubtedly, upon the warrant upon which the prisoners
were held at the time of their arrest, or rather the docu-
ment upon which the habeas corpus was sued out, they were
not properly in custody. But did any of the courts dis-
charge them ? Did they act, as my hon. friend thinks they
ought to have done in this case? No, they withheld judg-
ment until a proper warrant was lodged. In a case recently
before the courts of Ontario this very matter came up withi
regard to the discharge of a prisoner, and that was thei
tourse which the court followed. I think it is unfortunate1
that this question-although I admit the propriety of the.
hon. gentleman's course-should be discussed in the absence1
of that information upon which it must necessarily turn;
because, if it were merely an informality, I think we will
all agree that the course pursued by the Minister of Justice
was right, to have the prisoner detained until a proper
warrant can be lodged; and as my hon. friend from Picton
(Mr. Tupper) pointed out to the House, the prisoner cannot
be detained unies a proper warrant is lodged, and ho can
apply for a habeas corpus here just as the prisoner could
have applied for it there; and if there is no proper order
for the detention of the prisoner, no doubt the discharge
can be obtained. True, the question is, whether this man
was properly convicted or not, not whether the warrant
was technioally right or wrong, but was ho properly con-
victed, and if so, ho ought certainly to undergo his unish-
ment.

Motion agreed to.

LAWS RELATING TO COPYRIGHT.

Mr. EDGAR moved :
That a Select Committee be appointed to take into consideration the

tondition of the laws relating to copyright in toroe in Canada, and to
consider whether legislation or other action is deuirable on that subject,
with power to send for persons, papers and records, and to report by
Bill, or otherwise; the said Committee to be composed of Mesurs. Colby,
Davies, Desjardins, Hall, Cameron (Kiddlesex), omillan (Middlesex),
Oasgrain, Tassé, and the mover.
He said : I may mention that before placing the names of
those hon. members on the Committee I obtained their
usent to serve on such a Committee if it were appointed by
the House. I propose to give briefly some of the reasons
why I have brought this motion forward and why the House
should without hesitation grant the Committee. It will be
remembered that lut Session I had the honor to bring the
matter before the House in a different shape. In order
that hon. members may see the position the question oo-
oupies to-day I will read the motion I then moved. It is as
follows:-y

111. Thtithe present position of the copyright law ln Canada i. anem..
amin 'and unfair t the publie, to the prmting and publhg trades and
to the authors of this country.

48

"2. That without further legislation l theImuperial Parliament the
Parliament of Canada is powerless to make;laws to deal with the whole
question of copyright in Canada, because.It has been authoritatively
decided that any person who obtains a British copyright posesses the
sole and exclusive right of reprinting the work in Uanada, and that no
legisiation cf the Dominion eau effect such right.

e3. That in order to place heanadia pub uhor upon the some footing
as American publishers, in regard to the reprinting.of British copyright
works, a Bill was unanimously passed by the Dominion Parliament, in
the Session of 1872, and reserved for the signification of ler Majesty'i
pleaure thereon.

Il4. That Her Majesty's assent was not given to the said Bill, and by
the correspondence on the subject which was laid before the House the
reason for the refusal was allegd to be that the provisions of the Cana-
diau Bill were in conflict with nperual legislation.

" 5. That an humble Address be presented to Her Majesty, praying that
Her Majesty may be graciously pleased to invite HerImperia Parlament
to except Canada from the operation of the Statute of the United King-
dom, respeting copyright, so far as is necessary to give the Parliament
cf Canad a caara " ority to legislate upon all matters respeoting
copyright inCanada."

That proposition was discussed by the House, and the First
Minister moved the adjournment of the debate, and at that
stage of the Session the adjourned debate was never reached.
I sincerely hope there will be no adjournment of this debate
moved to-day, but that we will have an opportunity of
thoroughly discussing the matter and acertaining how the
House feels upon it. The question is one undoubtedly of
very great importance, and is just as certain that most of
the members of this House are not very familiar with it;
and if there is one subject that can come before the louse
upon which information is required by hon. members,
such information as could be given by witnesses called
before a committee, it is this question of copyright.
Although I have not changed my individual opinion as
to the only effective way of dealing with this question,
and I still think that a request to the Imperial Parliament
is necessary and we should ask them to enlarge the powers
of Canada to legislate upon this subject, stili other members
may have different views, and for this reason I should b.
very glad to see the whole question dealt with by a com-
mittee of the House, and lot them try to arrive at some con-
clusion on the subject and report to the House, so that the
House, and the Government, I hope, too, will be able to
decide what would be the best action to take in the matter.
For the reason that I happened to take some little interest
in the question of lut Session, I have since thon had a great
many reasons to know the large interest taken in this ques-
tion by very material interests in this country. The pub-
lishers are deeply interested in it, and they feel they are
placed at a very great disadvantage by the present state of
the law. I have been told also by paper makers that they
are very anxious to see it changed, so that Canadian pub-
lishers will have an opportunity of publishing tons of books
now published in the United States; and the paper makers
will, of course, supply the Canadian publishers with the
paper required. The trades and labor council of Ontario
fot, in the interests of the printers, bookbinders and
mechanics generally who are engaged in those trades, that
the subject is so important that they have memorialised the
Government on the question since lut Session, and I know
from communications with them that they are very anxious
to have something done in the matter. Tho reading
public of Canada are also largely interested in obtaining the
advantage of Canadian competition with Americans, who
alone an reprint British oopyrighted books for Canada
now. So I think that in order to satisfy al these interests
and to inform the House on this very important and
somewhat abstruse question, the only course open is to
appoint a committee to consider the matter. Last Session
I pointed out a good many of the practical grievances
in detail which are suffered under the law as it at
present stands; but now I shall only refer to one or
two of them. Lot us take the case of a British author
who obtains a British copyright. His copyright, when
taken out i London, covers Canada, of course; whether ho
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prints or publishes in Canada or not, he has the copyright
covering Canada, and thus prevents any Canadian from
printing or publishing his books bore. Now foreign
reprints of British copyrighted books are allowed, under
certain circumstances, to be imported and sold in Canada.
That was under the operation of the British Act of 1847,
and an Order in Council passed by Canada under that Act.
That Act provided that where any colony chose to make
provision that the British author should receive a royalty or
author's tax upon the reprints of his copyrighted books that
might be brought into the colony, thon the liberty shall be
given, for the benefit of the reading community in that
colony, to foreigners to send into that country reprints of
British copyrighted books on paying the royalty-which,
in the case of Canada, was fixed at 12J per cent.
Now, that is all right as far as it goes; there is no cause
of complaint in that case. It is for the benefit of the Cana-
dian publie. If the 12J per cent. royalty at the frontier were
collected as a matter of fact, if it were properly collected,
it would also be to that extent for the benefit of the English
author, and the Canadian Government would also receive
some revenue from importations. But what the Canadian
publishers find fault with is this, that while the Americans
are able to supply the Canadian reading public with reprints
of British copyright works, the Canadian publisher is abso-
lutely debarred and prevented from reprinting one of those
works for hie own fellow-countrymen, even although ho is
perfectly willing to pay 12J per cent. royalty to the British
author, if he were allowed that privilege. It seems to me
it is perfectly clear ihat the Canadian publisher is at a
great and an unfair disadvantage in that respect, and that
the Canadian public would benefit if that state of the law
were changed and the Canadian publisher were allowed to
reprint British copyrighted works and pay the duty, because
the Canadian public would then get the benefit of the com-
petition between the Canadian and the American publisher.

he Canadian publisher would also thon have the chance
not only of supplying his own fellow-countrymen with
these books, but he would have the opportunity of going
into the United States and selling his edition there. And
there is no doubt about it that the British author would be
very much benefited, because, as it is to-day, the hon.
Minister of Customs muet know perfectly well that the
amount which is collected at the frontier, representing the
12à per cent. authors' tax, is exceedingly trifling. It is
almost impossible to collect it. In one large supply of
books there may be one or two of these authors, but it is
almost impossible to supply an army of men at the public
expense to make these collections, especially when the
money does net go te the public revenue but to the author.
If the tax for the benefit of the English copyright author
were levied more in the nature of an excise-levied in the
Provinces through Canadian publishers-there would be
something substantial for the author and he would benefit
by the change. 1allude now, of course to the British author,
having British copyright. But let us take the case of an
American author having British copyright, bocause the
British copyright law is so liberal that a Canadian or an
American, or anyone else, can get a book copyrighted in
London without even printing or publishing it there, with-
out being a British subject, without any international copy-
right treaty with England. An American sonde over half-
a-dozen books to England, he gets then nominally published
there, though they are really published on this side, and yet
he can get copyright, and hie copyright covers Canada just
as completely as the British copyright does, and a Canadian
cannot publish his works without infringing upon his rights.
When the British author copyrights in England ho cannot
get copyright in America, and; reprints of his books come
into Canada and the public gets the benefit to a certain
extent; but when an American author takes copyright in
Zngland and takes his own American copyright too,

Mr. EDGAn.

there can b no reprinting for Canada; ho has us
in the hollow of his hand, ho can do as ho likes with

i the Canadian publisher and with the Canadian public.
Take the case, for instance, of Marion Crawford who
bas published some recent popular novels, such as
" Mr. Isaaes," "Dr. Claudius," and "Zoroaster." He
is an American, but ho copyrights in Englandi The
result is that we eau get no cheap editions of his works
bore. If you buy one of bis books you have to pay $1 for
it, and ho does as he likes in Canada, although ho is an Ameri-
can. Take the case of Mark Twain. He bas copyrighted the
"Prince and Pauper " in England, and what is the result?
Prior to British copyright being obtained, I am informed
that a publishing bouse in Canada offered $500 for advance
sheets from which to print a Canadian edition for Cana-
dians. This offer was refused. Thon two Canadian publish-
ing bouses at their own risk went and printed in the United
States-of course they took the chances of his American
copyright there-but they printed in the United States two
editions in all, of something 1ke 25,000 copies, and brought
thom into Canada as reprints, although ho had thon taken out
British copyright. These they imported into Canada, and
in order to do that they had to pay 15 per cent. duty on the
books and 12J per cent. royalty to the Custom bouse. When
they had sold all those-because they did sell them-one of
the firms proposed to the author to print another edition
this time in Canada, and they were willing to pay the
author the 15 per cent. they would have to pay at the
Customs, if they printed in the United States and brought
them over, and also tho 12, per cent. royalty-in all
27J per cent., but their offer was not accepted. The reason
apparently was that ho did not want to injure the monopoly
ho had in the United States, because if his books were pub-
lished here oven if ho got the royalty on them they would
be sold on the trains and smuggled into the United States,
competing there with his American edition, or very likely
ho had sold the right of Canada to some English or American
publisher. That was one of the results of an Amorican
author getting our copyright by going to England. Some-
times, however, Mark Twain takes out a Canadian copy.
right. He can do that if ho domiciles himself in Canada
and is willing to take rather a stiff oath on the subject,
and one book ho had copyrighted bore in addition to his Eng-
lish and Amorican copyrights. The result was that to pun.
ish us I suppose, for having had cheap copies of his edition
before, the only sales that are now made in Canada are at
$2.50 per volume, so be has not only got us in the corner,
but ho is making everybody who wishes to read bis "lvck-
leberry Finn," bleed for it. Although ho has done that, I
am told there is a firm in Canada who offered him 81 ,000 to
print an edition bore at popular prices, that is, 30 cents, 50
cents and i1 retail, but ho refused. I do not think, there.
fore, that we eau feel any surprise that a wide interest is
taken in this subject. The House will remember that the
Board of Trade of the city of Toronto presented to this
House last Session a memoiial on the subject, in which a
very clear and strong view of the grievances that exist
under the present state of the law was set forth. With
your permission I shall read a few paragraphs from that
memorial:-

" That the Imperial0opyright Law, which has jurisdiction in Canada,
presents many anomalies in its operation in the colonies; is prejudicial
to the interesta of British authors and publiahers, whom it is deigned to
benefit; limita theopetations and retards tih development of the ana-
dian book trade, and has an injurions effect on aIllte industries con-
nected with native publishing.

" That the proximity of Canada to the neighboring Republic, where
there is unrestiained license in reprinting Snglish copyrights, and
every freedom in sending them intothis country, makes the position of
Canada an exceptional one in calling for relief from these anomalies,
and in asking the Home Government to concede to anada the privilege
of legislating on ep yright in accordance with our special needs,.and
for the protection of such interests as it la desirable to make provision
for, and with the same freedom we now possess in legislatigonpaWnt,
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IlThst whle the present copyright law probibits the Oanadian nul>

lisher from reprinting English copyrights in Canada, and places him
under penalties for violating the Act, it suffers American reprints
(which, in the main, pay no royalty to the author or copyright owner)
to enter the country, and practically gives the supplying of the entire
book market of Canada to a fcreign people.

"That common sense as well as policy dictates that the privileges wegive to the foreign manufacturer shoul ibe given to the native pub-
lisher, while the effect of this would apeedily be seen in the develop-
ment of our own publishing industries, and would enable the English
author to derive some benefit from the sale of his works in Canada.

"That were the (anadian publishing trade free to reprint English
copyrights, with due recognition of the author's rights, he would not
on ly be ini a position te supply the wants cf aur cwn people (now sup-
plied by the oreigner), but it would be withi bis power to extend the
area of bis operations into the United States, and there endeavor to
compete with the pira'ical American reprint."
Surely it would be very valuable if the country could obtain
on this important question the views of such men as those
who penned this petition. I said a littie while ago that the
mechanies in the country were deeply interested in this
question. To show that this is the case, I will read from a
memorial which was adopted by the Trades and Labor
Council of Ontario last year, after the subject had been dis-
cussed in this Ilouse:

" Under existing circumstances the American publishers could flood
the Canadian market with works of English authors, while the hand of
Canadian publishers were tied. A 15 per cent. duty only was imposed
on such bocks bronght inte this couutry, and a 12J per cent. royalty
paid by the American publisher to the English author. If theCanadian
publisher were placed on the sane footing as the American publisher by
the payment of this 12J per cent. royalty, a great grievance, which the
Canadian publishers have been laboring under for many years, would be
removed, and bundreds of idle printers, throughout the Dominion, would
receive employment. As the law now stands, it confers privileges in
Canada on the American publishers which are denied Canadian pub.lisbers."
I received a letter the other day from a large Canadian pub.
lisher, who is at present abroad, and I will read an extract
to the fouse. He says:

" I see by the New York papers just arrived that the authors and pub-
lishers of the United States are at the international copyright business
again, and that the chances are that we will be left out in the cold. I
know that the New York men calculate, in any bargain or act made, to
get the Canadian market thrown in by the British pub lisher. I do hope
that you will try and get something done this Session. Surely you can
get a committee to bear evidence, or an Address passed to the Queen
asking for the power to pass our own law irresp ective of the English
Act. I have figured up that in my own office 1 would pay out about
$10,000 per year more wages to mechanics if we had only the same privi-
leges as Americans, and that scores of offices that are now doing nothing]
would be able to make a printer's profit, at least, on steady work. We.
are all relying on you to get daylight for us. At present tbe publishing
business je dead."1

Mr. MITCHELL. What do you propose ?
Mr. EDGAR. I propose a committee at present. Last

Session I suggested a different remedy, but now I propose
that the House should appoint a committee to report upon
the whole subject, so that any difference of opinion that
existed as to how the present evils could be remedied,
might be considered and discussed. The hon. Minister of
Militia, who spoke for the Government last Session,
gave as one reason why we should not carry the Address
to the Imperial Government which I thon proposed,
that there was a prospect of our obtaining reciprocity with
England in the matter of copyright. I have not heard any
more of that; it may be we are going to get it; but sup
posing We do get it, I cannot see that it will change the
position of affairs very much. I know that a Canadian
nay now get the benefit of the English copyright. Mr.

Mair, who recently published that admirable Canadian
work, "Tecumseh," waited for several days in Toronto
before putting it on the market. I asked him what ho was
waiting for. He said he was waiting for the English
copyright of his book. le had sent half a dozen books
to England, which had to be exposed for sale there
before any could be sold bore ; and as soon as
ho got-a cable despatch from England, he had the full
benefit of the English copyright, just as an American
author ha. Therefore, when the law is o open and liberal

as it is, I do not :think that reciprocity will make any
difference one way or the other, and will not remove in the
slightest degree the grievances under which the public as
well as printers and publishers in Canada are laboring under.
The American Congress are now considering a couple of
Bills on this subject-one by Mr. Hawley and the other by
Mr. Chace; and ·they have taken considerable evidence,
amonnting to over 100 pages of printed matter, so that they
are evidently seriously considering the passage of
some international copyright law. Now, I think it
is very important that we should have a committee
to sonsider the fairness of that law te Canada, for
fear that we should bo, as the gentleman whose
letter I have read says, "left out in the cold.' It is quite
possible that the British Minister at Washington may have
represented the matter to the Canadian Government. At any
rate, I am sure the Goverment will gladly have the assistance
of a committee to sec how Canada will be affected by that
legislation, which is in the nature of a treaty now on the tapis
at Washington. That is another reason why this committee
should be appointed. Now, in ordinary cases this House could
meet the difficulty by introducing a Bill and passing an Act,
but in this case we cannot. Our hands are tied, though
anybody who reads the British North America Act would
suppose we had the right to legislate on the subject of Copy-
right, just as we have on the subject of patents and other
subjects mentioned in the 91st clause as being within the
exclusive jurisdiction of the Parliament of Canada. We all
thought, and no doubt the franers of the constitution
thought, that the subject of copyright was also within our
Jurisdiction, but the question was brought before the
English law officers in 1872, and before our own Court of
Appeal, in the case of Smiles vs. Belford, and it was positively
decided that although the Act declares we can legisIate on
copyrights in this Parliament, it does not mean that we
can do so to the fullest extent; it was decided that the
Acts of 1814 and 1842, although passed before the British
North America Act, take precodence and override it, and
include the colonies, Canada, among others, in the copyright
laws of Great Britain ; so that every British copy-
right taken out by aun American or other foreigner,
covers Canada absolutely and completely. The grievance
of Canadians not being able to reprint the British copy-
right books, while the Americans do se, is not a new one, or
new to this House. I find, in 1872, when the present
leader of this Government also led this fouse, an Act was
passed, unanimously, to remedy that grievance, by giving
the Canadian publisher the right to reprint British copy-
right works on the payment of a royalty, thus placing our
publishers in the same position as American publishers.
That Act was reserved or Imperial assent. The assent
was not given in 1873 or in 1874; and in 1874, when my
hon. friend from East York (Mr. Mackenzie) was leading
this louse, we unanimously passed an Address to the Queen,
drawing the attentien of the British Governmont to the
fact. The law officers of the Crown advised the British
Government that they should not allow the Act, because it
was beyond the jurisdiction of the Canadian Parliament,
and because the old English copyright laws covered Canada.
Certainly, since thon the Act of 1875 has been passed by
Canada, which gives this Government the right to
grant copyrights of a domestic character within Canada
itself, under certain restrictions, but does not inter-
fore, in the slightest degree, with British copyrights.
Now, I believe there is no littie sentiment involved
in this question. It is not a matter only affecting
the material interests of Canada, and I really think that our
Parliament should ask the British Government to make such
change as may be necessary in the English law, in order to
give Canada the right to legislate in this matter. We are
not a self-governing country if we cannot; and 1 have no
doubt the moment this flouse shall communicate its wish to
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tlhe British Government, the latter will take means to allow us
to legislate, so as to make it quite clear that we will have
the right to make our laws on the subject, just as we make
them on the subject of Patents, and on almost every other
conceivable subject. I cannot very often agree with the
bon. the First Minister, but in reference to this question I
think I can quote with approval some words of his which
have recently been referred to here. Ie said on an impor-
tant occasion :

" I am, as far as this question goe, up tothe bandle a Home kuler. We
will govern our own country. If we choose to misgovern ourselves we
will do no, and we do not desire England, Ireland or Scotland to tell us
we are fools. We will say : If we are fools we will keep our folly to
ourselves ; you will not be the worse for it, and we will not be the worse
of any folly Of yours."
After that expression of opinion of the First Minister, I
am sure the Government, in this matter, will only be too
glad to consent to the appointment of a committee.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentleman, as he
said a moment ago, brought last year a motion before this
House asking for the appointment of a committee to con-
aider certain resolutions, which ended thus:

" That an humble Address be presented to Her Majesty, praying that
Her Majestymay be graciously pleased to invite her Imperial Parliament
to except Canada from the operation of the Statute of the United King-
dom, respecting copyright, so far as it is necessary to give the Parlia-
ment of Canada a clear authority to legislate upon al matters respesting
*opyright in Canada."

Mr-. EDGAR. I do not see any reason for doing se.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will

move that the debate be adjourned.
Mr. EDGAR. I can scarcely believe that the Minister of

Publie Works has read the resolution I have plaeed in your
hands. He has read for the benefit of the House, a resolu-
tion which I suggested last year, but which stood over, and
I can see that objections might have been taken to going
on with a proposal for positive action in this matter, but I
cannot see that the proposal to appoint a committee, not to
lead to any Bill being introdueed or to any particular form
of dealing with the question being accepted, but to take into
consideration the condition of the laws relating to copyright
in force in Canada, could do anything but help the Govern-
ment in considering proposals which might be communi-
cated to themthrough the action of the British Ministers from
the convention which sat at Berne. My motion goes on to
say, that the committee are to see whether any legislation
or other action is desirable on that subject, and I am sure
that a committee composed of the gentlemen who have
been named, will be able to furnish information of an
interesting character upon that very important and some-
what abstruse question to this House and even to the
Government. Surely the Government cannot be possessed
of all the information necessary which might be obtained
in the remaining -menth or two of this 8ession. I ask
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esting debate took place, an4 on both sides it was said that tedeate beatis neranternattosa questio,
this was an important matter, which deserved the considera- and, aste eottioeiforanternationtetI
tion of the House. On the other hand, however, the House under consideration, e Government should have theon the motion of the right hon. the First Minister, thoughtinomtn hcacmite a bai.TeGvthat it was a matter which might be deferred, and there.inmatio which a commiîtehaeotain. Te Go
fore the debate was adjourned. The hon, gentleman is no er ent bevery gld 10 hve ro lsucommiter-
doubt right in saying tht it very important for our ational convention, and I cannot belevehat il possible
publishers that the copyright of authors in England shouldti
not be imposed on Canada without our Parliament having commileea1heGoer metheudpdsirnoa te grthil
the right to legislate on the matter. But the hon. gentle- I cannot believe tint, on a question lîke this, which la
man does not, I have no doubt, wish to have a law for us uttcrly eut of 1he scope of party politics, and is only brought
and a different law for the other nations; he wants, no forward in lhe interests of the general cemmunity, the
doubt, reciprocity, provided it is based on proper principles.Gr
I do not know whether he is aware that a convention has trnnts, andeailethe intetconceedwîll bh
been sitting in Switzerland on international copyright, aiinst have aintee ce ed for
the convention at Berne. The object of that convention
is the adoption of a copyright union amongst all civilised by a member onthis side of lie flouse.
mations and the prospect which it affords of alterations in Mr. MITCHELL. I tiink the leader of th. fouse la
the present legislation of England and the United States and mistaken in reference te lie Berne cenference. I arnunder
other countries, which indicate that this matter might beolte impression that the Berne conference have reported on
allowed to stand over until we know exactly what is the the question, and tint the resait of their report las beau
result of its deliberations. The Government has only the subject of discussion and of critiques iu lhe vazions
received communications of the labors of that convention, reviews. If liaI is tie case, there is ne reson for delay,
and, therefore, I think it would not be proper for us, just at and liereau b. ne possible reson for refuiug te have a
this moment, when the convention has just been coming tocemmittee of Ihis fouse informing thenselves of the inte-
a decision, to take any action, but that we should wait until resta of lie publishers aud of tie people of Canada. I hope
we have its resolutions before us. I think that, under those tie Minister vili take lime 1g reconsider us determination,
circumstauees, we should not try to have an amendment to as I îiiuk il is net a wise or prudent thing 10 prevent us
the law, but should wait another year, and see what will be from enquiring mb wial are the righte sud inteeste of lie
the consequences of that convention. I think, thierefore, people0fCanada in the view of legislalien.
it would be botter for the hon, gentleman to withdraw bis
motion. If the hon. gentleman will consent to withdraw his Mr. CH ALTON1 h ve e ereoconferenfeli
motion, under the circumstances, I will not go further. eperind. ludfacavealie reot f leBerne confer

Mr. EDGAR. No, I do not. commitlce should b. denied. Itis a simple proposition on
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. As I said, the Governmenttle part of th. member for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar) lu

bas received communication of the resolutions at that inter- refer tus copyright question le a cemmittee te examin4
national convention, and it would not be proper to act now, mb 1h. matter in s rnre detailed nanner than lus fousq
but we should wait for the full communication of those il capable of doing. In grsnting liaI comniltee the Houq
matters, and perhaps, after dropping his motion, the hon, takes ne action which commits il lu any way. No more
gentleman migiht give notiee to have these communications proper action could be taken than le refer lus malter lu
from that convention laid before the House. Do I under- cemmillse. I lhink lie scting leader ef tie fouseissunot
stand from the hon. gentleman that h. will withdraw his taken a position whiole arranted lu doing, aud I bop
motiont ie owill roosiderhe ter. If net mthos two dosirurno
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seo a comiittee appointed will test the sense of the flouse
on the matter.

Mr. HALL. This subject is a very interesting and im.
portant one, but, while I counsented to act upon the committee
(as I should have been glad to do had it been the pleasure
of the House to appoint one), stil 1i think there are many
reasons for the action of the (overnment in declining it. It
may be true that action bas been taken by the representa-
tives of the different Governments at the Berne conference,
but the recommendations there agreed upon have not yet
been taken into consideration by the Governments repre.
sented. There are many complications to be taken into
account in a consideration of this subject, but possibly
before the committeoe, only one portion of the interests
involved would be presented-viz., the publishers' interest
-and this question involves also, and as of first importance,
the authors' rights, and, in addition, the interests of the
reading public. Now, it is almost certain that it is the
publishers only who would feel it ncessary to present their
views before the committee, which would thus have only
an ex parte presentation of the case, and that interest
would acquire a prominence which it did not deserve.
The bon. member who has brought forward the motion
has mentioned certain disabilities under which publishers
in Canada rest, and has compared them with the publishers
in the United States. They do rest under certain disabili-
ties, Mr. Speaker; but I think it is important that the
reason for the difference between their position and the

osition of the American publishers, should be mentioned.
t is a reason which grows out of the piracy of American

publishers. It is because American publishers, with unblush-
ing effrontery, steal the products of English authors and
publish them without any recognition. It is true that our
Canadian publishers, living alongside and seeing the privi-
leges which the American publishers have-not as a matter
of right, but because thay take them-feel they should have
a similar provision extended to them, and that could not be
extended to Canadian publishers without carrying out that
principle of piracy w ich, I1am sure, Canadian publishers
would be asbamed to adopt. I observed an article from the
New York Blerald recognising the position of American
publishers, which I think would be interesting to this House.
The article was published on lst February of this year:

" The United States stands before the world as the only nation 'hat
bas persistently refused to do common justice to foreign authors, the
ouly nation whoe laws sanction and encourage piracy of all books not
written by its own citi zens.

" Th injustice becomes all the more conspicueus and flagrant In view
of the fact that the discrimination made against authors is not made
a ainstany other class of foreigners. Literary property is the only kind

eonal proerty not protected by our law wben the owner is not a
citzen of the UnitedStates. Even to the foreign owners of patente and

trade marks, which are so analogous to copyright, protection is
accorded."

A determination to terminate that dishonorable practice is
becoming a recognised principle in the 'United States, and
there, is a Bill before Congress at present, by Senator Hawley,
to accomplish that result or secure international copyright.
Pending that, it does seem to me that it would be unwise
for this flouse to take out of the bands of the Governmenti
the responsibility of acting in this matter. It should not
be inferred that Government is not acting. Members of this
House must be aware that there was a committee of the
Imperial Parliament appointed to investigate and reporti
upon this question two or three years ago, the Canadian1
Government taking pains to have a representative1
of this Government, Sir John Rose, on that .con-
mittee, to take care of Canadian interests, and there-!
fore it should not be considered that the Government1
have been inactive with reference to this matter. Their1
refusai to coneede a committee, I think, is one which1
will receive the confirmation of this flouse for the1
reson I have mentioned, and on acount of the oom0pli-

cation of the question both from a national and an inter-
national point of view. Only two or three days ago, the
present Imperial Government in Great Britain, upon a
question which is very analogous to this, that is, the silver
question, refused a similar committee for the reason that it
involved trade relations, being a question in which the
interests of the banking public and the commercial public
were totally dissimilar, and also on account of its interna.
tional relations. The Gladstone Government thus assumed
the position that it would not grant a committee on one ofthose questions involving obligations of a kind which made
it necessary and important for the Government to take the
responsibility of acting. It seems to me this question is of
very similar purport, and that a similar decision on the part
of this House would meet with popular approval.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
Mr. MILLS. I think it is to be regretted that the hon.

Minister of Publie Works did not comply with the proposi-
tion made by the hon. member who moved this motion. It
seems to me that it was a reasonable proposition. It is a
proposition askîng the Bouse to appoint a select oommittee
to take into consideration the condition of the law relating
to copyright in this Dominion. I think, looking at the
present state of the law, that is a reasonable proposition.
The hon. member for Sherbrooke (Mr. Hall) stated there
were other interests than those of the publishers to be con-
sidered. There were the interests of the public, and there
were the interests of authors in their literary property.
Now that is perfectly tru, and it is important that all these
matters should be taken into consideration by a committee
appointed to consider this question. It does seem to me
that the appointment of this committee does not necessarily
preclude their taking into consideration the rights of
authors and the general interests of the publie. In fact,
it would be a part of their duty to do that, and the course
proposed by the Government is one which cannot rove sat.
isfactory to the community. If the Governmont had come
down to the louse and stated that this was a subject for
negotiation with the Imperial authorities, that it was at the
present time a subject of discussion between the Imprial
Government and the Government of Canada, that might
have been a reason for not appointing a committee to take
into eonsideration this, but the Minister of Public Works ha
made no such statement. He has not given the Hous
to understand that this subject has been discussed with the
Imperial authorities at ail. He bas not intimated that the
Government have pressed this question upon the consider-
ation of the Imperial Government. In fact, we are in ex-
actly the same position we were in twelve months ago whoft
the hon. member for East Ontario (Mr. Edgar) brought
this subject under the attention of the House. Now, whose
interest is it that the Minister is oonsidering? On whose
behalf is the Government at this moment acting ? Whose
interests is my hon. friend amsailling, that the GoverM nt
is going to protect ? Certainly not the interesta of any per-
son in the country ; and when we take into consideration the
question of literary property, we will see that any literary
property that a party may have, in anything that is pro-
perty in a foreigu country-and this is practically a foreign
country so far as British authors are concerned-is of
the very vaguest kind. Take for instance the law relating
to succession. It is not many yearsince our law was
that an alien eould not hold property in this country.
Supposing a British subject had been holding property
here, that h. removed to the United States, that
bis children became naturalised, and that ho died
there without having parted with hia property, unde
the law as it once stood in this country, these parties
could not st up anyclaim to the property. What mokai
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property in anything at all ? Why, it is the law of the
land. Our law declares what literary property shall
be, sets its limits and its bounds. The amount of the
interest any party may have in what is denominated literary
property, is that which is set out in the law and is so defined.
Now take, for instance, the right relating to literary
property at this moment. We say a man shall have a copy-
right in a work of which he is the author for a certain
number of years. Why do we limit the number of years?
Why do we deal with him in a way different from what we
deal with the interest which any man may have in his
horse or in his land ? We say, that is your property,
because the work is the product of your own thought; it
shall eontinue fourteen years, and at the end of that period
your property in it shall cease, and it then shall become the
common property of the public. We decide the question of
property on grounds of political and public expediency. We
take into consideration public interest, and we seek to give
the party such an interest in the work which he has pro-
duced as will not be an impediment against labor of that
sort. We give him all the encouragement we think is neces-
sary, and we tell him that at the end of a certain period the
interest in the work which he has produced belongs to the
public. Here is a man in England who writes a book on a
particular subject. He publishes it there. Under the law at
present hc las a property in that work, and is capable of pro-
tecting it in everg' British colony; but should ho have a right
to injure any possible interest in that production in a colony ?
I do not think so. That being the case, it ought not to be
the business of the Imperial Parliament to step in and
interfere with our right of legislation and limit our autho.
rity in that particular. That has been done. There is no
doubt about it. We stand in a position of inferiority in
comparison with parties in the neighboring Republic or in
the United Kingdom. If the Hlon. Minister of Public
Works had come down with a proposition to discuss the
matter with the Imperial authorities, and said: "We were
ready to provide a law that authors in the United King.
dom shall enjoy a certain royalty on works published in
Canada, that they shall have a certain percentage of the
value of their works sold, but they shall not interfere with the
right of publication," I could understand his opposition
to this proposition. But the hon. gentleman has yet done
nothing; the first step bas not been taken. We propose
a step bhall be taken and this matter considered by
Parliament, and a report made so that the hands
of the Government, if they are disposed to act, shall so
far be strengthened by the investigation and consideration
of the question. And what do hon, gentlemen opposite
do? They do nothing; they refuse to permit that
anything shall be done. I say it is an interference with
the rights of the people of tbis country and with the
authority of this Parliament for the Imperial Government
to interfere and say they will undertake to limit our right
of legislating, and to declare that our legislation shall be
nugatory so far as any party is concerned who is a resident
of the United Kingdom. I remember years ago when it
was no uncommon thing for the Imperial Government to
declare that the rights of persons residipg in the United
Kingdom could not be left to our courts, that our provin.
cial courts were good enough to decide disputes between
residents, but they could not safely be entrusted with the
decision of questions in which residents of the United
Kingdom were concerned. I trust the day has gone by
when a proposition so offensive to our people-can be made,
one so incompatible with our notions of self government.
I do not think the Government ought to strengthen the
hande of parties who are seeking to fight the publishers
and the publie of this country by refusing the motion of the
hon. member for East Ontario. I think that proposition
is a reasonable one. If the Government las any suggestion
to make, any person to reommend as a momber of

Mr. MuLLs.

the committee, any suggestions to make to amsist in
controling the conclusions at which the committee might
arrive, although reasonable conclusions, any evidence to
offer, they ought to have every opportunity for doing s;
but they should not resist the appointment of a committee,
for it is in their interest and in the interests of the public
generally that a committee should be appointed and that
our right to legislate on this matter should be secured. In
fact the rights given to us by the British North America
Act have been invaded and limited by Imperial policy, and
it seems to me the Government ought to avail itself of this
committee to strengthen its own hands and thus be in a
botter position to maintain the rights and interests of the
people of this country than they will be if such a com-
mittee were not granted.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. With the permission of the
House I will say a few words additional. When the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Mills) rose I was about to rise to state that
this matter is now one of communication between this Gov-
ernment and the Government of Great Britain; that now
we are in conference with the Brit ish authorities on this
subject, and it would be inconvenient to have a committee
just now on the matter. The hon. gentleman, I am afraid,
thought that I objected to the motion because it came from his
side of the House. He may dispel that impression from
his mind, because such is not the case. I admit that the
hon. member for East Ontario (Mr. Edgar) brought up the
matter last year and again this year, and of course he must
have the crodit of having brought the matter before the
attention of this House, and that credit cannot be taken
from him. But, on the other hand, it would be inconvenient
that, while negotiations are going on, this matter should be
the subject of investigation here, and under these circum-
stances I hope the hon. gentleman will withdraw the motion
and I will withdraw mine. I have already informed him
that if he wishes to put a notice on the paper in order to
obtain papers about the proceedings of the conference at
Berne, in Switzerland, the Goverament would grant the
papers. Therefore I hope the hon. gentleman will feel it is
the proper course to follow to withdraw his motion and
allow the matter to remain as it is, in the hands of the
Government. When r.egotiations or communications with
the British Government have gone sufficiently far to allow
the papers or communications to be laid before the House,
of course they will be brought down.

Mr. EDGAR. With the permission of the House and
af ter what the Minister has said and his explanation that the
Government is at present in communication with the
Imperial Government and that it will be injurious to the
public interest that the matter should be gone on with in
the shape of a committee, and with the Government assum-
ing the responsibility of any injury done to the public
interest by reason of the committee not going on, I will
withdraw the motion.

Motion and amendment severally withdrawn.

CHINESE IMMIGRANTS.

Mr. GORDON moved for a return giving:

1. The number of Chinese immigrants that have arrived in Canada
from the 20th day of August, 1885, to the 3lst day of January, 1886,
specifying the ports at which such immigrants have arrived. 2. The
number that have arrived direct from China. 3. The number that have
arrived from other countries, specifying the countries. 4. The total
amount of duty collected from such immigrants. 5. The number of
Chinese-that have entered as touriste, merchants, men of science or
students. 6. Whether in either case (if any) certificates vere presented
from the Chinese Government endorsed by the Chargé d'Afaires, Consul
or Consular Agent, or other representative of Her Majesty, at the place
where the same was granted, or at the port or place of departure. 7.
The cost to the Department of Customs, in consequence of the adminis-
tration by that Department of the Act restricting and regulating
Chinese immigration into Canada. 8. Copies of all the correspondence
(if any) between. Trades Unions or other Societies, corporate or
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incorporate, or persons and the Department or Customs, urging more
siet supervision over Ohinese immigration, together with eomlaints
(if any) againot any offleer of Unstomes in connection with the aLdrinistra-
tion of said Chinese RestrictionA ct 9. Theiatotal number of Chinese
persofli that have left Canada, during the asane period.

Mr. BOWELL. There is no objection to bringing down
ail the information in the possession of the Department,
asked for in this return. I may say, however, that there
is certain information asked for which we have not got, the
Act only coming intoforce, so far as certain provisions are
concerned, on the first of January last. Al the information
we have we will bring down at as eai ly aday as possible.

Motion agreed to

DISALLOWANCE OF MANITOBA RAILWAY
CHARTERS.

On the Order, Committee of the Whole to consider certain
resolutions on which to found an Address to His Excellency
the Governor General, praying that he will be graciously
pleased not to exercise the power of disallowance as to the
Act passed by the Local Legislature of Manitoba, on the
3rd June, 1884, entitled, "An Act to amend an Act to incor-
porate the Manitoba Central Railway Company and amend-
ing Acts," and so to leave the said Act in operation, being
called,

Mr. BLAKE. I understand that pending this notice
Ris Excellency has been advised to exercise this power and
the Act has been disallowed; consequently I do not pro-
ceed with the motion.

Motion dropped.

BAYFIELD HARROR.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIT moved for:
Correspondence between the Municipal Concil of Bayfield or other

persons and the Department of Pdblic Works in reference to the repairs
of the Harbor of Bayfield.

He said: In makiag this motion, I desire to call the atten-
tion of the Minister of Public Works to the state of the
repairs of Bayfield Harbor. A couple of years ago a grant
was made and some repairs were done with a view of putting
that harbor in something liko a usefal condition for the
service of the inhabitants of that region, but I regret to say
that not only was the first expenditure there practically
useless, but that the recent expenditure, which, I believe,
was made last year, has proved equally useless. I had
occasion to visit this section a few months ago, and I found
thon that the work done by the Department had for the
second time, I believe, proved entirely useless. I saw myself
large masses of the palisade-it appeared to be nothing else
-which had been crected under the supervision of the parties
employed, torn up and washed ashore. I do not pretend
tobedanengineer, but as I have always resided on the sea
coast I do understand a little of the nature of breakwaters
such as are to resist the waves of a great lake like Lake
Huron, and I must say with all deference to the officers
employed that I do not believe it would be possible for
them to construct a palisade sueh as they appear to have
been constructing which would have any chance whatever
of resisting the surf which rolls in there. I eau assure the
Minister of Public Works that visible to the eyes of myself
and some friends who were inspecting it, there were large
masses of these palisades torn up by the waves and washed
ashore, the consequence being that the sand in the vicinity
again comnpletely choked up the harbor and the money that
was spent there was completely wasted. I mention the
matter in order that the attention of the Minister may be
drawn to it, and if possible that this harbor may be put in
a proper state so as to answer the purpose for which it was
originally intended, and enable the inhabitants to obtain
some ue not merely of the sumo whiich Government bas

expended there, but of the considerable sumo which the
municipality have themselves expended at different times.

Sir HECTOR LANGlEVIN. I am glad the hon. gentle.
man bas called my attention to this work. I am, of course,
always thankful to hon. gentlemen if they call my atten-
tion to any work whicb may be forgotten, or may not be
properly attended to, as may happen in a large department
like mine, which extends from one ocean to the other. I
may say that the hon. gentleman may be perfectly rig'it in
what he says, though the work may be only in process of
being executed. The chief engineer of my department, to
whom I sent the notice of the hon. gentleman, wrote me as
follows on the 11th of March :-

"I have not reported on these requests of the council, but I may state
that the work undertaken consiste of sheet piling on both aides of the
old crib work, which, when completed, will make the work as strong as
when first built. The old crib work, stripped by storms to low water,
is too rotten to build on."

Therefore, the old crib work will be considered as only
piling. I must say that I have so much confidence in my
chief engineer that I think the hon. gentleman may rely
that as soon as the season allows, the work will be proceeded
with and we will take care that it is a substantial one. That
is the intention, because we do not wish that the money
expended should be wasted, but that the work may be a
proper one. If the money voted is not suffoient I will have
to ask for some more to complete the worlt in proper form.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am glad to hear the
statement of the Minister of Public Works. I think I
venture to inform him that the money has been expende
and that the state of the harbor at present is suuh that
unless the report of the engineer is promptly acted upon,
beyond all question the harbor will be completely filled up
within a short time, if it is not filled now.ELowever, if the
hon. gentleman is going to take the matter in hand, that is
all I can expect.

Motion agreed to.

WORK FOR PRIVATE PARTIES BY PUBLIC OFFI-
CERS.

On the motion
For a return showing the names of ail employés of the Department

of Public Works who have acted as architecte in connection with the
construction of buildings for private partie; in Ottawa or elsewhere;
also copies of ail letters received by the Minister, Deputy Minister, or
other offcials of the Public Works Department, and of ail correspondence
between the said Minister or officials and any parties in reference to such
conduct on the part of such employé.-(Mr. Casey.)

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. 1 may say that I am aware
of no such architect or any officer in my Department acting
in such a way. I think the motion should be dropped.

Motion dropped.

PRINTING ACCOUNTS.

Mr. CHARLTON moved: -

That the various items for printing contained in the Public Aceounts
and the Auditor General's Rieport for 1884, be referred to the Public
Accounts Committee.

Motion agreed to.

THE MARINE POLICE.

Mr. MITCHELL moved for:
A Return of names, tonnage, number of men and armament of ateam-

ero or sailing vessels forming the present Marine Police Force of Canada,
the extension of wbich is referred to in the Speech from the Throne.

He said: So far as I can trace in the reports of the Depait-
ment, the Marine Police was disbanded in 1873, and was
restored by a single vessel,the schooner La Canadienne. That
vessel was wrecked, and was replaoed by the steamer
Glendon and the sorow steamer Zady Had. The latter
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vessel was wrecked in 1878, and a new screw steamer, La
Canadienne, took her place, The recent reports of the Depart-
ment shows that this vessel has been doing double duty on
1shëries and light service, reducing the existing service to

half one of one vessel. Now, I have been watching, with
some little interest, the statements made with reference to
the Marine Police, and I find in one of the papers of the
Lower Provinces, a description of one vessel, as follows:-

" The steamer Lansdowne, which bas been turned into the flagship of the
Canadian fishery fleet, by Capt. Scott, and which sailed at & 30 o'clock
Baturday morning, is a wooden vessel of 700 tons. She has a very un-
pretentions appearance, and although her model can scarcely be called
graceful, it isby no means ugly. She was built by Mr. Jotham O'Brien,
of Maccan, N.S., in 1884 "--

Somewhere in the vicinity of where the late Minister of
Marine and Fisheries belongs to-
" and was designed to fill the place for which the ill-fated Princes.
Louis was constructed. Her dimensions are: length over all, 180 feet;
breadth of beam, 32 feet; depth ot hold, 16 feet. The stem and stern
posts are oak and the bow and stern are ironplated, the rudder post
being aso made of iron. She is supplied with patent steering apparatus.
A water tight compartment has been constructed forward in case of
accident, and might prove useful if she should collide with any ot the
American fishermen. The engines are 100 horse-power, and were con-
structed in Greenock, Scotlant, They were never a very great success.
She has been used since her construction in lighthouse and buoy ser-
vice, and was an ordinary vessel, but now that she is ' bristling with
cannon1' she presents quite a warlike appearance. The deck armament
of the Lanîdowne consiste of two brass six-pounders, which were brought
over from Halifax, and are of a very ancient pattern. New carriages
bave been built for them and they have been burnished until their sur-
face is polished like a mirror. They are placed, one on either side, just
forward of the foremast. In addition to these weapons of war, each
officer is supplied with a sword and a navy revolver, and the men with
cutlasses and revolvers. One essential which a vessel, designed for the
purpose the Lansdowne is, should possess, and whIch she probably
would have possessed had our own mechanics constructed her engines,
je speed. This she is deficient in to a marked degree. Her highest
speed attainable is not more than nine knots, so that an American fish-
erman, with any kind of a start, could very readily escape from ber
elutches She carries six boats, and on this trip will have on board
thirty-three souls in all, including Captain Scott. The Lansdowne has
taken on board provisions for a month's cruise, but she will probably
be absent for a fortnight. She will cruise about Grand Manan, Campo
Bello, Welchpool and other fishing resorte, and if she encounters any
American fishermen in Canadian harbors she will order them to depart.
Should they refuse to leave in a reasonable time, Captain Scott will
seize their vessels.''

from her, even with a light breeze. She may frightèn Eitt
if they are wilUng to be frightened, but as for actual servioè
in protecting the fisheries, I am satisfied that she is entirely
useless. What addition is to be made to this nuolous of a
neet I can only judge from what notices I see in some of the
Government organs. I notice that they are asking for six
swift sailing schooners. That is a step in the right direc-
tion. I do not know whether any advice I may give will
be received with much attention; but I Bay it is quite use-
less to get steamers whose smoke can be seen miles away.
The Department should get exact copies of the American
fishing vessels, made in the same way in every respect,
fore and aft, so that they cannot be distinguished
from the American fishing boats, until within a
very short distance. That is the course *hibh *as
adopted some years ago successfully, and I trust that
the Minister will not consider me presumptuous in suggest-
ing it as the right one to follow now. If carried out, it
will resuit in stopping any infringement on our fisheries as
it did formerly. While on my feet, I would like to ask a
question bearing on this subject. Last year the British
war vessels Tenedos and Fantome were employed in protect-
ing the Newfoundland fisheries. I would like to ask
whether any arrangement has been made with the British
Government as to what portion of the North American
fleet. will be used in protecting the fisheries on the Canadian
coast ? I do not expect any material effect from it, but the
fact that some of the vessels of the North American
fleet were detailed for the protection of the Canadian coasti
would give moral tone to the position which I trüst Canada
will assume with regard to the protection of her fisheries. I
regret that steps were not taken earlier than the time of
the sending of the Lansowne, which is perfectly useles.
The object of going to Grand Manan is to catch fish for the
purchase of bait. The season is over for catching fish for
this purpose, and no protection will practically be needed
until the month of June. I trust, whatever steps may b.
taken, the Government will not be as slow about putting
on vessels for the protection of the maokerel fisheries, as
they have been for the protection of the bait fisheries. I
therefore make this motion.

It goes on to describe Captain Scott, and then gives the -

notice that ho publishes as follows:- Mr. FOSTER. There is no objection at al to the bring
" Therefore be it known that by virtue of the treaty, provisions and ing down of the information the hon, gentleman aeks for

Acte of Parliaments (whish are quoted), ail foreign vessele or boats are and I hope when it does core cown it will satiafy him. I
forbidden from fishing or taking fish by any means whatever within
three marine miles of any of the coast, bays, creeks and harbor in have no doubt liewas lacking in information lu refereno.
Oanada, or to enter such bays, harbors and creeks except for the pur- to that steamer, of whiclihh read to us so fuît and accurate
pob of shelter and of repairing damages therein, of purchasing wood, description, say*mg, after li lad read it, liehad Do doubt
and of obtaining water, and for no other purpose whatever." it was a fair n proper description of the veseel. I am
Nôw, as far as I can gather, the whole force for the protec- glad to have the advice of my lon. friend, who, I think,
tion of the fisheries at present, is the Lansdowne, a vesel some fifeen years ago had eomething to do with fittîng out
which, from ber description, is not very well fitted for the a fleet for the protection of our fisheries, wheu diffi@ties
serviee, and is not likely to accomplish much, The Gov- eornthing like the preseut were encountered. I think tny
ernment papers have, within the last few days, announced hon. friend will find that the Government are mot laoking
that she is to be put on the service, and that she has actu- ln their care for our fisheries and the intereets of Our fish-
ally sailed and is now within the borders of Charlotte ermen, and wili not ho iacking in the efforts which
County, protecting the fisheries. It is a great pity, when they may put forth for the fuit protection of
the Government knew that there would be no renewal of our fishing interests. 1 agree with my lon. friend that
tie fishery clauses of the treaty, and when they determined swift sailing vessels, suobias li bas deecribed, are, taken Ml
to put on a vessel for the protection of the fisheries, that lu ail, the botter clase of veesels for the purpose. There je
they did not take some measure such as I counselled them eomething, howevor, lu what li las eaid as te having the
from this place last year to take, and such as they pledged steamer which was moet available at the present,-and whieh
themselves to take when they obtained the vote of $50,000. will probably be oontinuedsa it will give added Irce to
I say it is a great pity that the ex-Minister of Marine the fleet, aud, being kept cruising on these waters, will have
and Fisheries-for I entirely exonerate the present Min- a very large ehare in protecting our iehing grounds. My
iktet-did nlot take some effective stops to protect the lon. friend finde fault a littIe, not with me 1 arnhappy te
interests of Canada, whether we got a fishery treaty or not. saye but wlth My preecesor and the Goverument, that
The vessel which is described in the terms in which I have theyhadnottakenthesestopsearlier. I think that question
read is, I believe, properly described, and she is utterly was pretty tloroughly debated last year, wlen an agreement
unfitted for the work for which she is sent. She is so slow, wa entered loto betweeu thie Government and the Cabinet
that I vënture to say there is not an American fishing ofthe United States, by whiclimutual flehlngprlvilogeswere
*"sl on eo gtthat would not be able to run away given from lst 3nly, 188,until te ond ofthe ytit. Ae a
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result of this instance Of good, steps were taken, as far
as the United States Cabinet could take them, towards hav-
ing a commission appointed to take into consideration the
whole question as well as the question of reciprocal trade.
During the debate last year, I think the sense of the
lHouse was overwhelmingly in favor of the proposition
then made, and I think my hon. friend was in favor of
that proposition as well; and it would not probably have
been the best or the wisest or the most consequent
thing for the Government to have done, at the very
moment it assented to that proposition, to put on a fleet for
the protection of the fisheries. If it was worth whilegiving
that instance of good-will and attempting to do, as far as
Canada could, al in our power for the proper settlement of
the difficulties, it was worth while to wait until the result
of the negotiations were fully apparent before taking any
strong step towards the protection of our fisheries. As my
hon. friend has stated, the main season for the protection of
the fisheries has not yet commenced. Thé Lansdowne
will cruise over our waters around the Maritime Provinces
from now until the fishing season properly commences; and
when that season commences, we will be in a position to
show the country that the steps taken were adequate for
the purpose which my hon. friend, the Government, and
this House, strongly desire should be carried out.

Mr. VAIL. I am very glad that the hon. member for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) has brought this impor-
tant question under the notice of the House, but there is
one thing on which he omitted to ask information, and that
is the important matter of what stops have been taken to
prevent the Americans being furnished with bait and ice.

not intend to grant the authority to appoint a commission,
they should then have been ready to do what is necessary to
show our intention to protect our fisheries. I hope the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries will not lose sight of this,
and, if the number of vessels already engaged is not sufficient,
that he will ask Parliament for a sufficient sum of money to
enable him to fully protect the fisheries from this time until
some satisfactory arrangement is come to with the American
Government,

Mr. WELDON. I trust that every effort will be made
on the part of the Government to carry ont the views of
my hon. friend from Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell). I
was surprised to hear the Minister of Marine talk about the
mutual privileges obtained by that agreement. The Ameri-
cans gave nothing at all for what was given up on that
occasion by this Government extending the time from the
lst July, and I do not think that was received in the spirit
in which it was given by us. We certainly have not got
credit for the spirit which the Minister says animated the
Canadian Government in giving those privileges. I quite
agree with my hon. friend from Northumberland (Mr.Mit-
chell) that the Lansdowne is unfit forthe service. I recollect,
when I was on the north shore as a -boy, that, as soon as the
smoke of the steamers which were employed was seen the
American vessels would get out of the way immediately;
and I think some swift schooners, like the American
schooners themselves, would be more efficient. The Lans-
downe, as far as speed and so forth are concerned, is a failure.
and in the protection of the fisheries she would be of very
little use. My hon. friend spoke of her cruise down to
Grand Manan. I may inform him that she has returned

Mr. MITCHELL. That cornes later on, in one of thefrom thut omiâe, and that ie was in St. John barber net
other notices. long ago wlin this took place:

Mr. VAIL. That is a very important matter, and I ,it wusthe wltching heur of midnight, and ail nature ahould ha"
should like to hear from the Mirnister of Marine what steps been hushed in repose, but it wasn't. On board oereral vouse In the

lie as akéa t prvért Aéricns éin faniséd ithharbor there was considérable ýactivity, and preparations were beinghe has taken to prevent Americans being furnished with deinantici ation of a change of wind. The Amertcan schooner
what is so necessary as bait and ice. With regard to theFanny Fint,aptain Warren, jt as the ock was triking t ur,
description cf thé kansdowne, I do not think it is over- wao coming in stays and was most round, when 'uap bang' ber etem
stated by the paper read by the hon. member for Northum- wet crashing into the fisheryfiag-Bhip Lanaclowne which was noor.d

berlnd.[n acî,I clle th attntin c th liea. initéralongside the Government w hrf. The officero auJ crew of the steamerberland. In fact, I called the attention of the hon. Ministercame crowding on deck, thinking, n doubt, tat a Yankee teamra
of Marine last year to the fact that the engines with whiclihad stolen a march on them, and forgetting iu their hute their swordo
this vessel had been supplied were, according to the reports and cutiasses. on examining their wouuds, it wau found that the gang-

wy of the steamer on thée port sidé had been carried away and smre
of people who seemed to be very well informed, not nearly ouiertr'fingds
of the power required to drive a steamer of that size. The to interview the audacious strangers, who had thus, u it were, bearded
Minister thon acknowledged that eight knots was about 'the Douglas in bis hall.' It was ascertained that thé whole afair wau

her estspeé unér ay crcuetanésaradI dubtan accident, and that thé schooner had had hem boat uahed in theer best speed under any circumstaces, and I doubtenoutr. The expanation wasatisfactry t Capt. Scott, and t
if she could ever attain the nine knots given in the report hardly likeiy that any grave international complications will recît
read by the ion. gentleman. A steamei, to do the work, from the affair.'
ought to have a speed of at least twelve to thirteen knots But thé following, I supposé, k thé resuit
an hour. As the hon. member for Northumberland says, a tThe Laaacfone la awaiting further orders. During ber stay in
fast American schooner will go two miles to the Lansdowne's port, thé men are engaged in gan drill."
one, if the schooner had the rig ht kind of wind. Another thing Mr. MITCHELL. Lt puts yeu soméwhat in mmd ef thé
the hon. Minister overlooks is the réference made by my C/arybdzs
hon. fiiend to what has been done in regard to getting the
assistance of some of the Imperial ships of war on our Mr. GILLMOR. Admitting thet thé steamer Lans.
coast. As he properly said, one British war ship would bedone cannot hé said to have gréat speed, I think it hs
worth half a dozen of our fleet. It is important that we sufficiént spééd for ail that je réquiréd te coast round the
should at least have one British vessel to assist in the pro- shores of Charlottetown, at lést, and Grand Manan and
tection of our fisheries and give a moral tone to the wh 9lethé islands arourd thé coast. For my part, I do not think
thing. I do not know there is anything else that has beenthé Governmént would hé justifiéd ira xpénding a large
omitted. The Minister of Marine referred to the agree- eum of money irafitting eut a steamer to perforai the d t
ment come to between the Government of the United States whidh thé Lansdwneis supposed te parform. la^reewitLl
and this Government with regard to the probabilities of thethé action thé Goverrmert las takén te proteet th0 fisher-
settlement of the fishery question. I must say I think the js, but that je a véxed question, and expérience only Gan
Government did not take steps as early this spring as they show us how te déal with id. I w.uld advise thé Govern-
should, in order to convince the Americans that we were de- ment te hé cardai, and net to rovoké difficultiés which
termined to protect our fisheries. The fact that we expected might hé bard te réctify. I de net béliéve ln mak-
Congress to ratify the arrangement for the appointment of a ing a déclaratio f ;ar just now. This question
commission was no reason why tis Government should have cf thé fishéries k a difficult one, and net esily
hesitated to make the necessary preparation early; so that séttled, Thé Lansdwne je not inténded te hunt after
the very moment they had reason to suppose Congress did the fut sai1ing schooneM ta8,4butif ayeOrofth-

frmta rie ndta h a nSt onhro o
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ments are made on our fisheries at all in that neigh- organ in the country they out off from patronage. I havé
borhood, it if by small boats, as a rule. There are none no doubt that is purely an oversight on the part of thé
of these fast sailing schooners that we hear of there. Minister, and now thst his attention is ealled to it, he will
These questions are very difficult to decide now. There deal a littie more fairly with the independent press. Now
is a difference of opinion about the whole thing. I do my hon. friand referred te what teok place home last ycar,
net think it would be in the interests of our fishermen when a suggestion ws made and information wae given te
te prevent their selling bait if they can get their money for this Roue that the arrangement had been core to between
it. I think the Government are doing right in trying te the Dominion Govenment and the Goverument of the
protect the fisheries, but I do net think they would be jus- United States, that they should continue teercise, during
tifled in spending a large amount of money in buying new the remainder of the yoar, those common rights of lishing
steamers when they can utilise those they have. My opi- on the wast of the United States and of Canada that they had
nion is that the Lasdowne is quite sufficient to protect the xcroised for the previons twelve yeaA. Ie saye he
ooast where she isnow sailing. I would have objected to any believosthathiehon.friend,tho mover of the rosolution,
large expenditure of money te fit out an expensive steamer approved of that. Sir, who eould do any thing elso? There
for the duties the Lansdowne has te perform on the coast in was no provision made for tho protection of the fisherios.
that region. That sort of thing may be required on other We had-nothing te do but te approve of it. We could net
parts of our coast with which I am net acquainted, but I refuse te permit them te core, because, we had no meane
hope the Government will deal, of course, thoroughly but te prnteét our fishermen and the Âmericans could core and
cautiously, with this whole matter, until they see what is in fish in spite of us. Bat Sir, 1 did net approve of it. I sag-
the best interest of our fishermen. They are now altogether gested that measures ought te have been taken the proviens
in confusion. Fish is very low, and they are much year; finding that the troaty was going te terminate by
depressed, and I hope the Government will consider what the act of the American Govemument, our Governmont
is in their interest. should have taken a vote the previeus year, as I suggested,

Mr. FOSTEIR. If the Hlouse will allow me, I desire to and as lanard will show, for the purpose of putting these
say a word in answer to a question asked by my hon. fast sailing schooner a year ago te pretect our fisheries.
friend as te the assistance probably te be given us by the We had nothing cisc te do but te approve of it, and if my
British Government. Negotiations are in progress, and I bon. friend tiinks that bocause I gave my asseut te a matter
hope, by the time the fishing season commences, we shail of neessity, I wonld therefore apprve of the proviens
have that moral support to which he refers. I do not think negligouce on the part of the thon Minister, ho je quite
my bon. friend from St. John (Mr. Weldon) acted quito mstaken.
fairly in leading the House to imagine that the Lansdowne Mr. FOSTER. I wish te correct my hon. friand. I am
had gone down on a slight pleasure trip and had come back sory to sec that he doce net read his own paper, for if I do
again, and, for all ho gave the House te understand, was in net mistake I think in that independent paper, the llrald,
St. John until this day. She came into St. John for furthor thero already appeared eue day an advertisement with
orders, thon went out again, and is on her cruise until this referenco te this same Goverument steamer.
present time. My hou friend will see that he quite upset
his own theory when he stated that a steamer was no hodartmeS
because the fishing schooners would see her smoke a longte I1arngoing te do with the Govomument
distance of and would get out of the way. That is what esare as I did with the City Council of Montreal, whcn
we want. We want them te get out of the way. they boycotted the erald-let them knw that we would

Mnubish information for the publi whether we were p aid for
iternot, and that is what we are doing with this advrtise-

Mr. MITCRELL. I confese that 1 arn surprised at my ment.-
hon. fiienndthnwMttister having used thn argument which ootion agred te.
ho has jumt usea. Inris.rt correct two falserimpressions
whih have beeuconved, theonee by the hon. membor EXPENSE 0F BRINGIentG DOWN RETURNS.
fer Charlotte (Mt. Gilhmor) endtthaheother by thenMinm
ister (Mm. FoUter), nd I will givi the Minister the pr nt- Mm. LANDRY (Kent) (fer M. VLIN) mevod for:
edence.fieHe sys thatoeeof the objecte te be obtained i t rof expense of bringng down papeors to thigsHos, and for
that the Americans maysoc the stoamboat a long way off priting the afe, during the Sessions of 1884, 1885, ona the motion-
and get eut of the'way. It is mathor amlu8rSingte le that 1. 0f the Hon. Edward Blake; 2o f the Hon. yir Richard Oartwright;
that is tho way te prtetttheflishoies. ct bis net the 3. of the Hoat rMille n4 of h .. ameron, M.P. for W. Huron; .
systcm. I shouid advisc hlm te adopt for-thoir protection. of Geo. B pOvis M.P. or W. Elgin; 6. f John Ohariton .P. for N.

t6to.Norfolk; 7. of Wm. Paterson, M.P. for S. Brant; 8. of Hon. Wilfred
That is the system the British Govormmt adopted for'Laurier; 9. of Q. W. Weldon, M.P. for St. John; 10. of P. B. Ougrain,
thirty years, when thry sent ont their fomts upon our MeP, for Lbdlet.
coaste, and, isteàd" of trying te preteet our fieheries and losaid:t is right that I should cay, on bohaif of the hon.
capture foreignors who wore interfeing with our trcatY gentleman who us given this, notice, that had net reg
righte, they appearéd liko a bugaboo anc frightened g them the redothtion, se ouwill have the fuleredit of it.

iaeya and thry nover ;aptured a single vassrl in
aUl that tirne, unil at' lust we took the matter into Mr. CHIARLTON. I wili give the hon. member, Who
onr ownhandssud taught the Ameicans that, having has moved this esolution, the credit of the disclaimerhe
our ights, wo would endeavor te maintain them. makes of being responsiblo for'it. As I ar n ee of the
My hon. fiond from Charlotte (Mr. Gilimor), says I advoca. parties mentionad in that motion, and as I presum, when
ted a largeaoutlyofamonnyornsw o, be found te have c t the
nothâ gOf> the' kin d, aud nover suggested sueh a thing. country smre money, ponhaps I may bo permitted te Bay. a
What have gaia, isZthat the course takon by the Idinisters few words in explanation et the motives that prompted me
snd the Goverlim t to-day, sa s 0 by advertisernente in te ask for thosonroturs, and aise Igavething aste the reasomt
some of the Goveiii~nênt papers, i one-1 canoe sanction; why the etun were a subjet of expense te the ceountry.
sud, by ýthewaythe" do net give a very extensive circula- Thetimbeor limite rotune were volumins. That the
tien te their advertismonti; I notice that thoy confine were voluminEus is net my fat. The fact that nuIerous
them stmitlteParty organWhoseppeor'suportsoppliations ee e made,snd hthat numerus Ordifin
them thmou thioksud thlin, d the only rosi independnt ouncilstin tinr tha wre papsed, teBunerao
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the bulk of those return, and thon that bulk is due to th
policy of the Government in permitting its favorites t
secure, by application, vast areas of timber lands. Tha
poicy, Sir, was protested against by the leader of th
Opposition, who made a motion with regard to tha
policy in the year 1882, warning the Governmen
that the policy it had then adopted and was pursuiný
with reference to the granting of timber limite, woul
result in serious abuses and in great los to the publi
revenue. The prediction contained in that resolution ha
been more than realisedi Thousands of square miles o
land have been granted upon private application to par
tisans of the Government for a nominal sum. From yeai
to year this abuse has continued. I presume, although 1
bave not the statistics compiled, that not less than 20,000
square miles of timber land have been granted by this
Government by Orders in Council to its favorites-granted
upon private application-granted without competition
having been invited-granted at a loss to the public revenue
of this country of millions of dollars, and granted at the
expense of the independence of this Parliament-for no
graver abuse can be pointed out in parhamentary history
than the abuse connected with the granting of timber limita
in this House of Commons. Sir, the abuses that existed in
the British Parliament which led to the passage of the Inde-
pendence of Parliament Act, were not as great as those
that exist in the Canadian louse of Commons to-day.
These returns are three in number, the first one comprising
some 3,000 foolscap pages, the second one some 4,000
foolscap pages, and the one recently brought down between
8,000 and 9,000 foolEcap pages. Now, of course, the expense
of bringing down these returns is very great, but it was
necessary the country should know what this Goverument
was doing. It was necessary that the country should
know that a great rush for favors on the part of the
favorites of this Government has been continuing for three
years past; it was necessary that the country should know
the state of rottenness that exista here, and has existed
here for years. Why, Sir, the very gentleman who makes
this motion, I find upon reference to the papers, has had
some of these favors, and I would not have found this out
if these returns had not been moved for. I find that Mr. P.
Valin, M. P., made an application for timber limita for
Ferdinand Sampson, on the 25th April, 1882; an applica.
tior for timber limits for Didace Dean, on the 25th April,
1882; an application for Frank Ross, on the 25th April,
1882 ; an application for timber limita for D. C. Thomson,
n the 25th April, 1882; an application for timber limits

for James D. Rosa, on the 25th April, 1882; an applica-
tion for timber limita for William Sharples, brother-in-
law of the Minister of Militia of this Dominion, on the lat
May, 1882; and the application of William Sharples was
backed up by a letter from the Minister of Militia. I
do. not propose to enter very fully into this matter to-
night. It will be a subject for further remarks. There
*as a little episode occurred last Session. The hon.
member for North Perth (Mr. Hesson) caused one of
these returns to be piled upon my chair and seat, and
spread al over the premises, calling tûe attention of the
Housoeto the fact that the member for North Norfolk was
guilty of great extravagance in calling for a return of that
bulk- Well, I found something in reference to the hon.
gentleman for North Perth in these returns. I am sorry
ho is not here to-night; however, I think it will be per-
tinent to the case to read one or two of his letters. I find
an application from that gentleman for Mr. James Robb, of
Stratford, who had been editor of the Tory papor in that
town, and the application was duly honored by the issuing
of an Order in Council in favor of the said James Robb. I
find here a letter from Mr. Hesson, under date Ottawa, 12th
Xa 1882, addressei to the Minister of the Interior, Hon.
.L Ma(pheron:

1880. 387
le Mr Dz&a SiR,-In r. application. of Mr. James Robb of Str atford
o for a small timber license on the Birdtail Oreek, 1P"am Infotmed he isn owanuable to obtain the grant as at first admitted and reported. Heit has a Mill and apparatus now on hie hands and don't know wbst to do
e with them. I enclose hie letter to me. Ii dly look Into the matter at
t your earliest convenience and do the beat you can to assist him out ofdifficulty by permitting hm time to look around for some other avail-t able spot. 1 feel confident he will not b. ungrateful. Mr. Robb il one

of our most energetie and best workgng maf.
"Believe me, yours truly,

o "S. R. BESSON."
s There are other letters to the same purport, followed by an
f Order in Couneil granting to the said James Robb a timber

lmit. Then there are other communications from Mr.
r Hesson. Mr. Hesson, it seems, had a friend living at
I Toronto by the name of H. Symons. He writes on behalf

of this individual on 23rd June, 1882.
" Bome time ago I wrote in behalf of H. Symons, Esq., of Toronto, for

timber limite on the Saskatchewan. Your reply was that a previous
application was in for the sarne. Will you now do me the favor "-

Favor underlined-.
"c of changing that application to Cedar Lake se Mr. Symonh le the
only applicant for that place. I hope you will enter his name at once,
snd he will complete the application forthwith. As Mr. ti7mons is a
particular frienlof mine, I hope you will see to this at once.1
I believe, Mr. Speaker, ho was a particular friend, being
married to a daughter of the hon. gentleman. Thon we
have an application from Mr. Hesson in favor of two
individuals, Hugh Waterman and John Stewart. There is
another application from Mr. Hesson in favor of S. S.
Fuller, of Stratford, backed up by a letter from Hon. T. N.
Gibbs. I do not propose to dotain the House at this time as
a full discussion of this question will comle up subsequently.
I state these instances in the case of the hon. member for
North Perth (Mr. Besson) and in the case of the hon.
gentleman wto inoved this motion. They are simply
specimens of a great number of other cases, and they show
the condition of things that has existed and does ut present
exist with respect to the granting of applications for timber
licenses in the North-West. I have to repeat what I said
a moment ago that this corrupt system of granting timber
licenses has resulted in the loss of millions of dollars
of revenue to this country. The Governmment of Ontario
since 1870 have liconsed something less than 7,000 squaro
miles of timber lands. For those licenses, granted subject
to the conditions of the Government, that Province han
received in bonuses something over $1,600,'000 In the
year ending lst February, 1884, the Government of the
Dominion of Canada issued Orders in Council granting
licenses covering 7,600 square miles, more than the area
licensed by Ontario since 1870, and for that vast area tbey
received in bonuses not one dollar, and for that vast area
they nover invited competition. The public were not
invited ; they nover have been invited to compote for
those licenses granted to the favorites of the Government.
There has been, it is true, a sort of public-private compoti-
tion when two or more friends of the Government applied
for the same limit. They were required to compote among
themselves in a hole and corner fashion, and the one who
offered the most bonus received it. The public were never
invited to compote, and thobe business principles that
should always actuate the conduct of suh matters have
never guided the granting of timber licenses by this Gov-
ernment. They never made an attempt to get revenue
from them. They have used them as a corruption fund to
influence and control the votes of members in this House
and secure the influence of influential men belonging to
their party out of this Bouse. This is not an independent
Parliament. The Government have used influences in
this Parliament that make it the reverse of indepen-
dent, and the abuses that exist under the system
of granting timber licenses are inflnitely worse than the
crimes, if I may call them so, the infractions of the law
that the Independence of Parliamentc oprovides shal be
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punished with a fine of no less than $2,000 a day for every
day the member sits. A member may be iable to penalties
under that Act, of $2,000 a day as I have said, and his
fault may be a trivial one compared with the faults that
scores of members of this House have committed and are
laboring under at this moment. For that reason, believing
that such a state of things exists, these returns have been
called for. They have come down. They, no doubt, have
cost this country thousands of dollars. The money bas
been richly earned. The corruption of this Government
cannot be unearthed, except by the expenditure of money
for the purpose of securing the records.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The hon. gentleman has
informed the House that this subject is to be further dis-
cnssed at a later period of the Session, and I do not there.
fore propose to enter into any elaborate defence of the
policy of the Government in regard to the gr'anting of
timber licenses in the North-West Territories. I desire simply
to call attention to what I think will be regarded on both
sides of the Bouse as a most unfair use which las been
made of letters addressed by members of Parliament to the
Department, asking that timber limits may be granted to
particular individuals. Sir, every member of Parliament
knows that he is called upon in the very nature of things
frequently to write letters to the Government in relation to
matters which may be of interest to his constituents or to
his friends. We do not require to go very f ar for an example,
a rather noted example, of the necessity which sometimes
is imposed on members of Parliament to do this kind of
thing. I can remember a very remarkable letter written
by a very prominent politician, a gentleman who occupies
the position of leader of hon. gentlemen opposite, to the
First Minister of the late Government asking that a parti-
cular contract might be given to his friend Moore-

Mr, BLAKE. No.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell),-and urging.
Mr. BLAKE. No.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell),-urging that consideration be

given to his friend Moore in connection with that matter.
Mr. BLAKE. No.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The hon.gentleman says no.

Mr. BLAKE. I say no.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I can tell this House exactly
what the letter was. It was a letter declaring that "my
friend Moore " had tendered for a particular contract, and
suggesting that "my friend Moore " would probably do the
work well if he got the contract. And the result was, that
he did get the contract at something between $20,000 and
$30,000 over the next lowest tenderer, which lower tenderer
had been certified to as a good contractor by no less a per-
son than Mr. Stirton, a prominent friend of the party, who
knew the other tenderer and testified by letter that he
behieved he would be perfectly competent to do the work.
I do not refer to that for the purpose of making an attack
upon the leader of the Opposition or for the purpose of
reviving an old question, but simply for the pur-
pose of pointing out what every member of Parlia-
ment knows, that letters of that kind may be writ-
ten with the most perfect innocence of intention,
without the slightest thought of there being any corrupt
motive; and there is no hon. gentleman on that side of the
House who does not, in his heart, know that what I say is
true; there is not one of them who, when he was on this
aide of the Bouse, so far as they were, when their friends
were in office, was not in the habit of writing letters, per-
fectly honest and perfeotly proper, recommending particular
friends for particular patronage and particular favor to the
Government of the day. The question is not whether a

Mr. CEARLToN.

member of Parliament writes the letter; the question is
whether the Government corruptly yields to that letter.
That is the point where the importance attaches, and in
that case I am prepared to show when the discussion comes
up in its fuller aspect-as the hon. gentleman tells us it is
coming-that this Government stands in the position of
meeting its assailants, its accusers, without the slightest
suggestion of wrong-doing on its part. Now, Sir, the hon.
gentleman is good enough lere, as he las been good enough
outside, to refer to the number of applications which have
been made for timber licenses, and he suggests that in those
applications there necessarily has been something corrupt.
What has been the practical result ? In connection with
the disputed territory, we had rather a noted speech
made by an hon. gentleman outside of the House, in which
he declared that the disputed territory had practioally been
a pportioned among timber limit holders, and he cited ap-
plications and Orders in Council, as evidences of that fact.

ow, it is quite true that there were no less than 308 ap-
plications. Surely there is nothing corrupt in applying for
timber licenses; surely there is nothing corrupt in the Gov-
ernment receiving an application for a timber license. But
what was the fact ? The factwas,thatin connection with those
308 applications, only 115Orders in Council were passed, so,
as to 193 of them, the thing began and ended in an applica-
tion to the Government, in the filing of an application in
the Department of the Interior, and no other step of any
kind was taken. Where was the corruption, where was
the injury done to anybody in that? But that is not all.
After the Orders in Council had been passed; after, in a
large number of instances, the first amount required to be
paid by way of rental, had been paid to the Department-
$250, being $5 a square mile of annual rental paid to the
Government-after that was done, wbat was the fact ? Why,
that only twenty-seven licenses were granted. So that I
think the hon. gentleman will admit, and the country will
admit, that whether there be corruption in the granting of
timber licenses per se, where there were 308 ap-
p lications, and in answer to theff but twenty-seven
icenses granted, it will not be pretended that all

those letters addressed to the Minister or to the Depart-
ment by members of Parliament had any serious effect on
the action of the Minister of the Interior. Now, Sir,
what is the policy with regard to this matter ? The hon.
gentleman speaks of the giving of these timber licenses
as if there was something necessarily corrupt in it. fHe
knows as well as any one can know that it is simply child-
ish, it is worse than childish, to talk about a comparison of
the timber limits of the North-West with the great timber
limits of Ontario and Quebec; he knows there is no
possible relation between the two. Now, what was done ?
This was done: Under the policy of this Government, or of
the Conservative party, before hon. gentlemen opposite
occupied seats on this side of the House,-the policy was to
let these licenses by public competition. When they came
in, they changed that policy, and the policy which the on.
gentleman denounces so strongly was the policy adopted
by themselves, acted upon by themselves when they were in
office, and the last Order in Council which they passed
-passed one day before they left office-passed after they
were defeated at the polls-was an Order in Council
granting 200 square miles of timber limits to political friends
to be selected, not in a particular block wherever they
would survey it and hand in the survey to the Department,
but to be selected by them in blocks of 20 square miles
wherever they might choose, over the North-West from one
end to the other. That was the last act of lon, gentlemen
opposite wben they sat upon this side of the House-an act
performed as I have said after they had been defeated at the
polls, and as the last gift they had to give to men who had
acted well for them, as strong partisans while sitting here
on the Treasury benches The frst act, or among the arlior
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acte of this Government was to cancel that Order in Council; hon. merber for East York came into office, and parties
and I venture te think that if the statement made by that made application for timber limite, and the law wu cer-
hon, gentleman be justified by the facts, that the more plied with, by advertising and by offering the limite te
granting of a timber license without competition is public competition, it wae found that thora was practioally
evidence of corruption on the part of the Government that no competition; thera were but a few parties who
gave it, then the party which changed the policy, which deeired timber limite, those who had mille in the
made it possible te give timber licenses without competition, particular district, se that the law wae practically
are the party who are responsible for the corruption and inoperative. What the Government did thon was not what
the party who are the last who should undertake te charge hac been done by the proviens Government; they did iirnt
corruption against this Government because they have disregard the law, but they ropoaled it and put on the
adopted that policy. Now, that was the policy we'Statite-book a law with which it wae possible to comply.
adopted ? It was this: The hon. gentleman talks of Tbey fixed a valuation on the limite, and they Bold tinber
timber limite at $5, as if that were the price. What limite to ail parties who had mille, on precisely the same
we did was this : Applicants applied for timber limite ; terme; so that the Iaw wu& strictly compliod with. Now,
they paid, after the Order in Council was passed, when the hou. gentleman says that parties are obliged to
the first year's rental, $250, and as the records sIbow, in the ervoytbeirland, to mark out the limite and tofurnish plane
overwhelming majority of cases they never went any far- te the Govornment before the Orders iCouncil are paeeed, I
ther, and the corruption of the Government consisted in can only say that wae not the nue under which his prede-
accepting $250 from people who got nothing for it except a cessere in the present Government aeted, and that was net
blank piece of paper, and the applicants spent a large sumthe mb followed by the Goveru ment of Sir John Macdonald
of money outside without ever getting any more. But if before 1873. I know myscif that these hon, gentlemen
they chose to go on they had to make a survey of the terri- granted limiteMr. McAuley, a portion of which wae not
tory; they had to end in that survey tW the Department; seiected in 1876. The hon, gentleman knows that hie etate-
that survey had te be accepted; they had to build a mill mentis netaccuratein thatparticular. feknowsthatthe
within a certain time, and that mill had te cut a certain Orders in Council were paeeed and a certain number of miles
quantity-10,000 feet, I think, per diem for every fifty were granted before the land was selected, and before those
square miles. They had then to pay the Government a parties were able to tel] the Governent where thoy deeired
royalty of 5 per cent. on the produce of their mili, and the te obtain their limita. The hon. gentleman bas referred te
resuit bas been that the people of the North-West have had Messrs. Cook & Satherland's case. Tbey were deait with
their timber given tW them at greatly reduced prices, exactly in the same way as twenty othere; the same rule
and that most important consideration to the settle was applied, whthr the applicant ws a Censervative or a
ment of that country, the supplying of timber at reason-IReormer; if he owned a Mill i tho particular district or
able prices, was secured by the policy which the Govern- agreed te erect one within a certain trne, thc limit was
ment adopted. If two persons applied for the same limit they granted te him on certain conditions. The limit granted te
had to compete for it, and latterly the policy bas been still Messrs. Cook & Sutherland, loeking at, the character of the
further changed, se that no timber limite are now given, miii they proposed to orect, was not an unreasonable extent
except by public competition and after public advertisement. of territery. I saw in a returu bronght down Wethe fouse,
And what bas been the result ? In three or four cases a lettor from the hon, gentleman himeif with reference te
where the advertisement bas been published and where no a limit granted te a certain mili owner in one of the dis-
competition has taken place, the bonus bas net been suffi- tricts ef the North.West. Tho hon. gentleman in that
cient te pay for the advertisements. That bas been the letter says that part of the limit is already exhausted ef
result, and it is the best possible test of the public estima-tiuber, that hie miliis standing idie, and that ho requires
tion-the business estimation-of the value of these limber a larger limit. Would il bo an unreasonable thing fàr the
limite, in relation te which se much bas been said. IGovernment te furnish hir with a larger lirit, which
thought it right, Sir, te make this brief statement of the wonld snppiy bis Mul as long as it weuld last? That wae
case. Tbe hon. gentleman promises us a further discussion, the very thing we did with regard te Messrs. Cook & Suther-
and when that further discussion comes up I can assure him land, and the same course was pursned with regard W
he will have details te his heart's content, and that the McAuley & Fuller, who were net supporters of the Adminis-
public will be able te realise how utterly unworthy have tratien. The hon. gentleman said that we provided in that

en the charges made against this Government, and how Order in Cincil that ne part of the limit was teha less than
wanting in truth have been the statements made ontside twenty miles iu exteut, I do net remember whether it
the House in relation te the timber limit policy of the Gov- was twenty miles or ton miles; but I remember that
emnment. we did fix a limit, because we said te Msrs. Cook &

Sutherland that if theretwere email tracts otimber, as thera
Mr. MILLS. I would have Jeen advantageous if the are, on c anyflato the river, twe or three miles in extent,

Hinister had allowed the flouse te decide whether the acte they could net pick them up unles they agre d te pay a
of the Govepument have been properly characterised by license on a lirit of 20 miles, and that thlea culd netgo
the observations which ho hue now addresSed te it, after ail and select emnail patches of timber ln the Saskatchewan
the information which ho says will ho brought before the valoey, which might be Gnecessary for the setters in that
Roue, is actually before it. The hon. Minister of the district. n that provision we protected the intereti nothe
Interioresys that the recent Administration, whed they settIOrs. When the bon. gentlemen opposite came in, they
wore la office, carried out the principle et competition, and adopted a différent rale. They gave timber limite for eue-
that the pelicy which the Opposition now se much coin- fourth ft the charge we ma e t Mesrs. Cook & Suther-
plain of was a policy which Was introduced, net by the land and they gave limit, nt of 20 square miles, but as

present Administration, but by the iRefrm Administration low as 2 square miles. They took ne stops te se that the

of the hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie). The lumbermen d d h t deprive the settlyer omhietimber;they

hou, gentleman hamnet quite fairly istated the facts te the wholly dieregarded the interea of the settier. We provided

ouse. The hon. genema knows that the present Prime that no timber limitat shnuld be rueld W parties who were

Minister, whon in office before, claimed that hie Govern- net prepared te ereet Mille.rCan theaon. gentleman eay

ment acted under the law, while as a matter et fact thoy the same thing of the Government of whih ho is a membora?
did net do so. They did net advertia Or bk for compe- Was thoe hon. member for incon (r. Rykert) the nwner
ition; i infaott the law wgs wholly di8ogard.d. Whon tle f a MM when hoObaed a limit for $k a squta m ie, and
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sold it for $2,000 a square mile. The bon, gentleman
speaks of the case of Messrs. Cook & Sutherland
because they were opponents of the Government,
although they had spent thousands of dollars to
erect a mili, and they cancelled the Order, although by
doing so they left the people of the district without
competition. At the time the Order was passed, provid-
ing for granting a limit to Messrs. Cook & Sutherland,
there was but.one mili in the valley of the Saskatchewan,
that belonging to Mr. Moore. The people were paying
$100 a thousand for their lumber, and it was with the view
of promoting the people's interest and well-being, by fur-
nishing competition, that that Order in Council was adopt-
ed. I .need not say more about this subject at present.
The hon, gentleman says that this matter is to come up for
discussion. Whenever it does come up, the more it is dis.
cussed the more perfectly fair and in the public interest
that matter will be seen to have been. I do not say that
the rile of granting timber limite without competition and
at a fixed limit sbould continue for all time. It was neces-
sary in the conditions of the country at that time, when
there were so few settlers. We recognised the necessity,
but recognised it only as a temporary one, intending to
return to the principle of healthy competition whenever
the oircumstances of the country would justify us in adopt-
ing such a rule.

Mr. WATSON. The hon. the Minister of the Interior
ias stated that the policy of the preEent Government bas

always been to grant limits to parties who would operate
them within a certain period, and to give the settlers lum.
ber at the lowest possible rate. Now this has not been
the case. The Government did not pursue that policy in
connection with the North-West, especially Manitoba,
where they granted linits to favorites who did not work
them in the interests of the settlers. These limite were
granted, not only to supporters of the Government, but
even to officials. Of those gentlemen I gave the names
some three years ago, when I was not contradicted, and if
necessary I can give them again, There was not a limit
granted.in the Shel River 1)istrict to men who were pre-
pared to operate them on the spot, but they were given to
men like Mr. James Anderson, Dominion Crown Lands
Inspector, and Mr. Laycock, his assistant. There was not
a limit granted in which these men had not an interest;
nor were those worked, operated in the interests of the
settler, for the loge were floated down the Assiniboine to
Brandon, a station on the Canadian Pacific Railway, and
there sawn, so that when a settler wanted a thousand feet of
lumber he had to drive seventy-five miles to get it, although
the loge were driven down right past his homestead. Gentle-
men like Mr. Cook and Mr. Sutherland, who were prepared
to operate those limits on the ground itseif, had not the
same advantage as partisan friends of the Government and
therefore could not get them. I know the instance of one
gentleman, who had built a saw-milI at Lake Manitoba and
was running a steam tug on the lake, who could not get a
license or other lease for limite, after he had cut all the
timber in bis own, although there were limite available held
by parties who had not worked thém and lhad not even, I
believe, paid the ground rent. The Government will not
sell the limits or grant licenses to parties willing to work
them, so that the settlers have no opportunity of purchas.
ing lumber as they would have were the limite properly
worked. For some time past the Government have been
prauing this policy. Mr. Pratt, who bas a steam tug and
saw-mill and is ready to operate on Lake Manitoba, has not
been able to obtain limite or license, although the limite
have been lying idle for five years beyond the timte when
the grants should have been cancelled, the arties in whose
ame thsy stand DothinUg complied with the requirenments
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of the law. I hope the hon. the Minister of the Interior will
see that those limite are operated: if not I hope he will.see
that the leases are cancelled, if the limite are not Qpersted
by those who hold them, and that the limite will be disposed
of to those who are prepared to work them.

Mr. BLAKE. I cannot say I am surprised that the hon.
member for Montmorency (Mr. Valin) has given this notice,
but I was surprised that the hon. member fer Kent should
move it in his place. The motion is based on a very great
misconception as to what is the relation of hon. gentlemen
who move motions with the consequences of those motions,
This motion, is 1 believe, unprecedented, but I presume the
Government intend to accede to it and I have no personal
objection to it. I muet say, for my part, I declaim any.per-
sonal or individual responsibility, such as seems to be
imputed by the mover and supporters of the motion: for the
accession of the House to the various motions I have made.
The member who moves for papers here does not by that
motion procure the papers; it is the House which orders
their production. Not one of the motions which I have
moved met with any resistance on the part of the House.
The hon. member for Kent (Mr. Landry), for example, did
not resist any one of them; he thought it was right they
should all pass; he wanted to have the papers, and
agreed to the Order that they should be produced.
Now he thinks it important to see the cost of the
acte he and I supported. So with reference to the
printing. That is in the bande of the House com-
mittee appointed by the Governrmet in which the
Government have a majority, and in respect to which the
mover of the motion for papers bas nothing whatever to
do. The Printing COommittee suggeste to the House what
papers of all those brought down, it thinks important
enough to be printed and in what way. I am not aware,
though I believe there are many cases in which the
decisions of the committee have been questioned, but there
are certain occasions in which documents which should
have been printed have not been printed, or were printed
in such a way as to give them a narrow circulation. The
committee decides what amount of expense may be ineur-
red in the way of printing, and, as an example of economy,
I may instance a certain number of important papers in
connection with the North-West troubles, which were
brought down after a great deal of difflculty, and which
that committee recommended should be printed for Ses.
sional Papers only, so that the public have not had the
opportunity of getting copies of those papers in the usual
way as parliamentary documents. Such a sage economy
with referenc e to public money animated the committee
that they thought it unfitting to incur the extra expense of
a larger edition, which would have a wider circu-
lation, than the existing documente. If it is proposed
by this motion to prevent members of the Oppo"
sition from moving motions for papers when they
think public interest requires it, it will be ineffectual.
Motions will be made whenever we think, in. the public
intereste, papers should be brought down, and we will put
the responsibility on the Government and other members
of saying whether they think it fitting these documents
should be concealed or brought down. If they assent
unanimously, or by a majority, to their production, the
responsibility involved in the expense incurred will be
shared by those who agreed that the expense sbould be
incurred. That is all with reference to the main subject of
the motions. As to the observation of the lon. Minister of
the Interior, I have only to say, with reference to myself
and the letter I wrote, his recollection failed him when he
came to describe that letter.

Motion agreed to.
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MARINE AND FLSffERIES-REPORT TO THE PRIYY

M A RfTÉ AND FISERI1ES-:--REPORT TO THE PRIVY
OOUNOIL

Mr. MITCHELL moved for:
opyof Report of the Minister of Marine and Fisheries to the Privy

Coaniil under the date of 15th December, 1869.

He ssid: If the H1ouse grant the order to send this down,
I hope they will not treat it as they did the one of last
year containing valuable information, but will order it to
be printed, as it will form part of the future history of
Canada with reference to our fisheries and trade relations.

Mr. FOSTER. The return asked for will be brought
down, and I promise my hon. friend it will be printed as
wéll. I hold that the able and strong documents drawn
up by my hon. friend deserves to be handed down to
posterity.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am much obliged to the hon.
gentleman for the compliment he has paid me. Last year,
when one of those documents came down, I felt it my duty
to ask that it also should be printed, and, if it be in the
province of the Committee, I hope they will look over the
document and see whether they cannot have it printed as
well as the one about to come down. Those who write the
history of our country will take a good deal of interet in
both documente.

Motion agreed to.

SUBSIDIES TO RAILWAYS.

Mr. CHARLTON moved for:
Return showing:-1. The total amount of money paid by virtue of

requirement, 47 Victoria, chapter 8, intituled: "l An Act to authorisecertain subsidiez and "u for &id in respect of the construction of the
line. ôf ailwayntherein mentioned, and th sep3rate amounts paid apto let March, 1886, by virtue of the requirements of the said Act, toeach Province, railway company, corporation, c , mentioned in thesmre? 2. The total amount cf money remaining -te be paid by virtue
of the reients cf the said Act, and theseparate amounts payableto each Province, Railway 0ompany, Corporation, &c., mentioned inthe lame.

Mr. POPE. There is no objection to the motion. I do
not know that I quite understand it, however, when the
hon. gentleman speaks of the total amount of money paid
to each Province. I know of none that has been paid to
the Provinces. Does he mean the amount paid in each
Province ?

Mr. CHARLTON. Yes.

Mr. POPE. I have no objection to the motion.
Motion agreed to.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-GRAVENHURST
TO CALLANDER.

Mr.'EDGAE moved for.
Cepis of any agreement or contracts entered into between the

Osaadian Pacifie Railway Oompanyand the Northern Railway Company
of Canada, and the Hamilton and orth-Western Railway (ompany as
lessees of the Northern and Pacifie yuntion line froi Gravenhurs toCallander, providliq for through rates and fares and proper traffme
arrangementsfor freight andassengero over the le if the Canadan
Pacific'R.ilway' astipulstcd in the agrement cf Iath Âpril, 1884, under
which the Government granted the suboidy of $12,000 per mile for the
construction of the railway from Gravenhurst te (allander.•
Re said: This motion refers to the very important line
connecting the railway system of Ontario with the Cana-(
dian Pacifie Railway at Callander. It will be remembered1
that that conneotion was made by the assistance rendered1
to the extent of $12,000 a mile by this Government to a
compauy who leased the line to the Northern Railway. I
believe the railway has been now built, and I am not goingi
to discuss the question whether the Government could have1
procured it to have been buit for a smaller am than(

$12,000 a mile or not. We have the fact that the road ha.
been built, and, I believe, very well built. But it is of vast
importance to the Province of Ontario, through which thé
connecting linos run, that every possible facility shôuld be-
given for the traffic of the Province of Ontprîo to and froin
the North-West over the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and
that every possible arrangement should be made to facili.
tate the running of trains, and to have fair rates for that
Ontario traffic. The agreement under which the $12,000
a mile was given for the construction of this railrôad
was brought down last Session, and it provides, thatl
within six months after its date-it is dated the
12th April, 1884, and six months after its date
would be the 12th October, 1884-an agreement shall
be entered into between the Canadian Pacifie Railway
and the Northern Railway, as to the rates and fares and
traffic arrangements between the two roade. The conditions
provided in the agreement, as to the grant of the $12,000,
are that the through rates and fares from all points west on-
the Canadian Pacifie Railway, to and from all points on the
railways of the lessees, should be settled on a mileage, or
other fair basis, and in case of dispute, should be settled by
arbitration. Now, it is quite clear that, unless some agree-
ment of that kind be entered into by the Canadian Pacifie-
Railway, that company might put on such rates as would
be prohibitory to the traffie going off at Callander for the
Ontario system, and they inight very easily, if it be left in
their hands to do so, force the trafflo going eastward over
their own line, from Callander all the way down to Mont-
real or to the seaboard, instead of allowing it to leava their
line at Callander and go to the seaboard that way or to
Ontario. It is very much to their interest, therefore,
clearly, to make arrangements which would suit themsMlves
and their own lino east of Callander, instead of making
arrangements which would suit the lino of this connecting
rai Iway; and we can therefore see how important and essential
it is that some such agreement as the one proposed should be
entered into and should clearly settle those points. Then it
was also arranged that an agreement should go farther than
that, and make provision for through freight cars, through
sleeping cars, and connecting trains. That is also very
essential, as anyone can well see, in order to give fair com.
petition wiLh the east. Of course, Montreal has natural
advantages that Toronto and the towns and cities of Ontario
have not, in competing for the trade of the North-Wegt.
But Montreal, no doubt, will be able to take care of
herself, and it is very undesirable to give any adventitious'
or artificial advantages in the way of freights to Montreal
by reason of the advantages which the Canadian Pacifie
Railway would have by diverting traffic from its connecting
line at Callander. Now this agreement, I am nfraid, has
not been carried out-at any rate I am satisfied that it
has not been carried out within the six months provided
for under the agreement by which the Government
gave the subsidy. One would think that when an arrange-
ment, giving $12,000 a mile, was made and when a stipula-
tion was inserted that within six months such an important
arrangement should be made by the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way, the terme would have been stringent, seo that oither
the grant would not have been paid over, that it would have
been held back, or that there would have been some penalty
of forfeiture unless the Canadian Pacifie L'ilway gave this
agreement. But the language of that clause is most
extraordinary. It does not provide that in default
of the making of this agreement with the Canadian
Pacifie Railway the money shall be held back, or thàt
any money shall be held back, or that any penalty shall b
enforced. It merely provides that this clause shah have ne
effect unless the Canadian Pacifie Railway shall, within six
months from this date, enter into a contraot with the
lessees, agreeing on its part to the terme of thie clauae; I
other words, Mr. Speaker, it is left absoluteIy to thé -diorew
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tion of the Canadian Pacifie Railway whether it will do this
or will not do it, and if they did not do it neither they suffer
nor the railways that are to be built suefer, and nobody but
the public would suifer, because there is no penalty or con.
dition attached to it whatever, except that the clause which
says it shall be done shall have no effect. Now, on the 9th
of February last I put a question in this House to the Gov-
ernment asking them whether the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way did, within the six months required by that agreement,
that is by the 12th October, 1884, enter into such an agree-
ment as was required, and the hon. Minister of Public
Works replied then that "the Government is not aware
that the Canadian Pacific Railway has done so." Well,
they clearly did not do it within the six months required, nor
for about six months after that. Now, I believe since then
the railway has been finished, and the whole subsidy has
been paid over, and I have no doubt that the Government
used the great influence which they possessed and still
possess with the Canadian Pacifie Railway, to induce
them to make that binding agreement for the benefit
of this other railway, although they had not done it
within the time required, and although, according to the
letter of the law, they were not bound to do it. I am
sure this motion will give the Government an opportunity
of telling the House that they have seen to this, and that
the agreement has been entered into by the Canadian
Pacific Railway, because if it has not, I do not think the
subsidy which has been given will make that road of any
practical use to Ontario for the purpose of connecting with
the Canadian Pacific Railway. It will be a very good local
road, running through the districts of Muskoka and Parry
Sound. But if this has not been done, and if the papers
which d4 ask for hure cannot be produced because they do
not exist, I am sure that the people of Ontario will be very
much grieved, and the business men of that Province, who
thought they were getting a grant of 812,000 a mile to
assist this road as a direct connection with the North-West,
will be very much disappointed.

Motion agreed to.

TUHE FISIERIES.

Mr. MITCHELL moved for:
Copies of report of communictions between the Canadian and

American Governmentq throngh the late Governor General of Canada,
Lord Lorne, on the subject of a Joint Commission respecting the Fis à-
eries, and of any memorandum by Lord Lorne or any suggestion emana-
ting from the United States authorities naming suitable individuals to
form such ommission as referred to by the lae Minister of Fisheries,
in a debate in the House of Commons on the 13th of July, 1885.

Mr. FOSTER. I may inform my hon. friend that there
are no memoranda or copies of reports. Nothing passed
exoept verbal communications.

Mr. MITCHELL. Under those circumstances I with-
draw the motion. I suppose the hon. gentleman will not
object to tell us at a later period what those verbal comma-
nications were.

Motion withdrawn.

APPOINTMENT OF QUEEN'S COUNSEL.
Mr. MILLS moved for:

Copies of al correspondence between the Government of Canada and
the Imperial Government, and between the Government of Canada and
the Goverument of any Province of the Dominion, in reference to the
appointment of Queen's counsel.

He said: I hope the Minister of Justice will be able to lay
the papers before the House at an early day, and I will
refrain from discussing the matter until we have the papers
before us; otherwise I should fuel inclined to enter into a
discussion of the subject.

Mr. T HOMPSON (Antigonish.) The motion bas a very
wide rane in the way in which it is presented to the

Mir. aa

House. I understand, however, that all correspondence on
this subject has been already submitted to the House or
has been made public through various channels, except the
correspondence which has been commenced during the
present year with the Government of Ontario. I cannot
promise to bring it down very shortly because it is not yet
coneluded. I acquiesce in the motion, but I cannot
promise to bring the correspondence, if that is the corres-
pondence to which the hon. gentleman refers, down at an
early day.

Motion agreed to.

RETURNS ORDERED.

Return showing all sumo of money paid te any member or members of
this House or the Senate, on account et services rendered in connection
with the North-West rebellion, giving the naines, the services performed,
and the respective sums paid each, the date at which the services com-
menced and terminated; also all sums paid on account of travelling
expenses, outfit or otherwise, giving each naine, amount paid, what for,
and date of payment, separately.-(Mr. Mc3Iullen.)

Copies of aIl evidence, together with the judge's charge and all other
papers relating to the trial of Loieon Mongrain, for the murder of David
L. Cowan, a policeman, late of the county of Carleton. Also all peti-
tions, correspondence and Ordere in Couneil relating to the commuta-
tion of the death sentence of Loison Mongrain.-(Mr. Landerkin.)

Return of the amount paid for damages to land taken for the Indian-
town Branch of the Intercolonial Railway, in the county of Northumber-
land, N.B. ; the naines of the parties to whom the saine was paid, and
the amount paid each one; the naines of the valuators appointed to
assess the damages, and the amount paid for their services; the legal
gentlemen employed in connection therewith, and the several amounts
paid for their services.-(Mr. Weldon.)

Return of the earnings and working expenses of the Intercolonial
Railway for each month froin st July, 1885, to 1st February, 1886,
specifying the different sources of earnings and the amount (if any) in
each month, credited from mechanical stores account to earnings.-(Mr.
Weldon.)

Return showing: 1. The total number of acres of grazing land placed
under lease up to lst March, 1886. 2. The names of grazing land lessees
wbo have cattle upon their leaseholds, the number of acres in each
leasehold, the date of the lease, the location of the land covered by the
same, the number of lease, the number of cattle reported on eaoh lease-
hold, the date when the leasehold was first stocked with cattle, and the
aggregate area covered by such leases. 3. The naines of grazing lands
lessees who have not placed cattle upon their leaseholds, the number of
acres in each leasehold, the location of the land covered by the saine,
the number of the lease, and the aggregate area covered by such leases.
4. The total revenue derived froin pasture land leases. All returns
asked for to be brought down to lst March, 1886.-(Mr. Charlton.)

Return of particulars of anv claim made hy John Heney, of Ottawa,
for a refend of tolls paid by him upon vessels or wood passing through
the Government canals, together with copies of all Orders in Council
passed by the Government in relation to such claim, and copies of aIl
correspondence between the Governmentand the said John Heney or any
other person, respecting such claims for refund.-(Kr. Landerkin.)

Return showing seizures made at the port of Winnipeg, by the Ces-
toms officers or officials, between lst January, 1885, and the l1th of
March, 1886, in which fines were imposed, deposits forfeited or goode
sold after seizure; giving the naines of the persons upon whom fines
were imposed, who forfeited deposits or whose goods were sold after
seizure; giving the amount of each fine imposed, of each forfeit depo-
sited and of the amount obtained in each case in which goods were sold;
and stating in detail the naine, official position and salary of each officer
to whom any part of the money so realised was paid, and the amount in
each case thus paid to the said ofileer.-(Kr. Paterson, Brant.)

Return of the numbers and names of the United States fishing vessels
frequenting the inshores of Canada for fishing and kindred purposes,
during each of the-several years that the Treaty of Washington has been
in operation ; also the kinds and estimated quantities of fish taken yearly
by each American vessel, and the probable period of each fishing voyage
or voyages.-(Mr. Mitchell.)

Copies of documents, correspondence, reports and Orders in Council
respecting alleged interference with United States fishermen on the coasts
of Nova Scotia in the years 1880, 1881 and 1882, together with copies of
the Fishery regulation or regulations said to have been violated by
Americans, and for the enforcement of which, by Canadian officers,
indemnity was claimed ; as also a statement of amounts claimed, and of
sums (if any) paid therefor.-(Mr. Mitchell.)

A statement of sums deposited in the Post OfBce Bavings Bank and
Government Saving Banks on the lt January, 1886, showing: Number
of depositors holding amounts over $1,000; over $500 and under$1,000;
over $300 and under $506; below $300; with total held by each class
respectively.-(Bir Richard Cartwright.)
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Return showing the amount paid to P. R. Jarvis, Esq., of the city of

8tratford, countyof Perth, returning offcer under the Temperance A et
for the county of Perth, Ontario, for te vote taken under the provisions
of the Act on the 18th day of June, 1885; a detailed statement of all
moneys d such returning officer, for what purpose, and to whom
paid by .- (Mr. Trow.)

Return showing the number of homestead entries of Dominion lande
cancelled in each of the years 1880-81-82-83-84 and 1885 ; also, number
of pre-emption entries cancelled in each of the above years.-(Mr.(iien.)

Copy of a report made by F. N. Gieborne, in February, 1885, on the
application of the inhabitants of Brier and Long Islands, Digby Oounty,
for telegraphic communication with the mainland.-(Mr. Vail.)

Return of the total amount paid by the Railway Department for
applying the Westinghouse brakes on the Intercolonial Railway, to
3ist December, 1885; the number of locomotives and number of cars to
which the brake has been applied, and the cost for each locomotive and
each car, separately.-(Mr. Yail.)

Return showing the amount owing and unpaid on the lot day of Janu-
ary, 1886, on pre-emption entries of Uominion lande in Manitoba and the
North-WYý est Territories ; also, amount owing aul unpaid on time, sales
of Dominion lands, lt January, 1886, for Mfanitoba and North-West
Territories.-(Mr. Glen.)

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of the
House.

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 10:40 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TuasDAY, 30th March, 1886.

The Spzàxia took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PairmaS.

PRIVATE BILLS-EXTENSION OF TIME.

Mr. DAWSON moved:
That the time for presenting Private Bills be extended te Monday, the

12th day of April next, in pursuance of the recommendation of the delect
Committee on Standing Orders.

Motion agreed to.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 65) respecting the Northern and North-Western
Junction Railway Company.-(Mr. Kilvert.)

Bill (No. 66) to incorporate the Foi bes' Trochilic Steam
Engine Central Company of Canada.-(Mr. Patterson,
Essex.)

Bill (No. 67) respecting the Central Ontario Railway
Company.-(Mr. White, Hastings.)

Bill (No. 68) to incorporate the Brockville and New York
Bridge Company.-(Mr. Wood, Brockville.)

Bill (No. 69) respecting the Bank of Yarmouth.-
(Mr. Kinney.)

Bill (No. 70) respecting the Manitoba and North-Western
Railway Company of Çanada.-(Mr. Ross.)

Bill (No. 71) for the discharge of Insolvent Debtors
whose estates have been distributed rateably among their
Creditors.-(Mr. Edgar.)

Bill (No. 72) respecting the Union Suspension Bridge.-
(Sir Hector Langevin.)

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Before we proceed to the Orders of
the Day, I must bring before the fouse a statement made
in a newspaper, which statement has been repeated and
my attention calied to it. I do not intend to complain of
the appreciations of newspapers on my own merits or utter-
ancs in this House, however unjust or ill-mannered even
they might be; but what I have the right to complain of is

aie

that statements purporting to be statements made by me
as a member of the Hlouse, should be incorrect or untrue.
I read in the London Advertiser, which, I think, has a repre-
sentative in the Capital, of Monday, 29th March, an article
headed : "Chapleau's Effort." In that' article, it is stated
that a letter was read by me dated the 19th instant, which
letter :

" Declared that Riel was conflned in the Longue Pointe Asylum
when his insanity was only simulated. 0 • • Mr. Ohapleau
said that he was the Secretary of State in the Government at that time ;
that it came within hie duties to commit lunatics ; that he knew Mr.
Riel was aot a lunatic; that he thought ir. Riel wau in danger of being
punished for the murder of Scott, and that he (lir. Ohapleau) had sent
him to the Lougue Point Asylum under an assumed name as a safe
refuge from the vengeance of Mr. Scott's friends'"

What I said is not that, and the statement I have quoted is
wilfully untrue. I stated, and I have read it in every news-
paper which took my words:

" 1 knew it I must say, even before this Bouse mat. I knew it even, but
not in a satisfactory manner, during the time the so-called Insane man
was in the asylum. I knew it from mome of the guards, but I would not
have taken their authority."

If, as I stated, I knew it from one of the guards, Riel must
have been then in custody. I stated that when the unfor.
tunate man was sent to the asylum, I had-and it is in my
speech-evidence before me to which, as a member of the
Government, I had to submit; that is to say, the necessary
papers with affidavits. Those affidavits were given by hon.
friends on the other aide, whose honesty and integrity I do
not doubt, and it was on those papers that Riel was put in
an insane asylum. The appreciations of newspapers are
free, in the discretion of the papers themselves, but the
questions to the truth of statements attributed to members
of this House belong to this House, and if the privilege is
given to the press to make reports, the press should not be
allowed to make untrue statements.

WAYS AND MEANS-THE BUDGET.

Mr. McLELAN. Mr. Speaker: In moving that the House
resolve itself into a Committee of Ways and Means, I desire,
as han been customary, to make some statements respecting
the position of our accounts. This duty has for a number
of years been discharged by one who ha made fiscal mat-
ters a life study, and whose clear and able statements com-
manded the admiration of the House and the confidence of
the country. I am sure that all in this House will join
with me in expressing deep regret that the condition of Sir
Leonard TilIey's health has compelled his withdrawal, at
least for a time, from the more active duties of publie life,
and I am sure also that I but give expression to the feelings
of those around me when I utter the wish that h. may be
restored to health and may have many happy years ofuseful
and honorable life. in attempting this task, without having
had perhaps sufficient time to become familiar with ail the
details of my Department, I should crave the indulgence of
the flouse, more especially when I look back to 1867, and
I see that this position has been from that time to
the present always occupied by distinguished and able
men; Sir, in looking back to that period over the admin-
istration of those eminent men-an unbroken lino of
gallant knights-I am deeply impressed with the changes
that have taken place in the country sine that period,
with the contrast which the Dominion of Canada
presents to-day to the Dominion of 1867. Eighteen
years in the history of any country mark it with
changes of progress and development, or, perchance, of
decay, but I venture to say that in no country in the world
are the evidences more strong and marked of progressive
development than in the Dominion of Canada. Inl 18b7,
we were four Provinces, and we spoke of thew ountry
as a great country, one of magnificent distances. W.
had then Ontario, Quebec, Nova Scotia and New Bruns.
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wick, covering an area of 838,000 square miles, with a
population of 3,331,000. On the east we have added that
most fertile of all fertile islands, the Island of Prince
Edward, and we have taken our boundaries westward and
laid them beside the waters of the Pacifie Ocean. In area,
we now embrace 3,438,000 square miles. In territory we
have increased more than tenfold, and our population
more than 50 per cent. But it is not in increased area,
it is not in added numbers that the change is most marked.
It is in the condition of the great body of the people. They
have learned more of each other in those eighteen
years, and have strengthened their political, their social,
their commercial and their industrial ties. In 1867, the two
Provinces in the east were separated from the two in the
west by an impassable barrier. In winter, and for six
months in the year, we were dependent upon the United
States for all intercourse and communication between the
two upper and the two lower Provinces. In the west,
on the admission of British Columbia and the Terri-
tories, the obstacles to intercourse were greater even
than the incrased distances, and for all communication
and intercourse we were dependent upon foreign rail-
ways, foreign hotels, and foreign conveyances. For fifteen
or ixteen years we have been paying tribute to a foreign
but a friendly power for all intercourse westward. To-day
the iron rail, leaving the waters of the Atlantic, goes west-
ward and westward until it touches the waters of the
Pacifie Ocean, and gives us an unbroken highway from the
extreme east to the extreme west ; so that we shall from
this time be able to pass to and fro from the extreme of
east to the extreme of west without being reminded, as
hitherto, by a foreign flag and a foreign Custom house that
we were dependent upon a foreign people for our inter-
course. The year 1886 will be in all future Canadian his-
tory a red-letter year, as being the year in which we
obtained our national, our geographical independence; the
year in which a highway to pass for pleasure or profit, in
peace or in trouble, was opened to us throughout our whole
territory. Something more than thirty years ago, the
public men of Nova Scotia were busy discussing the pro-
priety of commencing the construction of what is now a
portion of the Intercolonial Railway, and a link in this
great highway, and the men who were then discussing it,
the tmen who were most earnest in the matter said to us
that the importance and value of this road would grow in
the publie estimation of the people of Nova Scotia, and in
the esttmation of the people of all the Provinces, that
it would be commenced and would 'go westward until
it would eventually reach the waters of the Pacifie
Ocea ; and we were told that many of those who were
taking part in the discussion would live to hear t4e scream
of the locomotive in the Rocky Mountains. Sir, that pre,
diction has been realised, and, if all, or if even in part the
other predictions respecting the great value and importance
of this work, in binding together the several Provinces, in
strengthening and maintaining British interests upon this
continent and developing the great resources of this coun-i
try, and drawing to us a share of the trade of the millions«
of people who swarm the islands and the countries lying
beyond our western terminus, are realised, then the men
who grappled with and carried out this mighty undertaking
will be regarded as benefactors of this country and willi
receive the respect and gratitude of all true Canadians.i
Andy Mr. Speaker, I may add thatour right hon, leader,g
who has labored so diligently and so successfully in carry-
ing forward this work, who, while not unmindful of the
interests of the older Provinces, never lost sight of thisi
undertaking, although often assailed by the opposition of1
gentlemen opposite, and sometimes met by the fearsa
and doubts of his friends, yet never lost sight of this work,
but labored faithftully, zealously and intelligently to com-
plete it, and bind together and make one people all who1

Mr. McLELAN.

dwell beneath the British flag on this continent, and
strengthen and maintain British institutions-if those pre-
dictions shall be in any part realised, he will have the
highest reward that eau come to the greatest statesman, the
satisfaction of knowing, of believing, of seeing, that ho has
wrought a great advantage for his country. Sir, I believe
that those predictions will be largely realised, and that a
great future lies before us. But I must not detain the louse
to speak of that future. I was contrasting for a moment,
in passing, the past with the present, the condition of things
in 1867 with the condition in 1886. And, Sir, it is not alone
in the increased area, nor in the improved means of inter-oom.
munication which we now have, but the change is most
marked in the great improvement in the condition of the
vast body of the people. Measured by every standard that
tests the progress of the people, we see that they have
made great progress, by the accumulations in our savings
and our commercial banks, by the traffic upon our railways
and upon our waters, by the growth of our townsuand
cities, by the private and public buildings which adorn
them, by the comfortable homes of our rural population,
by the churches and schools, and all the varied avocations
in which men are engaged, and which mark the growth,
the progress, the wealth and happiness of the people.
Sir, in speaking thus, and expressing gratification at tIhe
growth of the Dominion, I do not forget my experience in
the past with some minds narrow by nature or by preju.
dice, who will say that it is, perhaps, not in good taste in a
Nova Scotian, not in good taste in me, particularly, to
express this gratification. Sir, I desire a word of
personal explanation, and [ am moved the more thereto by
the fact that the leader of the Opposition, when nothing
else could be found to occupy his great mind at the open-
ing of this Session, directed my attention, when r should
occupy this place to-day, to the position I occupied in
1867. It is true that Nova Scotia was opposed to Con-
federation, but mainly owing to the financial terms then
proposed; it is true that I joined in that opposition, but
wher. the act was passed I took the earliest opportunity
to define my position as a candidate for this louse.
Addressing a large public meeting of my constituents,
I said-and, if I remembèr rightly, my remarks were
reported by the gentleman who occupies the chief
place at the Table of this House-I said: The Act of
Confederation has beconie law, it is the Act of the British
Empire, and no power that we possess can avoid it. We shall
live under it, we shall test its working, and if I am elected as
your representative in the House of Commons, believing
that the terms on which we are admitted are unfair to
Nova Scotia and may be amended, I shall labor to
have them amended, and I shal join those who
will endeavor to promote the best interests of the
whole country at large. In substance, that was my
pledge to the people of my county ; and when 1 came here
my utterances were in that direction, to have a modifica-
tion of the terms on which Nova Scotia was admitted. And,
Sir, to-day I stand with that pledge redeemed, and with
having aided to secure better terms for my little Province
down by the sea, and in having joined with those who were
giving, and have given their best energies to the develop-
ment and progress of the whole country. With that pledge
redeemed I feel as free to stand here and express proud
satisfaction at the progross of our common 'country, as
could the most ardent Confederate of 1867. Now, Mr.
Speaker, having detained the House with this introduction,
I desire to invite attention to the Public Accounts which were
submitted to the Ilouse some days ago, and which, I
have no doubt, have been examined by hon. gentlemen
present. Permit me, Sir, to direct attention to several
points which seem to call for consideration. And first,
dealing with the receipts of 1885, it will be noted that the
late Finance Minister, in his Budget speech, placed the
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revenue likely to be received at $33,000,000, including in
that amount the sum of $500,000 estimated receipts from
the sale of Dominion lands. The actual amount received
from the several sources came to $33,190,618, of which the
amount from Dominion lands was $393,618, the excess over
the estimate being $190,619. Many of the items in the re.
ceipts and in the estimates approach each other very closely.
For instance, the Post Office revenue was estimated to pro.
duce $1,900,000 ; it di: produce $1,841,372. The revenue
fromPublic Works, including Railways and Canals, wasesti-
mated at $3,000,000; it did produce $3,065,000. The inter-
est on investments was estimated to produce $1,900,000; it
produced 81,997,000. Miscellaneous revenues brought
in altogether 8605,838, against an estimated amount of $800,-
000. Dominion lands produced but $393,618. The inter-i
ruption of the receipts from that source was caused by the
troubles in the North-West, on acconnt of which the receipts
from that source almost ceased, and redaced the amount
below the estimated receipts of $500,000. Then there are the
receipts from Customs and Excise. When Sir Leonard Tilley
made his Budget speech about this time last year, he esti
mated the Customs to produce $19,000,000; they did pro-
duce $18,935,426, being 864,574 short of the estimate.
If hon. gentlemen have referred to the Trade and Naviga-
tion Returns they will have seen that the greater portions
of the goods entered for duty in the Dominion during the
past year were fully up to the estimates. The main falling
off was in articles that are being manufactured in the coun-
try, manufactures of cotton and woollen goods, of iron and
steel and the products thereof. The duties upon those arti
cles was $2,167,229.34 in 1884, and the amount realised
in 1885, 61,606,510. As hon. gentlemen will see, there was
a large falling off in the receipts frem those sources in con-
sequence of our manu factories being able to furnish a larger
portion of the goods required for the wants of the people.
The receipts from Castomis will, no doubt, constitute the
items which will receive most attention from hon. gentle-
men opposite and all who are opposed te the National
Policy, and who desire to preach and put in practice the
doctrine of Free Trade so far as is possible in this country. I
may, therefore, be permitted te make a few observations on
this subject before passing to other matters. The sum of
818,935,426 from Customs last year was collected on a gross
importation for home consumption of $102,710,109, being
18•43 per cent. under the National Policy tariff. Comparison
bas been made on many occasions between the taxation of the
Dominion and the taxation of the United States, and the
results of the tariff in the Dominion and the results
in the United States. It is, however, shown from the
returns of 1885 in the United States that the percentage
of taxation upon imports into that country was 31·45, or
over 13 per cent. more than the charge under our National
Policy. It is net so mach with the United States tariff,
but with the tariff of 1878 that we shall be criticised. The
tarif of 1878 is entered in our books as showing a taxation
of 14·03 per cent. upon a total importation of $91,199,517,
and that shows a difference of over 4 per cent. in the
result of- the working of the tariff as at present arranged
and the tariff which hon. gentlemen applied in 1878. Now,
even 4 per cent. of a difference of taxation is, perhaps, a
considerable one ; but it does net warrant ail that has been
said by hon. gentlemen o;posite as to the grinding
nature of our tariff. If it be really 4 per cent. more
than the tariff of 1878, I do not think it deserves all
the condemnation which hon. gentlemen have been
pleased to shower upon it, but it is not. The Castoms
receipts for 1878 were $12,795,693, being, as I have said,
14-03 upon an importation of $91,199,577. The larger you
have the importations for a given sum received the
smaller is the percentage, and you have to look
at the imports and compare the imports of 1878
with those of 1885, to reach a fair comparison of

the amount of taxation imposed by those tarifs respeo-
tively. In 1878, it will be remembered, breadstuffa were
imported free into the Dominion, and all that passed
through any part of the Dominion, by Grand Trunk Rail.
way or otherwise, to the seaboard, for shipment abroad,
was called an importation for home consumption. In
that year the amount of imports of breadstuis was
$13,452,460-in other words, 14ï per cent. of the whole
imports of that year was in breadstuifs, rot i necessary
imports, not in compulsory importations for the consump.
tion of the people, but a large portion on the way
to the seaboard for shipment to other countries;
and yet, being free, they wore called importations for
home consumption, although they only passed through the
country. The amount added to the necessary importa-
tions we were compelled to make, increased the amount
given as importations; and when the duty in that year
is taken over the whole amount thus increased, it
shows to the advantage of the tariff of 1878. Take
out that 'amount of thirteen millions on breadstuffs,
free, and you have $77,747,117 left as the necessary im-
portations of that year, upon which $12,795,693 was col-
lected, which brings the percentage up to 16-45 per cent.,
less than 2 per cent. of the taxation of 1885. If you look
at-the imports of 1885 and the collections thereon yon will
find that the increase of taxation is not on the necessaries
of life, not on what is consumed by the poor man, and not
what will justify hon. gentlemen opposite in saying that the
National Policy tariff is grindng on the poor man, and
drives him out of the country. It is not necessary, Mr.
Speaker, that I should detain the House with a very close
analysis of the importations of 1885 ; but I may take up
two or three special lines, and show that the increase of
revenue and increase of taxation does not result largely from
impositions on the laboring classes or upon the poor man.
In 1885 we collected on silks and velvets, 81,029,657. In
1878 we only collected $.39,981, an increase of 8480,676 ;
and that leaves as much silk and velvet for the poor man
in 1885 as was imported in 1878. On spirits and wines we
had an increase of $642,100 ; on jewellery, gold and silver-
ware, $156,728. Now, here are three classes of goods which
are considered as luxuries, on which we collected an excess
over the amount collected for 1878, of $1,279,504. Now, if
you take this from the gross revenue received from Cus·
toms, it leaves $17,655,924, which would make a fairer com-
parison with the receipts from the importations of 1878;
and when you do that, Sir, you bring the taxation down to
less than three-quarters of 1 per cent. over the taxation
of 1878. And I am sure, Sir, that if the investigation were
pursued further, we should be able to show, having no duties
on tea and coffe, and many other things which are largely
consumed by the poor man, that the tariff under which we
are operating and under which we have collected this re-
venue, bears much more lightly upon the working classes and
upon the middle classes than did the tariff of 1878. Hon.gen-
tlemen have been wont to exclaim against the tariff under
which we are operating at present, because it is called
a protective tariff. But, if we take the free trade tarif of
England, we find that it is more grinding and bears more
hardly upon the poor man and the laboring classes than it
does upon the rich. Of the $96,000,000 that are collected for
Customs duties in England, a celebrated statistician, Mulball,
places the proportion paid bythe laboring classes at 856,000,-
000; the rich, 86,000,000; and the middle classes, $34,000,-
000; or, in other words, there is paid by the laboring olasses
more than 56 per cent. of the whole collection Of Customa
revenue in that free trade country of England. So we see
that a free trade tariff is not necessarily light upon the
laboring classes, or upon the middle classes nor the poor man.
And, Sir, I say that if I were to pursue the analys&i of our
importations, I would be able to show that our tarif 1a
especially framed to bear lightly in its taxation Upon the
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poorer classes; and, moreover, Sir, we know that the result
of the working of that tariff has been to give the poor man
and the laboring man employment. It has given him that
employment which keeps poverty almost ont of the
country, and that is the object that any tariff-that
any Government framing a tariff should have in view
-to give employment to the people at large, and
to bear lightly upon the laboring classes of the community.
And the result of 1his tariff has been, Sir, that we have been
giving employment to the masses of the people, to the labor-
ing classes, and we are able, from the condition of our manufac-
tures, to feed and clothe the workingman for work-day and
holiday; and are able to put in his hands the imple-
ments by which he earns his living at lower prices than
they were imported into the country under the tariff of 1878.
The receipts from Excise have been $6,419,101 as against an
estimate of 85,500,000. The large increase in the Excise is
to be accounted for by the fact that distillers and others fore-
stalled the changes that were made in the revenue and
entered large quantities of their goods. The receipts from
Post Office, Railways and Canals, interest on assets, and
miscellaneous sources, including Dominion lands, amounted
to 87,806,089, showing a marked and gratifying increase
since 1879 amounting to 88-3 per cent., or 83,M5,321. It
will be noticed that I have included in that amount the
receipts from Dominion lands. During the five years that
hon. gentlemen opposite held the Government, all the re-
ceipts from Dominion lands were taken and counted as
part of the revenue, and my hon. friend and predecessor,
Sir Leonard Tilley, followed the same course up
to 1881, placing these as part of the receipts from consoli-
dated revenue account. From 1881 to 18P5, Sir Leonard
seems to bave placed them to capital account. I suppose
the reason will be foand in the fact that he had a large
surplus each year during that period, and it wasimmaterial
whether they sbould be placed to capital or to revenue
account. But, Sir, I think the House will agree with me
that as we have made large expenditures in the North-West
in opening up the country by railway, and incurred a large
debt for that purpose, as we have made large expenditures
in surveys in the North-West, for Mounted Police, and in
Indian treaties, incurring large liabilities, it is but right
that whatever revenue or return we should have from the
lands in the North-West, should be placed to revenue ac-
count to meet the interest that we are paying on the ex-
penditures, and the sinking fund that we are providing in
order to pay off that indebtedness. I think the House will
agree with me that we should do that instead of increasing
the taxation of the country. Should we receive from
the lands in the North-West a larger sum in any one
year than would meet the sinking fund we have to provide
towards the payment of our indebtedness there, and the
interest upon our indebtedness for that expenditure, then
it might very well be placed to capital account, but until
that point is reached, I think we are justified in placing it,
as hon. genlemen opposite did, and as Sir Leonard Tilley
did till 1881, to revenue account, and I hFve therefore
proposed for the present and future to deal with it in that
manner, calling it and using it as so much revenue, instead
of increasing the taxation in order to meet our wants.
The amount received from Dominion lands, as I have
already stated, during the year 1885, was $393,618.
making the total receipts for the year on consolidated
revenue account, $33,190,619, against which there is the
year's expenditure. This is of two classes-the ordinary
expenditure, contemplated by Sir Leonard Tilley when he
made his estimates, and the exceptional expenditure, caused
by the unfortunate outbreak in the North-West. We may,
I think, consider them separately. Dealing first with
the expenditure in the North- West, caused by the outbreak,
I find that there was paid through the Department of Militia
andjDefence the sum Of $1,697,881,and by the Comptroller of
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Mounted Police, $93,950. There has also been an inerease
in the Indian expenditure, resulting from the outbreak, of
$82,375. The two first items together amount to $1,791,-
831. This sum, deducted from the gross expenditure, as
given in the Public Accounts, of $35,037,060, leaves the
sum of 833,345,25i3, as against the receipts of $33,190,619,
showing, by taking out only the expenditure on the
Mounted Police and on Militia and Defence, a deficit of
$54,634; but if you take out the additional Indian ex-
penditure of 882,375, you have a small surplus of $27,741.
I may say here that the additional receipts from Excise
have reduced the amount of the deficiency for the year
1885, and have increased the deficit which we
anticipate for 1886. Taking the receipts, and
crediting them all to the year 1885, it will be
seen that on the ordinary expenditure, exclusive of the ex.
penditure caused by the trouble in the North-West, the
accounts about balance each other; but as it will be seen
later, that we anticipate a deficit, exclusive of the expendi-
ture in the North-West, for the year 1886, I think it would be
but fair that the over-expenditure for 1886 should be divided
between the two years, 1885 and 1886, because a portion of
the Excise revenue due in 1886 was anticipated and paid in
1885. The expenditure, it will be seen by the accounts
submitted, differs in some respects from the estimates Sir
Leonard Tilley made. The charges of management were
increased $63,518; the sinking fund, $365,416; the premium
on discount and exchange, 8108,988; public works, $77,848;
and miscellaneous, $76,109. On other items there has been
a decrease-On civil government, $37,186; on legislation,
$33,845; on census,$24,941; on railways and canals,$18,073;
on mail subsidies, $125,194; and on Liquor License Act,
$57,770. The first item of over-exponditure [ may refer to
is the charges of management, of which the chief part
arises from the commutation of the stamp duty on the 3½
per cent. loan of 1884. The difference in the sinking fnnd
is made up of two items-a half year's sinking fund invest-
ment in the Oonsolidated Canadian 5 per cent. loan, which
was not estimated for on account of its falling due on 'the
lst of January, 1885, and a half year's sinking fund invest.
ment on the Dominion of 1884, which loan was not
floated when the estimates were made up. I supposed Sir
Leonard Tilley intended to take up the 5 per cent. loan alto.
gether, and re-issue without a sinking fund. As the House
is aware, he converted that into a 4 per cent. loan,
leaving the sinking fund. The premium on discount
and exchange arises almost entirely from the discount
on the gold we brought to the country in connection
with the loan contracted in 1885. On ocean uand
river service there is an increase of $49,276, caused by
over-exponditure on the maintenance and repairs of steamers,
and the outfit of a new steamer. On Indians the increased
expenditure of $82,375 was caused by the North-
West troubles. On public works there is an in-
crease of $77,845, which was expended on works
included in supplementary votes. The under-
expenditures were as I have named. It may be, Mr.
Speaker, and I have no doubt it is, to some hon. members
on this side of the House, a disappointment that the Public
Accounts for the year have not, as in past years, shown
that large surplus which Sir Leonard Tilley was able, on a
number of successive occasions, to announce to the House.
It should be borne in mind that when the tariff was framed
hon. gentlemen opposite said to us: "You will not get any
revenue; you are expecting to manufacture in the country
under your protective tariff the goods you now import."
That was our expectation ; but we knew at the same
time that the increased activity given to trade would for
many years necessitate our importing more largely than our
manufactures would be able to supply, that our dependence
for revenue would eventually have to be placed on articles
of luxury, or on articles that were not grown or produced
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in the country, and would not be manufactured for a num. requires us to go back and see what Increase we have mad
ber of years, and that these would have to 'be held in to this since 1867. In 1867, the charge for interest and
reserve for revenue. Our manufactures, however, increased management was 84,787,080, and the receipts from assets
more rapidly than we anticipated ; the employment of our were 8126,419. leaving a net charge for interest in 1867 of
people in factories has been larger than we anticipated at $4,660,661. The net figures from 1867 to 1885 are $2,944,-
the outset, and this is, perhaps, in some measure due to hon. 428. Now, it may be said, looking at ail we have under-
gentlemen opposite. They, on every occasion, put before taken and accomplished, and ail that was required to
the country statements of the enormous receipts, dividends support our undertakings, we have o ly increased our
and profits manufacturers were receiving, and thereby expenditure under this head by $2,294,428 over the
induced, perhaps, a larger number to enter manufacturing charge for 1867, and it will be remembered that
than the circumstances of the country demanded for the we had to bear the charge in 1867 when we were
time ; and, therefore, Sir, from the more rapid increase of only four Provinces with a population of 3,331,000.
manufactures than Sir Leonard Tilley counted upon, the|Now, when we embrace the whole Dominion, from
revenue bas not come up quite to bis anticipations. I the Atlantic to the Pacifie, and have made large expen-
admit, Sir, that under ordinary circumstances it is desirable ditures to develop this country. it is easily seen
that the receipts and expenditure shouild be equalized, that, without this, we could not have accomplished what we
but in adopting a new policy, there is so much difficulty in did. It required labor and money to dig canals and irnprove
so regulating it and so estimating for the increase of home the navigation of rivers and lakes; it required large expen-
production, that it is difficult to make that harmony diture of money to build wharves and piers, to erect hrbors
between receipts and expenditure which is always desirable. of refuge along our coasts, and to dot our coasts and lakes
In the condition of our country, when we were requiring with lighthouses to facilitate navigation and connect it with
large expenditures on public works, there was no great loss the commerce of the world. It required money to construct
in having a pretty large surplus and devoting it to the com- railways. Without it we could not have done ail these things.
pletion of public works and the improvement of the country, We could not have cut down hills, filled up the valleys, and
as was done during the time we had these large surpluses. spanned the rivers; we could not have laid the iron rail from
They prevented the increase of our indebtedness by just so city to city, from town to town, as we have done ail over
much, and they tended to improve the credit of the country the Dominion. We could net have sent the iron horse over
abroad, enabling us to receive money on better terms than the broad prairie or cut a pathway through the Roekies,
if we had not been in the receipt of surpluses. The fact that we might take the traveller down through the pleasant
that we have been increasing largely our manufactures is valleys and into the hentiful clime of British Columbia,
shown in the decline of the articles, in the manufacture of if the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) will allow
which we are mainly engaged. The importation of cotton me to apply the term beautiful to that Province. We have
and woollen goods, and of the manufactures of iron and steel, done all this; but to do it all, it was necesary there should
in 1878, amounted to 822,367,000. When we started the be largo expenditure and that our indebtedness should be
National Policy and by protection gave employment to largely increased, and the resuit is that we paid, to the 30th
our own people in larger numbers, and when we were June, 1885, $3994,428 more than we paid in 1867. But I
not in a position to produce sufficient goods, the de- want the House to bear in mind that the population in 1867
mand called for, in 1882, $33,588,158. In 1884, when our was3,331,000, thatthe total interestpaid in 1867 was $4,660,.
manufactures had increased, the importations fell to 661, after deducting the interest received on assets. That
$26,250,955, and in 1885 they dropped to $22,369,720, or makes a per capita charge on the population of8 1.399
reached the point at which they stood in 1878. There is, per head. In 1885, we paid $7,665,089 on a popu-
perhaps, not a gentleman on either side of the House who lation which I should be disposed to estimate at
will contend that the people have not been able to purchie 4,800,000, but I presume the hon. gentleman will
more since thon than they could in 1878; there is question that, and I shall take off 100,000 to meet
not one who will contend that more goods have bis views, in order that there may b. no discussion upon
not been consumed in the country than in 187. this point; and on a population of 4,700,000 we paid
The cause of the decline is wholly due to the 81.63 in 1885, making a difference in interest paid in 1885
increased output of our manufactures. This is evident in and that paid in 1867 of only 23 and one-tenth cents per
the importations of raw material. The importation of raw head of the population; and I am sure, when we look at all
cotton from 1874 to 1878, five years, aggregated 25,641,000 that bas been undertaken and acoomplished, and when we
lbs. From 1881 to 1885 it ran up to 104,528,000 Ibo., or look at the condition of the people, those of us who remem-
more than quadruple that of the first period. In the ber 1867 and those who know anything of the condition of
same period the importation of wool increased by 15,439,124 the people at present will say that they are better able to pay
Ibs., and the exporta decreased 6,627,563 lbs., or a differ- a taxation for interest of $1.63 per head now than they were
once, comparing the two periods, of 22,066,783 lbs. for to pay 81.39 in 1867. I am disposed to pursue this a littie
manufacturing. In 1885, the lat year, the whole export of further. A speech was delivered by the hon. the leader of
wool was only $196,178, showing that we are manufactur- the Opposition, a celebrated speech, a speech which attract-
ing almost ail the wool production of the country, and are ed the attention of the whole Dominion, and indeed, the
importing very much more of some particular grades attention of other countries; a speech which may be called
that are required. So with respect to every article, an important speech, so important that the greatest care
the employmient of raw material has largely increased. should have be ) taken in the utterances made in it. The
Take the article of pig iron; its importation bas more than hon. gentleman on that occasion stated that we had increas.
doubled, in addition to the large quantity being manufac. ed the burden of interest and of indebtedness beyond the
tured in the country. Having referred to some of those wildest conjecture of 1867 or 1878 or 18q2. I think it
minor items, I may be permitted to deal with some of the necessary to pursue this matter a little further, and see
larger items of the Accounts of 1885. Hon. gentlemen whether we are amenable to the charge of baving increased
have noticed that the largest item in the Accounts is the burden of interest very largely since 1878. When the
that for intereat. The charge for interest and manage- hon. gentleman assaumed office in 1873, the charge for
ment, unfortunately, foots up $9,652,123, and deduoting interest in the financial year 1873-74 was $5,161,577. When
from this the interest we have received upon Our they left ofice, five years after, the charge for interest in
assets of 81,997,034, there is a net charge for interest of the year 1878-7î was $6,687,794, au increase of 81,526,217 ;
87,655,089. Now this is a pretty large amount, and it or an average increase per year of 8305,24 In the fnan-
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cial year ending June 30th, 1 885, the nt charge for interest
was $7,655,089. Take from thisi the interest upon the public
debt in the year when they left office, 86,687,794, and we
have $967,295 as the net increase in seven years, or an
average increase of $127,182 a year as against $305,244
during the period that those hon. gentlemen held office. I
do not think that, if the hon. member for West Durham
(Mr. Blake) had looked at the figures and had seen that
when his friends were in office and he himself was aiding
them, the rate of innrease had been 200 per cent. faster than
it was from 1878 to 1885, he would have, upon so important
an occasion, announced to the world that wé were increasing
the burdens of interest heyond the wildest imagination of
187q But l1t me treatthis in anotherway. In 1878-79 the
interest per head of the population, taking it at 4,125,366, was
$1.66à; in 1885, on a population of 4,700,000, it is$ t 63 per
head of the population, or actually 31 cents per head less in
1885 than it was inl 1q78, when those hon. gentlemen left
office. And yet the leader of the Opposition announces that
we are increasing the burdens of the population beyond
the wildest imagination of ar man in 1878. I do not say
the amount of our indebtedness is less than it was in
1878-79. Oh, no. But I say that the credit of the country
has been so improved by wise legislation, by wise adminis-
tration and by the systematic and proper expenditure of the
money that has bees borrowed,. that we have reduced the
rates at which capital bas been procured. Capital demands
from the borrower that the security shall be good, capital
demands that the purposes to which the money is applied
shall tend to the improvement of the security, and
capital demands that the person seeking the loan shall
have, under ordinary circumstancos,'the wisdom properly
to apply that money to improve the security. When a
country goes to borrow, capital exacts the same conditions
as from a private borrower. The hon. member for South
Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) seemed to be fully im-
pressed with this on the first occasion on which ho went to
England to borrow money. On that occasion he issued a
prospectus, which bas become, I may say, famous in Can-
adian history. He described the condition of the country
as he received it from the bands of his predecessors. He
enumerated in that prospectus the successive, the con-
tinuous surpluses that had been given each year from 1867
downwards. He enumerated the varions public works
which had been undertaken, which had been carried for-
ward, and which would yield a large revenue to the country,
and would enable the country to pay the money that
might be borrowed for the completion of those works. The
hon. gentleman knew the value of having the country well
represented, and he knew that it was well to make a favor-
able impression upon the minds of capitalists, and to prepare
them for accepting the lowest possible rates for their money.
But the hon. gentleman, Sir, contrary to the usual practice,
oentrary to what I would have expected on that occasion,
did not test the market properly, he did not try how
far the advantages that he set forth in his prospectus would
affect the money market, and would improve the rate at
which he might receive it. He praised the country, spoke of
the condition of the country as being prosperous, and of the
purposes for which the money would be applied as tending
to increase the revenue and make the country better able
to pay the indebtedness upon maturity. But, as I said, he
did not test the effect that might have had upon the public
mind, but named himself the price at which he would be
willing to dispose of the bonds, fixing the price at the very
lowest possible rate at that time. But, Mr. Speaker, wbat
meant to say was that we bave been able so to improve the
condition of the country and our credit abroad, that we have
exchanged bonds bearing a hig.h rate of interest for bonds
bearing lower rates of intere-t, and thus reduced the taxa-
tion necessary to be placed upon the couàtry in order to
meet our indebtedness. It iis not that our indebted-
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nes, on the whole, bas diminished; it is bècause we
have been able, from the improved credit of the country,
to make this exchange, and, notwithstanding that, we have
assumed all the debts of the various Provinces that have
been admitted between 1873 and 1884, amounting to $27,.
630,058. Add to this the expenditure for the Intercolonial
and canals and other necessary public works. After aill,
the taxation on the people of the country, in 1885, is 3 ots,
less per head than it was uin 1878. The hon. gentleman
will, perhaps, claim that it was from the changed condition
of the money market that this was largely due. I find,
from a statement published by Mr. Giffen, statistician to
the English Board of Trade, the rates of interest and the
average rates of discount charged by the Bank of England,
in quinquennial periods, from 1875 to 1879, the lowest
rate of discount was 2 per cent. and the highest 5¾.
The average between those two years was 3¾¾; the average
between 1880 and 1884 was 34, and the lowest was about
2 per cent. The highest in the five years was 5ff. In
January, 1885, it was 4 per cent.; in March, 3j; in May, 3;
on May 14th, 2j; June, 2; November 12th, 3 per cent. The
hon. gentleman will see by this that from 1875 upwards
the rates of discount in the Bank of Englaud ranged from
2 to 5 per cent., and is very little less now. I have here a
statement prepared by the Financial Agents at the time that
Sir Leonard negotiated his loan, showing that the Canadian
loan was more approved, that it commanded a higher rate
upon the English market, than those of Victoria, Queens-
land, New Zealand and South Australia The importance
of standing well'with the money markets of England cannot
be over-estimated. It can only be seen when we look at the
resulte. If we are ablé to go to the money market of
England and place a loan at par, if we can sell a hundred
dollar bond for $100 in cash, it is a great deal better for us
than if we could only be able to bring back $88, or something
thereabouts, as the hon. gentleman opposite did in 1874.
Now, to illustrate the importance of this matter, I desire to
call attention to the results. Take the unguaranteed loan
of 1874, which was placed upon the market by the hon,
gentleman opposite, and the unguaranteed loan of 1876.
These two loans amounted to $31,633,333, and the money
that he netted for them and brought back to Canada
was only $28,064,770, showing a loss of $3,568,563,
or about 11I28 per cent. The loan of 1885 was
for $31,356,595, a sum just about equal to the two
sums the hon. gentleman placed upon the English market
in 1874 and 1876. This sum netted $30,930,651, showing
a loss of only $425,944, or about 1•36 as against 11-28 on the
hon. gentleman's two loans. The loans of 1874 and the loan
of 1885 that Sir Leonard Tilley placed luat summer were
for the same amount, $19,466,666. The loss on the former
was $2,208,329, or 11-34 per cent.; on the latter, $140,443,
or about ô of 1 per cent. So the House will be able to
see that a great deal depends upon keeping the credit of
the country in the money market well established, and it is
a great advantage that our credit should stand high when
we have occasion to borrow money-but I hope that
our days of borrowing are -pretty well ever. Now, I sup-
pose reference will be made by bon. gentlemen opposite to
the condition of the United States. In undertaking public
works we have to consider the amount of interest, liq pre-
sent burden that they impose upon us for interest, and we
bave to look at the result of hat work, and se. whatit will
yield to the country, how it will effect the future, and
whether the expenditure will enable posterity to meet the
burden of payment. We have improved the condition of
the country ; we have improved the credit of the country,
and the rate of interest bas not been unduly burdensome.
We bolieve that the return from the public works we have
undertaken to carry to completion will enable our posterity
to pay the indebtedness without its being unduly felt bythen,
just as the. have in the Vaited Sttoes. The United tates
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in 1865 emerged from the greatest civil war of history and:
with an enormous amount of indebtedness. Many a timei
during that struggle, men were heard to say that the coun-
try would be ruined, and they were advised to stop in their
expenditure and in their efforts to maintain the Union. But
they went on, they succeeded, and when they emerged from
that war they had a debt of $2,773,000,00G, all at high
rates of interest. They had a depreciated currency and
their bills were selling that year at not more than 40 or 50
cents on the dollar. But they had preserved the Union ;
they had a large quantity of fertile prairie in the newer
territories; they had a policy of protection for home indus.
tries which gave employment at wages which drew from
all parts of the world population to them. In fourteen
years after they emerged from that- struggle their paper
money was at par; they had resumed specie payments, and
they have gone on reducing their indebtedness, and the
burden of that indebtedness and the burden of reducing it
is not felt by the people of the United States. And so it is
with us. We are just emerging from a great war against
the obstacles of nature, a successful, a triumphant war, and
we have removed all those obstacles and made our country
one; and the same result will follow. We have created
public works whioh will be more important factors in
enabling us to redeem our indebtedness than were to the
United States the honored graves of the men who fell on
their battle-fields. We have for our indebtedness visible
public property to represent it. When we went into Con-
federation in 1867 our indebtedness was $75,728,641. On
the admission of Prince Edward Island and British
Columbia it was increased by the debts of those Provinces
and by the allowance to Manitoba, and in b174 and 1884
additional allowances were made to all the Provinces by
the assumption of the debt that was left with Ontario and
Quebec. The whole of these increases amount to 827,630,058,
making a total indebtedness for that of 1867 and the additions
to theProvinces, $103,358,699. On 30th June the net indebt-
edness reached 8196,407,692, or a nett increase on public
works and expenditures of $93,048,993. This is a pretty large
aum and it involves the payment of a pretty large amount
for interest; but, as I have shown, and as I believe, it is not
unduly buidensome, considering the condition of the people
and the purposes to which it was expended. But, Mr.
Speaker, it occurs to me that the ex-Finance Minister will
n ot very much complain of this increase of indebtedness; that
he will not very much complain, at all events, of the amount
that has been expended on public works. It will be in the
re<oilection of theR ouse that in 1874, on the delivery of his
iet Budget speech, h. contemplated large undertakings, and

proposed to increase the publie indebtedness by the sum of
$11,000,000. It will also be in the recolleotion of the
House that h. asked Parliament to increase the taxation of
the country to the extent of$3,000,000 to meet pay ments for
interest on the accumulated indebtedness which ho had in
view. That sum of $3,000,000 would have permitted him
to have borrowed something like $75,000,000 at 4 per cent.
without any sinking fumd. And it will also be in the
remembrance of theR ouse that up to the day the hon.
gentleman took -office we had had very considerable sur-
pluses, and the addition to the revenue and the surplus
that existed at the time of this taking office would have
paid interest on a very large expenditure for public works.
At the close of the financial year 1873-74, on which he
aseumed office, the nett debt amounted to $108,324,96à.
On 30th Jane, 1878, it amounted to $142,990,187, showing
a nett increase of $34,665,222. But the Hlouse will under.
stand that the indebtedness incurred by hon. gentlemen
opposite was more than the amount I have just namod by
the amount of the fishery award which was paid in
the financial year in which they left office, but after
they went out of office, and this reduced the amount by
44,480,882, so that the inorease of indebtedness for the five

years in which they were in office and for which they were
responsible was $39,156,104, or a yearly average increase
of $7,831,220. In order to make a comparison of the debt-
creating proolivities of the two parties represented by the
present Government and hon. gentlemen opposite, 1 may
be permitted to look at the figures for which they were
responsible.

Mr. CIARLTON. You are responsible for all.

Mr. McLELAN. The hon. gentleman says we are res-
ponsible for ail- That is a matter which we are willing to
diseuse on any proper occasion. I may say that the ex-
Finance Mi nister in his first year did not evince any hesita-
tion in increasing the indebtedness. I have shown he came
down to the House and asked to be allowed to increase the
indebtedness in one year by $11,000,000, more than, I
think, had been attempted up to that period.
The increase of indebtedness from 1867 to 188,
exclusive of the allowances to Provinces, was $93,048,483;
and then hon. gentlemen opposite are accountable for
$39,156,104, leaving 853,891,889 as the net increase charge-
able to our right hon. leader for the thirteen years of hie
administration, showing an average increase of $4,145,156 as
against an average increase of $7,831,220 by hon. gentle-
men opposite. The hon. member for North Norfolk (Kr.
Charlton) says we are responsible for it alI, but he will find
that by a comparison of the figures that when he and his
friends were in power they increased the debt by 87,831,220
a year, while we on this side have, in the thirteen years,
only increased it $4,145,156. -Perhaps the hon. gentleman
will say that i should not have deducted from this amount
the $47,b30,000 allowed to the old and to the new Provinces,
But I take that out because the Provinces of Prince Edward
Island and British Columbia, when they came in, had debts
upon them, and it was merely a transfer of indebtedness to
the Dominion. The Provinces of Ontario and Quebec hav-
ing been relieved of that indebtedness, ail the other Provinces
received a proportionate amount in order to enable them to
meet their local requirements. But while I do not say that we
should be charged for that $27,630,000 which came from the
Provinces, I do not pretend to charge it to ion. gentlemen
opposite. They are, Sir. not guilty of incurring any public
indebtedness for any of the Provinces. They never gave a
dollar to one of the Provinces to increase their funds for
local requirements. They never added a Province to the
Dominion; every acre of territory that bas been added to
the Dominion at large, and every dollar that has been pre-
vided for the local lunds of the Provinces, has been paid by
our right hon. leader and his party from 1867 down to the
present time. Now, Sir, I have stated that, apart from the
original indebtedness of the Provinces in.1867, and apart
f com what we have added for the Provinces admitted,
and we have assumed from the older Provinces, that
increase of indebtedness to 1885 has been 893,048,000. This
is represented by railways, by canals, and by public build-
ings, in all amounting to $142,550,875. So that taking the
purposes outside and apart from the admission of the new
Provinces, and the additions that we have made to the
revenues of the older Provinces, we have increased the
public debt 893,048,000, and have expended on public works
8 142,550,b75. So, in addition to the increase of debt, we
have expended $49,501,882 paid from annual revenue, show-
ing a large margin of property which is held by the
Dominion over and algove its indebtedness to the publie.
The next item, Sir, in the Public Accounts of any magni-
tude, is sinking fund, which has now reached a very large
sum, which was last year 81,482,051, the accumulations
amounting to *815,885,000 as available for the redemption
of the public indebtedness. I come now to another large
item in the Public Accounts, and I am disosed to ask the
House to bear with me a little, because Ii nd in respect to
this item that there has been a great'change, or thee ab
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been a new manifestation of opinion-I do not say of public
opinion, but of part y opinion-in respect to that item. We
saw it announced last autumn that a convention of the
Liberal party was to be held in the city of Toronto. That
convention was held, and it was spoken of by the organ of
the party as being a large and representative convention.
I turn to the Globe of the 16th of September, and I find an
editorial headed as follows:-

" Young Liberals-Getting fairly down to work-The work of the day
-Resolutions adopted by the convention-Hon. B. Blake elected Hon.
President."

That article said:

" The most sanguine hopes of the young men who originated the
idea of a Convention of Young Liberals from all parts of the Province,
and who have for the past few months been working to promote the
movement throughout the country, were far exceeded yesterday morn-
ing as groups after groups of members presented themselves at the
doors of Shaftesbury Hall to attend the convention. The observer
could not fail to notice the alert, active bearing of the delegates, and
their general look of keen intelligence. It may be said without offen-
siveness toward any other gathering that there never before has been
in Toronto or probably in the Dominion an assemblage pervaded by a
more thoroughly Canacdian air. While there was plenty of lite, there
was little boisterousness, and while the utmost good humour and
courtesy prevailed, there was manifested a most business-like intoler-
ance of anything that seemed to tend toward sectionalism, hobby-
riding, or the indulgence in fads of any kind. Ail appeared to fully
realise that they were not here for mere amusement or child's play, but
to discues soberly and conscientiously the political situation of the
country."

Now, with such an announcement as this, and with the de-
scription of such an assemblage as this, I think it but right
that the doings of that assembly should receive some con-
sideration at the hands of the country and of myself on this
occasion. On the following day the same paper said:

" The yonng Liberal Convention resumed session at 9 o'clock this
morning, the newly elected president, Mr. A. F. McIntyre, in the chair.
The delegates were punctual and the attendance larger than the pre-
vious day."

In the Globe of the preceding day, the names of a large
number of goitlemen are given. I do not know many of
them, but I happen to know the president, Mr. Mclntyre,
and 1 am sure he is not engaged in anything like hobby.
riding or fads of any kind, and I take it this means serious
business. I find the Globe of the following day announcing
as follows :-

" The Liberal Convention, which closed its meetings on Wedneslay,
was ail which its most sanguine friends could have wished it to be.
The attendance was large and thoroughly representative ; the speaking
exceptionally good; the orderliness and business tact displayel such as
the most fastidious could not object to ; while the most absolute freedom
of discussion was maintained throughout. Motions were only vo ed
down after those in their favor had been fully heard. However much
any of the speakers might be out of accord with the general sentiment
and feeling of the meeting, they stili received patient and courteous
attention to the close, and while their arguments and utterances were
treated with perfect frankness, there was no attempt made eitherunduly
to weaken the force of these or to belittle their importance.

" Nothing was more conspicuous throughout than the uniform good
temper displayed, as well as the readines. with which the points were
taken, and the frank cordiality with which, as far as possible, concessions
were acquiesced in,and a full yet moderate and soundly Liberal programme
agreed upon. There was little or no crankiness; no settled determination
to ride hobbies; "-

You see that on the first day it was announced that no
hobbies were to be ridden, and that at the close it was
stated that no hobbies had been ridden.
" no persistent effort to carry at all haznrds any particular or personal
fad ; no resolution to lead ; no ap areat desire, even, to shine. It was a
business meeting, and was accordingly conducted in a practical,
business-like style.

" To say that it was ' captured ' by'any clique or coterie whatever
would be absurdly out of accordance with facts. The convention would
neither stultify nor compromise itself by going further than the majority
of its members approved of, or by stopping shirt of what that majorty
believed to be iihspensable. If once or twice the tailsonght to shake the
dog, the dog simply refused to be shaken, and the tail then accepted the
situation and subsided, if it did not perhapa altogether aoquiesoe."

Mr. McLiÂx.

Now, I find that the sentiments of that convention were
participated in by the Club Nationale of Montreal, which
sent this :

" The Club Nationale, Montreal, sends greetings, and wishes success
to your movement. Let your platform be a broad one. Our aspirations
are alike. They may to-day alarm many because of their boldness, but
ideas ripen as quick as men, and with pluck and energy we may live to
harvest what we sow in the political field.-R. DANDURAND, President."
To this the president of the convention replied:

'' The Young Men's Liberal Association of Ontario in convention
assembled heartily accepts the fraternal greeting, good wishes and
counsels of the Club Nationale as conveyed by your telegram and Mayor
Beaugrand. We are trying to arrange for a Dominion Convention at
Montreal, with a view to further the cause which you and we have so
earnestly at heart. The platform we have adopted is practical and pro-
gressi,'e, and our sentiments are largely in consonance with yours.-A.
F. MINTRas, President."

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have read one of these headings in
which it was declared that the Hon. E. Blake, the leader of
his party, was elected honorary president of that organi
sation. I find that the hon. gentleman accepted the honor,
and accepted the platform that was laid down there, and he
took occasion to announce that in his celebrated speech at
London. On that occasion Mr. Blake said:

" I thank you, from the bottom of my heart I thank you, for the warmth
and cordiality of your reception. I know it to be far beyond any poor
deserts of mine, but it l another and most marked expression of that
continuons, abiding and unbounded kindness and confidence which has
been showered on me by the Liberal party for these many years, and
specially during those dark and trying times which have passed since I
took the lead. Will you allow me to use this my earliest opportunity to
congratulate the Liberals of Ontario on the activity they are now dis-
playing, and-particularly to express my joy at the energetie conduct
and successful organisation of the young Liberals-(cheers)-and my
grateful thanks for the honor done me by my election to the honorary
presidency of their great convention, a gathering from which I an-
ticipate the best results."

The hon. leader of the Opposition there accepts the. presi-
dency of the organisation formed at that convention, and
accepts the platform which was adopted there, I was
under the impression, Sir, that there was but one opinion
upon the matter to which I have referred among the whole
people of this Dominion. I find that one of the resolutions
-and I only deal with the one bearing on the matter I
have now in hand-reads thus:

" Reseolved, That this convention disapproves of the payment of sub-
sidies out of the Dominion Treasury to the Provincial Legislatures,
believing that the system of subsidies leads to extravagance on the part
of the Provincial Legielatures, b-cause they have the power of expend-
ing money without the responsibility of imposing taxes; also, the sub-
sidy system as carried out in Canada causes the bulk of the revenues to
be collected by indirect taxation, whereas direct taxation is more just
and more economical. Therefore, resolved that this convention
approves of such a change in the British North America Act as shall
provide that each Province of the Confederation shall collect as well as
expend its own revenues."

Now, this is so important a proposition that I thought it
desirable to call the attention of the flouse to the matter at
this stage of my review of the accounts. We are now pay-
ing out to the several Provinces about 84,000,000. The
platform adopted by the Opposition gentlemen, and
accepted by the leader of the Opptsition, declares that it is
unwise and unjust that we should continue the payment of
these subsidies, and that the Provincial Legialatures should
be taught to resort to direct taxation in order to raise the
revenues they require, so that they may be taught economy
in their expenditure. Now, I have no doubt this will
greatly relieve hon. gentlemen opposite, should they ever
come to power. The hon. member for South Huron
(Sir Richard Cartwright) would find it a consideraîblu relief
to his estimates if he could have that plank of the
Opposition platform adopted by the country, and could
strike out of his estimates the #4,000,000 that we now pro-
vide for subsidies. But until that time comes, and until
the hon. gentleman can persuade the country to accept that
doctrine and resort to direct taxation for local purposes, we
shall have to provide in our .Estimates for Provinoial sub-
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sidies under the British North America Act, and, I think,
for Borne considerable time we shall be called upon to do so.
Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I have not been influenced in this
matter, because I have provided in the Estimates for 1886-87
for the payments of the subsidies to the Local Legislatures.
Coming then to the expenditures for publie works charged to
revenue, they amount to $2,302,362, for which, as I
am sure hon. gentlemen who have seen the works
constructed by that department know, we have value,
and they ere called for by the wants of the country.
The post office has been for some years increasing the
charges upon our revenue. In the opening up of the North-
West, it was necessary that we should give postal acco<nmo-
dation to large districts in which there was very little
return; but, notwithstanding we were called upon to make
extraordinary expenses in furnishing additional accommoda-
tion, the receipts from the Post Office Department compare
most favorably with those of preceding years. In 1884,
there was a falling off of the revenue which has been made
up by the returne of 1885; and so far in the present year,
there seems to be a similar increase. I may be permitted,
in this connection, to give a few statistics by way of com-
parison :-In 1878, we had 5,378 post offices; in 1885 we'
had 7,084, an increase of 1,706. The miles of post route in
1878 were 38,730, and, in 1885, 50,461 ; or an increase of
11,731. The letters sent in 1878 amounted to 44,000,000,
and in 1885, 68,400,000, showing an increase of 24,400,000.
The money order post offices in 1878 numbered 769, and in
1885, 885, an increase of 116. The amount of money orders
issued in 1878 was $7,130,895, and in 1885, $10,384,210,
an increase of $3,253,315. There has been an increase
in the letters sent of 24,400,000, or 55-45 per cent.
between 1878 and 18M5; and I find, on comparing our
returns with the postal returns of older countries-with those
of Great Britain, for instance-that our percentage of in.
crease bas been very much larger than the percentage in
that older established country; as in 1878, the letters des-
patched in Great Britain were 1,058,000,000, and in 1885,
1,J60,000,000, showing an increase of 302,000,000, or 28-54
per cent. against our increase of 55-45 per cent.; so that we
have an increase nearly double that of Great Britain. The
increase of the receipts and expenditures may be compared
also. Ourreceipts in 1878 amounted to $1,20 ,790, andin 1885
to $1,841,372, an increase of $633.582, or 5246 per cent. Our
expenditure in 1878 amounted to $1,724,93S, and in 1885 to
82,488,315, an increase of 6763,377, or 44-25 per cent, Thus
our receipts from the Post Office since 1878 increased 52
per cent., while our expenditure increased only 41-25 per
cent. Between 1874 and 1878 a similar comparis n might
be made. The receipts from 1874 to 1878 increased but
594 per cent., while the expenses increased 24-34 per
cent., so that, although between 1874 and 1878 the
expenditure showed a much greater percentage of increase
than the receipts, the increase of receipts between 1878
and 1885 more than counterbalanced the increase of
expenditure. The increase of traffic on our railways
and canals has also called for a very large expenditure,
which tends to swell the volume of the estimates,
without at all affecting the taxation of the country. I may
be permitted to refer to the increase in the traffic at another
time, but I say the large expenditure which we are called
upon to make in the working of the Intercolonial Railway
and of our canals, has tended to increase the volume of
expenditure shown in the Public Accounts, without at
all increasing the taxation of the country. Yet it
has been attempted to convey the impression that all
this increase of volume in the accounts is an increase in
taxation. I have shown that the receipts from sources
which are .not taxation, have, since 1878, very largely
increased, running from $4,000,000 up to between
67>000,000 and $8,000,000. If we were to-morrow to take
Possession of all the telegraphlinesin the country, and

OI1

were to send messages at less rates than are now charged,
the volume of our accounts would be larigely increased,
while thero would, perhaps, be a gain to the people and
consequently less taxation, owing to the reduced rates
which we might charge for the messages. In this case as
in the others, the volume of public expenditure might be
largely increased, and it might with the same propriety be
misrepresented to show there was a large increase in
the taxation of the country, although in reality there was a
decrease. A groat deal has been said on the hustings with
reference to our position in 1867, and I have been reminded
of the charge which has been so persisiently and continu-
ously nmade against us in connection with the increase of
oui f'ed iture fron 1867 to 1885 It may not be unprofit-
ablo, then, to go back to 1867 and make some comparisons
between the expeuditure in that year of some $13,000,000
and the expenditure of 1885; so that we may see wherein
there bas been a great increase, and in what way, if any,
we are amenable to the charge of having unduly increased
the expenditure. I have pointed out that the receipts from
Railways, public works and post offices, and other source-,
none of which are taxation any more than would be the
expenditure on telegraph lines, have nearly doubled since
1878, whilst from 1867 they have very nearly quadrupled.
In 1867, the receipts were $1,987 240, and in 1885
they were 87,869,809, showing an increase in receipts of
$5,818,842, and the expenses have correspondingly increased.
Now, the increases for working these services,II think,should
be fairly taken out of the accounts before we institute
the comparison. I have shown that the hon. gentlemen
opposite are as chargeable with having increased the publie
in 'ebtedness of the country as gentlemen on this side, and,
at all events, if thcy are not, I have shown that we have
good property and good value for the exponditure that we
have made, and that therefore the charge for interest might
also be eliminated from the aceounts beforewe go to work on
the comparison. Then there is the increase of subsidies to
the Local Governments. We have brought in new Pro-
vinces, we have increased the subsidies that we have paid,
and I do not think that that increase, at least, should be
chargeable against us. We have added new territory, and
we have been compelled to incur new expenses which
were not in the accounts of 1867-1 mean expenses in
the North-West. Now, if we take from the accounts ail
such expenses as I have referred to, we come down to the
increases in the ordinary workings of Government, of
which the hon. gontlemen have a right to complain if we
have unduly increased them since 1867. First, dealing with
the interest in its gross charge, and excluding the receipts,
there is an increase in 1885 over 1867-8, without manage-
ment, of $4,917,914. On construction and repairs of publie
works there is an increase of $2,423,300, and, as I have said,
wc have visible property for this, so that this may come
out. The increase on the working expenses of railways
and canals, which is not a charge to taxation, is 82,840,745.
The increase for the post office is $1,871,513 ; subsidies to
the new Provinces, 81,205,360; the increase in the sinking
fund, and discounts and exchange, is $1,207,963; on immi-
gration and quarantine, and on services in connection with
the North-West Territory, $717,836. The protection and
the cultivation of fisheries and the payment of the fIlshin
bounty is a new .service, which, I assume, will be approve
very generally by the House, and in that the increase is
$250,000. Then there are those services which are entirely
new, the mounted police, Dominion lands, Indians in the
North-West and in British Columbia, and the Government
of the North-West, amounting to $2,331,929. Then there
is a charge of $1,791,851 for the trouble in the North-West,
in the acaounts of 1885. Taking ont these spcal items,
thece special increases, from the accounts of 1885, w. have
left civil government, legislation, administration of justice,
the maintenance of the penitentiaries, the collection of
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Customs all the way from Halifax to Victoria, the
e )llection of Excise, the militia and defence of the
country, the maintenance of lights, buoys and fog alarms,
marine hospitals, distressed seamen, steamboat and insur-
atLcO inspection, pensions, management of the public debt,
and miscellaneous services in regard to all of which we
mnight iake a comparison with 1867 ; and in making tiis
comparison it must be borne in mind that we are govern-
ing, we are legislating for, and administering justice to a
country ton times larger than it was in 1867, that we are
collecting twenty millions of revenue from Customs instead
o eight, and six millions from Excise inmtead of three, and
that all the other services are proportionately increased;
ar d yet the figures show only au increase in the expendi.
ture of a little over two millions of dollars in eighteen
i ears. If you take tho total expenditure of 1884-85,
835,037,060,and deduct the incroase upon the special services
which 1[have named as proper to be taken out, $19,469,658.
you have left $15,567,403; from which take the expendi-
tare of 1867-68, $13,486,092, and you have for eighteen
years an increase upon all the services I have named of
only 82,081,310. I say that, looking at the changes in the
country, looking at the increased area and the increased
business we have been doing, there is not a e întry in the
world that has shown so little increase in all these matters
connected with the civil government of the country as the
Dominion of Canada has during that period. If we go to
the United States we find that the expenditure in 1867
was $51,110,224-that is exclusive of a rmy, navy, pensions,
war, Indians and the interest. In 1885 it had risen to
8-7,494,000, an ircrease of $36,000,000, without any in-
crease of area at all such aF we have. So, as I said. there
is not, perbaps, in the hstory of the world, an instance in
which a coutry has ex!ended her operations so largely, has
inci<ased the respons bilities and duties of government so
muci, and bas not increased ber expenses more than the
Dominion of Canada. I might take up any one of the ser-
vices to which I have referred, and show what an enormous
increase there las been in all the departments. I might be
permitted, perhaps, to detain the louse for a few moments,
in order to refer to the lighthouse and coast service, and to
show what an enormous increase theie has been in that ser-
vice, as an illustration of the increase there has been
in every department of the public service. In 1867
the member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell)
took charge of the lighthouse and buoy service of
the Dominion, and of the lights existing at Confede-
ration. The number then was 227 lighthouses, and two fog
alarms, and the expenditure was $174,982. The hon.
gentleman saw the impartance of that service, and with that
vigor of intelect and that energy for which he is so distin-
guished in this House or out of it, gave that energy and
that vigor of intellect to the improvement of that service,
and I am sure it could not have been botter employed than
in improving and facilitating the navigation of the country
and in providing means to render life and property more
secure than it was in 1867, when he took charge of it.
When ho went out in 1873-74, ho had incrcased the lights
to 384, and the fog alarms to eighteen-an inciease of 157
i hts in the comparatively short time during which he
aministered the department. The hon. gentleman had
successors in Sir Albert Smith and the Hon. Mr. Pope, and,
when they left office, the number of lights had increased to
553. When I took charge of the department, I supposed,
looking at the large increase, that there would be no
additions required, but the new services, the opening
up of the country, and the increased shipping to ali
p arts of the country, called for additions even to the
large number that had been already made. When I lit
that department, a few months ago, I leit it with the num ber
increased to 617, and with an expenditure of $530,446.
That expenditure, Sir, covered the construction of the light-
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bouses of the year, it covered the maintenance of the 617
lighthouses that were then in operation, all the buoy service,
with the addition of the coast service, and the maintenance
of the different fog alarms that had largely been increased
throughout the country. I only refer to this to illustrate
the extent of the service that we are called upon to deal
with in the government of the country. Notwithstanding
that the work has so largely increased, I have shown to the
flouse that in the eighteen years, comparing 1867 with
1885, there bas been an increase of slightly over two mil-
lion dollars, which is unequalled, I say, in the h4story of
any other country in the world; and I anticipate that in
the eighteen years to come we shall not be called upon to
make even so large an increase as this to the ordinary
expenditure of government, because we shallnot be increas-
ing our area and adding new Provinces so largely as we
have done.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Reces8.
Mr. McLELAN. When the House rose at six o'clo.k,

I was speaking of the expenditure as shown in the accounts
of 1885. Without going back to that subject let me dwell
for a moment upon the accounts of the current year 1885-86.
The current year has been so far characterised by several
disturbing elements to trade and revenue. We had in the
early part of the year the North-West trouble, we had the
effects of the anticipation of the revenue that had been
made through Excise, we had the disturbance of trade which
occurred in the city of Montreal, owing to the small pox
opidemic which disturbed, to a largo extent, and for a con-
siderable lime, the trade of that great commercial metro-
polis. AIl those things have had their effeét on the trade
of the country. and upon the revenues that were derived.
At the present time, Sir, we stand fairly well. Taking out
North-West expenditure and putting that aside, we had up
to the L0th March, when the return was made, a total
expenditure of $25,958,481. Of this there has been charged
to the war expenses $2,502,916, leaving as the ordinary
expenditure $23,455,545. The receipts from all sources up
to the same date have been $24,030,060, or a surplus at the
present time, or up to the 20th of March, of $574,515-
That is very well as far as it goes, but we have very con-
siderable expenditure to meet during the year in the shape
of interest and other items, which I fear will not leave the
balance at the end of the year at all so favorable. Looking
at the expenditure of 1885-86, it will ba seen that the de-
tailed amounts of supply during the last Session on accoant
of the consolidated fund, amount to $35,275,000. Taking
out of this sum $2,300,000 estimated as the expeniditure in
connection with the North-West rebellion, the ordinary ex-
penditure as estimated was $3?,975000. This will bave to
be supplemented by an addition for the interest on the
public debt of $730,000. The amount included in theesti-
mate of 1885-86 for new loans and other indebtedness was
$2,250,000, of which the amount for new loans was placed
at $1,180,000, representing a capital of 847,000,000, from
which deduct the amount of the 5 per cent. consolidated
loan of $31,371,000. This leaves an amount of $15,627,000
for new loans. After the 5 per cent. loan was converted
into a 4 per cent. there was borrowed $19,446,666, and
there was a temporary loan of $5,835,000, and an increase
in the deposits in the savings bank of $4,442,203. It will be
seen that there was thus borrowed the sum of $14,125,000
more than we covered by the estimate. The interest on
this amount will be $565,000, and is required in order to
cover the subsidies given to the Province of Quebec of
$119,00", which was not estimated for, and 8471,000 the
mnterest on the 5 per cent. stock which was couverted into
4 per cent., for which only one-half the interest was calcu-
cated by Sir Leonard when ho made his estimates. There
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was also a further increase in the sinking fund which was the country. We find that in several of the States-the
not estimated for, being a year's payment on the reduced States of New York, Maine and Massachusetts-5 per cent.
loan. Those who have studied carefully the Publie Accounts is allowed to be paid; and taking all these matters into
of that year will find that Sir Leonard Tilley did not take consideration, and considering mainly the fact that it is
an estimate for sinking fund for the loan which he convert- desirable to encourage the working classes to be economi-
ed from 5 per cent. into 4 per cent., I suppose his intention cal, saving and thrifty in their habits, we have refused to
being to issue a new loan and issue it without a sinking oome down to Parliament with a proposition to reduce the
fund. It was converted on the same conditions as regards rate of interest in the savings banks. More especially is
sinking fund, and we shall have to provide for that $470,- this the case when we are paying for the money we have
000. The other ordinary expenditures on account of public borrowed abroad, for a large portion of the publie debt of
works, post office, lighthouse, coast, militia, Franchise Act, the country, a higher rate than we are paying to depositors
and other services charged to the consolidated fund, will in the savings banks. i have had a statement prepared
amount to $1,500,000, giving a total to be added to the showing the rates of interest we are paying upon the loans
ordinary expenditure of about 82,700,000. we have effected since 1874, and although the nominal rate

Mr. LANDERKIN. What amount will be required for is 4 per cent., yet when we take into account the charges
the Franchise Act? made by the agents in London, also the discount made upon

those loans, it appears we are actually paying for the money
Mr. MoLELAN. That amount we shall be able to esti- we have obtained in England and abroad, a igher rate of

mate more closely later on. These sums show an estimated interet than we are paying to Our own depositors in the
payment to be made during the year somewhere in the savings batiks. Taking the severalloans, from 1874 to 1885,
neighborhood of $38,500,000, from which if we deduct I find we have borrowed $124,796,598. Upon that sum there
what we expect to be required and what we have in this was a discount, to which I referred in the early part of my
estimate, including an amount for expenses in the North- observations to the louse, of $5,965,040. So while we have
West, $3,500,000, there will remain $35,000,000 as the borrowed $124,000,000 odd, and we owe for that and are
ordinary expenditure to be provided for. It is estimated paying interest upon it, and some time we shall have to
from what we have received up to the present time, that pay the capital; but we did not receive that mach imoney,
the receipts under the respective heads will be as follows : nearly $6,000,000 less, so that the annual interest on the
We had received up to yesterday from Customs $14,199,- gross amount of those loans is 84,991,863. Then take
664. We estimate to receive sufficient to make the sum one-half of 1 per cent. added as commission for paying
amount to $19,500,000. From Excise we have received interest, and it makes the total amount per anaum to interest,
$5,171,000, and we expect to receive 86,250,000. From the 85,016,823, and an actuarial calculation shows that includ-
other sources, post office, railways, &c., we expect to obtain ing charges the raLe which the Government pays on these
for the year 87,800,000. Al these sums, deducted from what loans is nearly 4* per cent. Now, the returns of the work-
we estimated to be the expenditure, will leave, on the year's ing of the post office savings banks show that the cost,
business a deficit of 61,450,000. This, as I said at including interest and expenses, is 4q per cent., and a
the outset, should be divided between the two years statement has been prepared of the amount in the savings
of 1885 and 1886, inasmuch as a part of the banks under the control of the Finance Department, which
revenue due to the present year bas been anticipated shows that the expenses and interest amount to 4-22 per
and gone to the credit of 1885. Coming to the Estimates cent.; the average of both is 4-16, or Iy of 1 per cent.
submitted to the House for 1886.87 I desire to say that, so less than is paid to the foreign lender. Tùe Government
far as I have found it possible, I have estimated in full for thinks that it is unfair, while we are paying that rate of
every service we are called upon to meet, except, perhaps, interest abroad, that we should not pay the sane rate of
public works, and there are so many claims, so many de- interest to the working classes of Our own country, and
mands, and apparently with good reason, made upon that encourage them, as I said before, to habits of thrift and
department, that, until the House rises, it is almost economy, and to lay by something for a rainy day. It is a
impossible to say how much will b. required for that ser- question which has been raised as to whether the amount
vice. My hon. colleague, the Minister of Public Works, is recived from any one depositor may not be decreased
8o anxious to meet the wishes of all the representatives of -and some changes are likely to be proposed-but
tbe people that it is difflcult to say when his demands upon otherwise we propose to let the matter reman as it is
1 h. Treasury will be all in. Taking the several items in Sinking fond shows an addition of $504,407, chiefty made
detail I have a few observations tooffer. The main increase up by the restoration of the sinking fond for the 4 per cent.
arises in the public debt service The increase in the in- reduced loan which was emitted last year. I need not weary
terest on the public debt is estimated at $118,636, this the House by going over all the particulars respecting the
arising mainly from the increased deposits in the eavings small increases which have been made in the public service
banks. There has been during the past year considerable or that are proposed to be made in the various branches.
discussion in the public press respecting the rate of interest Every care and economy has been exercised in order to
which the Government should paytosavings bankdepositors, reduce them as low as possible. I said in the outset that
and it seems to be a question which is growing in importance, we had estimated largely for those services which usually
and one upon which I think the hon. gentleman opposite come down to the House as Supplementary Estimates, and
has taken the view that we should reduce the interest upon which include larger amounts than appear in the original
deposits in the savings banks. The Government, having Estimates. The Indian vote is increased to 8170,539, and I
considered this question, does not come to that conclusion. expect that will fully cover all the wants of that service.
We believe it is in the interest of the country at large that The mounted police vote has alo been increased. There
every encouragement should be given to the middle class, is no large increase in the collection of revenue service. It
to he laboring class, to practice habits of economy and will be noticed that there ais a reduction in the superannua-
save their earnings as much as possible; and for this reason tion service of $ 10,000. This arises from the fact that the
we are reluctant to reduce the rate and we think it would superannuation service was rather over-estimated lst
b. an injustice to them to reduce the rate of interest we are year. This is an item which I think deserves some
at present paying to such depositors in the savings banks. explanation to i the House and to the Country,
W- bare examined into the practice in other countries. because I find that the working of the Superannuation
W e find that in England a higher rate of interest is paid by Act has been largely misrepresented-I do not mean to say
the Government than is paid in the commercial banks of intentionally misrepresented, but misunderstood. Hon.
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gentlemen looking at the Public Accounts, see as the rates
Trom the superannuation fund perbaps $50,000; they see
that the charge is made out, say, $200,000, and they suppose,
as a Matter of course, that the superannuation is a tax upon
the country of $150,000 a year. I submitted to the House,
on thé opening of Parliament, a statement of the operation
of the Act during the past year, showing that taking the
superahnuations made for the year 1885, there bas been à
saving of $5,691 ; that is, that the superannuation
allòwance amounted to $18,360, the gratuities to different
persöné $2,568, and the new annual appoihtments $15,763,
naking a total of $36,692, whilst the salaries pre-
viously received by the persons superannuated amounted
to $42,384, showing a saving by the operation of the
Act Of $5,691. But next year and in the other accounts,
the particalars of this statement will drop ont, and, as
I said, all a peraon will see in examining the operations
of thé Act will be that we receive from the civil
service $50,000, say, and we pay out $200,000, or that
tuere bas been a loss in the operation of $150,000.
Now, this has not been the case from the passing of the Act
up tothe pr'eent time. if yon examine all the appointments
that have been made at lower salaries and if you
ascertain all the vacancies by persons who have been
anpertanuatèd and their offices not filled, you will find that
there hÈs been a large saving to the country through the
opera'tion of that Act. In 1880 the Finance Department
went throtgh the whole service and made a. calculation
shô*ing the btanches in which there had been a saving and
those in which there had been a loss to the country from
the o-perations of the Act. The Departmont of Finance
showed a saving of $48,548.73 ; the Department of Agri-
culture, $18,000; the Inland Revenue Department, $12,570;
the bepartîtent of Public Works, $21,000-; the Department
of Matine and Fisheries, $30,000; Secretary of State,
$5,482; Department of the Interior, $6,893; Customs,
-117 398. in the Department of Railways and Canals there

had ,een a loss up to that time of $23,025; Militia and
Defence, $3,725; Post Office, $6,000, or a gross saving of
$350,183, from which deduct the loss in the three depart-
ments, and you have still a saving of $317,325, through the
operation of the Superannuation Act up to that time. I
have had in my own department the work continued down
to tihe present date, *and I find that for the inside service
only the operations show a still favorable result to the
6outty in 'a sat'ing of over $40,000, and that through
thé odbtibùous opetation of that Act a large saving will
be 1eifeéted to the country in general. Then, Sir, I
dôe'to Uötlher savings w'hich I propose to effect this year,
bùt I neetdt nt'weary the flouse by going through them all.
¶!he totil •sialt of my estimates is before the House, show-
ing thein to be $33,124,550. Now, I come to the other side
of the ateont-the estimated receipts for the years 1886-87.
I do not propose-I-do not think it necessary-to make any
*ëry great éhange in the tariff in order to make up that
sum, and in order tb set something aside to meet the deficit
whidh bas arisen from the disturbance of trade and from
the troubles we have experienced in the North-West during
the past year. My chief alterations will be changes from
ad valorem'to speciflc duties where I find it practicable or
advisable to do so. There has been during the past two
yèares a large decline in the price of foreign goods as well
as in the prfce of home productions; but in consequence of
de'pression in other countries-greater depression, I must
iy, tha'n exists in our own country-there has been a con-
siderble slùtrghter of goods in other countries, and a great
many difficulties have arisen in the Custom bouse
it sùriving at the proper values for entry. With
specific 'duties that difficulty would be largely obviated ;
a'nd I have in several cases to propose to the Houtse
changes in ithat direction, in order to overcome that
difficulty and to lessen the inducement to parties abroad
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to send in goods with false invoices. Such change as I
propose to make other than this will be upon articles which
I think may fairly be considered as luxuries for the middle
ranke of life, but they will not affect the workingmen, and,
therefore, will not give hon, gentlemen opposite any great
inducement to increase their cry that we are grinding the
poor man down by the burders of our taxation. I may then,
Sir, read to the House the changes that I propose to ask the
House to make ; and when we are in committee, that will,
perhaps, be the better time to give the detailed information
respecting the difierent items:

Almonds, shelled, a specific duty of 5 cents per lb.
Almonds, not shelled, and nuts of all kinds not elsewhere specified, a

specific duty of 3 cents per lb.
Baking powder, a specifie duty of 6 cents per lb.
Boxes, cases and writing desks, fancy and ornamental, and fancy

manufactures of bone, shell, horn and ivory, also dolls and toys of ail
kinds and materials; ornaments of alabaster, spar, terra cot#a or com-
position, statuettes, beads and bead ornaments, 30 per cent. ad valorem.

These articles which I have enumerated may be called
luxuries, and yet they stood on our tariff at a lower per-
centage than many other articles that entered into more
general use, and I ask the House to increase the duty on
this description of goods.

Bolts, nuts, washers and rivets of iron or steel, a specific duty of i
cent. per lb. and 15 per cent. ad valorem.

Blueing-Laundry blueing of ail kinds, 25 per cent. ad valorem.
Cider, a specific auty of 10 cents per Imperial gallon.

This was rated formerly at 20 per cent., which amournted
to about 3 cents per gallon.

Cordage-Manilla and sisal cordage of ail kinds, a specifio duty of 1¼
cents per lb. and 10 per cent. ad valorem.

Desseicated cocoanut, sweetened or not, a specific duty of 6 cents per lb.
Feathers, ostrich and vulture, undressed, 20 per cent. ad valorem.
Feathers, ostrich and vulture, dressed, 30 per cent. ad valorem.
Fruit, dried, viz.: Raisins, a specific duty of 1 cent per lb., and 10

per cent. ad valorem.
Fruit, dried, viz. ; Currants, dates, fige, prunes, and ail other dried

fruits not elsewhere specified, a specific duty of i cent per lb.
Fruit, green, viz.-: Blackberries, gooseberries, raspberries, and straw-

berries, a specific duty of 4 cents per lb , the weight of the package to
be included in the weight for duty.

Peaches, a specific duty of 1 cent per lb., the weight of the package
to be included in the weight for duty.

Gimps, cords, braids, ribbons and bindings, when imported by hat
manufacturers for use in their factories, 15 per cent. ad valorem.

Gas, water and soil pipes of cast iron, 30 per cent. ad valorem.
Gloves and mitts of ail kinds, 30 per cent. ad valorem.
lair cloth of ail kinds, 30 pet cent. ad valorem.
Harness and saddlery of every description and parts of the same, 30

per cent. ad valorem.
Laces, braids, fringes, embroideries, cords, tassels and bracelets, aiso

braids, chains or cards of hair, 30 per cent. ad-valorem.
Lead pipe and lead shot, a specific duty of 1½ cents per lb.
Oleomargarine, butterine or other substitute for butter, a specifis duty

of 10 cents per lb.
We propose also to put an Excise duty of 8 cents per lb. upon
that article manufactured in Canada.

Printed or dyed cotton fabries not elsewhere specified, 27î 'per eent.
ad valorem.

Spirits and strong waters, not having been sweetened or mixed with
any article so that the degree of strength thereof cannot be ascertained
by Syke's hydrometer, tor every Imperial gallon of the strength of proof
of such hydrometer, and so in proportion for any greater or less strength
than the strengtb of proof, and for every greater or less quantity than
a gallon, viz.: Geneva gin, rum, whiskey, alcohol or spirits ofwine and
unenumerated, unmixed and not sweetened spirits by whatever name
called, a specific duty of $1.75 per Imperial gallon.

Old Tom gin, a specific duty of $1.90 per Imperial gallon.

This was left at $1.32J cents last year.
Spirits and strong waters, mixed with any ingredients, and

although thereby coming under the denomination of proprietary medi-
cines, tinctures, essences, extracts or any other denomination, including
medicinal elixirs and fluid extracts, whether in bulk or bottie, not else-
where specified, shall be nevertheless deemed to be spirits or strong
waters, and subject to duty as such, a specific duty of $2 per Imperial
gallon and 30 per cent. ad valorem.

So far as liquors are concerned the increase has been upon
Old Tom, otherwise explanatory of thearesolutions of last
year and the year before.

Cologne water and perfumed spirits in bottles or flasks, not weighing
more than 4 ounces each, 50 per cent. ad valorem.

404



COMMONS DEBATES.
Cologne water and perfumed spirits, in bottleq, flake or other pack-

%gos, woighing more than 4 ounnos each, a specifl duty of $2 per
gallon, and 40 per cent. ad valerem.

J'ing, wrought iron, plain, 2 inches uin diameter or under, coupled
and threaded or not. 30 per cent. ad valorem.

Wire, iron or steegalvanised or not, 15 guage and oarser, 20 per
c"nt. ad pglorem.

Whips of all kind, 30 per cent. ad eakrem.
Wire fencing, bucthorn, strip and other similar fencing of iron or

*3el, a àpecifi duty cf l cents per lb.
YTeastakes and compressed yeaht, in packages or bulk-of 1Lb. and over,

a specifre duty -of 6 cents per 1b.
Yeast cakes, in packages of less than 1 lb., a specific duty of 8 sent.

per lb.
Portland und Roman oements Io be claued with all other osment, at

spoefi stes as now provided.
Now, I come to the question of sugar. Those who have
studied the returns of .past years wil see that the revenue
frotn ogar has been gradually declining. We did not
impose so large a duty as was imposed in 1877-78. The
revenue derived from sugar, under the tarif of 1877.78, was
$2.89 pur 100 Ibo. Under the new tarif the revenue, in
1881, was $1.80. In 1882, the- value of sugar had slightly
declined, and the ad valorem duty gave a les return,
niamely, $1.69 ; in 1883, it was $1.61; n 1884, $1.50 ; andin
1885, $1.87 per 10 'Ibo. We propose to ask the H1ouse
first to change the mode of tegting the value of sugar.
There has been a good deal of discussion upon this question
with refiners of the different Provinces, some of whom have
made 'complaints that favor has been shown to
refiners in other Provinces which were not shôwn
to themselves. I do not find that there bas been
any great ground for this complaint. I think that:
the lffcers of Gustoms have discharged their
duty very faithfully, and wben a comparison of the returna
is made, it is·seen thst 'lhere is very little difference, an
ahmost imperept¶ble difference, in the returns from the'
varions refmieries throughout the country. But I find that:
in the United States, ail sugars are sold by the polariscope;
test, that the refmers of this country test their sugars, price
them, and sell them by the polarisoope test; and I think,
from the satisfaction this has given abroad and from the
tcontentions that arise under the old test, the color test, it
is advisable to ak -the flouse to adopt the polariscope test,
and to name a specific duty for ail refining sugars, which
will be an average of the rates received between 18c5 and
1881. What, tIhen, I propose, is to ask the Iloube to impose
these duties :

On ugr, melado, concentrted melado, oncentrated cane juice,
coxientrated molàasos, coucentrated beet-root juice and concrete, when
imported direct from the country of growth and production, for refining-
purposes only, not over No. 13 Dutch standard in color, and not testing
over seventy degrees by the polariscope a pecific duty of l cent perand rtest"a n p c '1 dlito 1n of a degree shown bylb., and for eyery addiienal degreo or frationo er.uonb
polariscepe test 4j cents per 100 lbu. addîtionaL

I may explain that the American tariff imposes a duty of
31.40 per 100 lbs. for the test of seventy-five degrees, and
charges 4 cents for every degree above seventy-five.
What we have taken is a little over three-fourths of the
American tariff, reducing everything about the same pro-
portion, so as to -charge a trifle over three-fourths of the
American duty.

On sugar not for refining purposos, not over No. 13 Dutch standard
in color, ýWhen imported direct from the country of growth and produc-
tion, st pecifiu duty of 1 oent per lb.and 30 >per cent. ad eakorem on the
value thereof free-on-board at the lat port of shipment.

On al sugars above No. 13 Dutch standard -in color, and on refined
sugar of aIl kinds, grades or standards, i cents per lb., and 35 per cent.
a val orem on the value thereof fres-on-board at the lest port ot ahipment.

On alil ng'ir, not lmported direct, without truashipment from coun-
try of growth and production, thor shall be levied and collected an
additional duty of Tj-per cent. ôf the wholo duty so otherwise payable
thoren.

That is, l the case of indirect shipments, the duty shall
first be ascertained under the rates named, and then 7j per
cent. of the daty shall be added for tht. We have always
had in our tari ihat distinction between direct and indi-
rot shipments.

Provided that when any cargo of sugar for reaning purpos les found
to grade, to the extent of not over 15 per cent. of the whole, above
No. 18, Dutch standard in color, the whole of said cargo may be
admitted to entry by polariscope test, as above provided for refining
purposes only.

Syrups, cane juice, refined syrup, suir house syrup or sugar house
molasses, syrup of sugar, syrnp of moases or sorghum, whether im-
ported direct or not, a specific duty of 1-cent per lb. and 80 per cent. ad
valorem.

Molasseas, other, when imported direct, without transhipment and from
the country of growth and production, 15 per cent. ad valbrem.

Molassees, when not se imported, 20 per cent ad valorem.
The value upon which the ad valorem duty shall be levied and col-

lected upon all the above named syrups an molasses shaïll be the value
thereof free-on-board at the last port of shipment.

Provided that molasses, when imported for or reeeived into any re-
ftnery or ugar factory, or to be used for any other purpose than actual
consumption, shall be subject to, and there shall be levied and collected
thereon, an additional du y of 5 cents per Emperial gallon.

Provided that the change in the rates of duty on augars' · d molisis
shall apply only to importations arriving in Canada on andafer the 31st
day of March, instant, and not to such articles warehoused prior to that
date.

Sugar candy, brown or white, and confectlonery, a specile duty of 1l
ments per pound sud 35 per cent. -ad eaor.m.
Then, I propose to amend schedule "B," hlie list of goods
which are entitled to. be entered free of duty, by substitut-
ing the following provisions for the following items :-

Articles for the personal use cf consuls general who are natives or
citizens of the countr they reprebent and who are not engaged in amy
other business or profession.
It has been found that a great many consuls have been
appointed, and that several of them are engaged in other
business and claim to have articles for their use entered
free of duty. This is to explain the provision, and to con-
fine it to consuls general, who -are natives or citizens of the
country they represent, and not engaged in any business.

Borax, in lump; grease, the refuse of animal fat; iron and steel, old
and scrap, but othing shall be deemed scrap iron or steel, except waste
or -refuse iron or steel that has been in actual use, and fit only to be
re-mnufactured; sumac, crude.
Then we strike out from the free list, iron sand or globules
and dry putty for polishing granite. These are artieles that
are being manufactured now ï our own country.

Philosophical instruments and apparatus including globes, k.

These have been on the free lst for a great many
years, and all the schools have been compelled to go
abroad for such articles, and it has been found that mny of
the globes aid maps imported have been specially designed
for the country in which they are manufactured, and that
special prominence is given to that country upon themg. For
a year or two, in Toronto, and I think in Montreal also,
there have been gentlemen engaged in the manufacture -f
globes and philosophical instruments ifor schoeis, amd, with
the sanction of the superintendents of schools in Ontario-
at least Bome of them.fromwhom 1 have heard--it lsproposed
to encourage the manufacture, so that there may bea supply
of those instruments within resonable reach, instead of the
trouble of sending abroad for them beirg mecessay. Theu,
it is proposed to amend schedule "D " relating to prohi-
bited articles, by striking ont the item relating to copy-
right works, and substituting the following in lieu
thereof, namely:-

Reprints of Oanadian copyright works, and reprints of British copy-
right works which have been also copyrighted in Oanada.

There is another resolution declaring that it is expedi-
ent to provide for an Excise duty of eight cents a
pound on oleomargarine, batterine, or other su&btitute
for butter, manufactured in Canada. These, so far, are
the propositions which we have to.night to submit to
the House. Now, assuming that these are assented
to by the House, I think that we may reasonably expect
that the revenue during the year 1886-87 will be as follows:
[ may say, first, that I am not oounting upon the full
benefit of any changes that I have propo&ed here, that I am
not ounting upon any very large increase to the -ustoms
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revenue of the country during 1886-87. We have had, or
we are to have, the Canadian Pacifie Railway opened
through to British Columbia. Hon. gentlemen know by the
returnsthat the amount of duties collected in British Columbia
and Manitoba bas been out of proportion to the ordinary
collections in other parts of the country of s imilar population,
because they have been shut out from connection with the
manufacturers of the country, and I believe that, with the
opening of the road, a great deal of the trade which
hitherto went from British Columbia to the United States
and from Manitoba also to the United States will be given
to our own manufacturers in the Dominion. Therefore, I
do not anticipate so large a revenue from those two Pro.
vinces as we have had in the past. My estimate then for
the year 1886-87 will be:-From Customs, $20,200,000;
from Excise, $7,000,000; from post office, railways, inter-
est and miscellaneous services, 87,300,000; making a total
of 834,500,000; against which I have shown an estimated
expenditure of $33,124,550, leaving, as the estimates now
stand, a surplus of $1,375,450. This, of course, when my
hon.friend the Minister of Publie Works bas had his say,so far
as he can have it, will probably be reduced, still I hope that
the public service will not cal for a very large additional
expenditure this year, and that the amount of the anti-
cipated surplus for 1886-87 will not be very largely reduced
by Supplementary Estimates. It may be that the hon.
gentleman who will follow me will think I have over-
estimated this matter, and that I am over-sanguine as to
the result that I shall receive during the coming year of
1886-87. I suppose that, if lie speaks by the experience of
the past, he will say I am over-sanguine. He might tell us3
that he entered upon his administration full of hope, as I
am; that he had great expectations of revenue, and that,
when he proposed to increase the duties by three millions
of dollars, there was no doubt in his mind that he would
receive that addition to his revenue; but we know
the result; we know that time, and the policy
that lie was pursuing, frustrated his hopes and
wrought his political ruin for that period. I know
that this may, perhaps, be the impressionion his mind
now, and he may, perhaps, bring as the proof from the
records that all this occuried, but I believe that the policy
this Government is pursuing will lead to better results than
the policy which the bon. gentleman and bis party pursued
from 1874 to 1878. t is true that we have not had in the
past year or two that commercial activity that we had in
1881 and 1882, but there bas been great caution on the
part of our merchants, in view of the great reduction
which has been going on in the prices of varions goods
throughout the world ; and there has been a very
large reduction, more especially in free trade coun-
tries, where the depression was most strong. I am
gare, Mr. Speaker, that if we compare the position of
the Dominion of Canada in its trade with the condition of
any other country, more particularly free trade countries,
we wil find that the depression las not affected us so
seriously as it has some cf those other countries. We have
every indication from the country at large that there is
sound commercial life, and that there is ability to enlarge
commercial operations in the country, and I rely upon that
largely. The revenue to be derived from a people, depends
a good deal upon the ability of the people to purchase
gooda, and upon their inclination to do so. I know, Mr.
Speaker, that the inclination generally exista, and
the ability to do so we may enquire into. C!m-
mencing with the agricultural class, I think we
have every reason to believe that the farmers
of this country are in a better position to.day than they
have been for years-at all evente, in a very much better
condition then tbey were during the period from 1874 to
1878. We live beside the greatest agricultural people in
the world, perhaps, and they are a people who, notwith-
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standing that they have a large surplus to export, will per-
mit no article of agricultural produce to enter their coun-
try free. That was the condition of things from 1874 to
1878, and yet while that condition of things existed, the
policy that was pursued by the Government of this country
was to admit all agricultural produce free. Mr. Speaker, I
do not wonder that this had a depressing effect upon the
farmers of this country, and I think, Sir, that effect upon
the agricultural community was evinced in the fact that
so large a quantity of American farm produce came into
this country free, and was consumed by our people,
instead of being supplied by our own farmer. Sir, we
have changed that policy. We have said to Canadian farm-
ers, that just such a measure as the American Government
has been meting out and does mete out to you, we will
mete out to the American farmer. We will endeavor to
shut out the large importation that has been going on of
American farm produce to feed the people of this Dominion,
who have so much fertile soil and so many willing hands to
cultivate that soit and to produce all that is required for the
sustenance of our own people.. But we said more. We said
to the Canadian farmer, we will inaugurate such a trade
policy as will give employment to a large number of con-
sumers whom you will have to feed and support from your
farms, and we will increase your markets not only by
stopping foreign produce, but by multiplying the
number of consumers of your own farm produce.
Under this changed policy the condition of the
farmer seems to have rapidly improved. The importa-
tion of American agricultural farm produce has diminished,
although our home consumption bas increased largely.
This matter bas been discussed by the organ of the third
party, in this house, and an attempt has been made to show
that the National Policy has been a failure, because there is
still a considerable importation of breadstuffs into the
country. Well, Mr. Speaker, it is true there has been some
considerable importation, but my position is this: that under
our National Policy we have largely reduced the importa.
tion of American breadstuffs, and we have also stimulated
the Canadian farmer to greater activity, that he has
supplied what has fallen short in importation, and he
has largely increased his exports abroad. The increased
activity which has been given to all branches of industry
seems to have affected as well the farming popula-
tion, and they are able to supply the three or four million
dollars worth of American farm produce that ised to come
in, and we have largely increased our exports abroad.
Now, Mr. Speaker, in 1875 there was entered $12,389,900
worth of American breadstuffs; in 1876 there was imported
$ t1,114,000 worth; in 1877, $13,858,000 worthl; in 1878,
$13,452,000 worth, a total in those four years of $50,811,914
worth. We exported $24,000,000 odd, leaving, as consumed
by the people of this country, $26,707,16 worth. or
$6,676,000 worth per year. Now, Sir, under the present
policy, without giving the sum for each year, the total
imports for six years, beginning with 1880, has been
$18,784,000, or 83,130,811 a year, as against $6,676,000
before the National Policy was inaugurated. That is, we
have imported per year less than one-half as much as was
imported, per year before the adoption of the National
Policy. I may state that the article of Indian corn was
mentioned in the organ of the party, and it was shown that
it has been taxed to the large amount of 7j cents per
bushel. Well, Mr. Speaker, it is true that under
this policy we did tax Indian corn 7î cents a bushel;
but a large portion of the imports of Indian corn was for
the purpose of being distilled into whiskey. In 1880 there
were 739,000 bushels imported; 1881, 754,000 bushels and
so on ; in the six years there were 5,368,123 buashels
imported, paying 7j cents. per bushel duty, ail for the
purpose of being distilled into whiskey and not for the
purpose of being oonsumed as breadtuffs. But I have
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shown by statistics that we have shut out by our policy
more than $3,000,000 worth a year of breadstuffs coming
in from the United States, and I will make a comparison
showing the exports of farm produce. In 1875 we shipped
agricultural exports, including breadstuffs and products of,
animals, to the value of $29,958,000; 1876, $40,000,000;
1877, $28,000,000; 1878, $32,000,000; 1879, 833,000,000 ;
or a total of $165,580,000 in those years. Since the intro-
duction of the National Policy the exporta have been as
follows:-1881, $42,000,000; 1882, $51,000,000; 1883,
$43,000,000; 1884, $35,000,000; 1885, $39,000,000-
$212,000,000 in all. From this sum deduct $165,000,000
exports in the same number of years without the National
Policy, and you have left an increased export of $46,858,833
or $9,371,756 a year. Our farmers have exported annually,
on an average upwards of $9,000,000 in excess of what they
did before, and they have supplied the home market to the
value of $3,500,000 of American produce shut ont, making
over $13,000,000 more than was exported under the policy of
hon. gentlemen opposite.

Mr. CHARLTON. Where is the home market ?
Mr. MoLELAN. Why, I have just explained to the hon.

gentleman, as well as 1 could, that we have given the home
market to Canadian farmers to the extent of $83,515,000 a
year; and that is supposing there had been no incroase of
population during that period. But it will not be pretended
that there has not been more supplied with the increase of
population in the manufacturing districts since 188 1, and
that the home market has not been larger than it was
before, the $3,545,000 in addition. A word more in regard
to the home market. In the first six months of this year,
the importation of farm produce and provisions for the use
of the people has declined :over $2,000,000 as compared
with the first six months of last year. So the House will
see that year by year our farmers have steadily 'aken pos-
session of the home market as well as increabing their
exports abroad, and the encouragementafforded thom bas
given them greater activity and life, and they do not now
leave the oxen idle in the stall and the plowshare rusting
in the field. The hon. gentleman opposite does not seem to
be quite satisfied that our farmers have been benefited by
the operation of this Act; and when an hon. gentleman,
who was elected for his intelligence as a representative of
the people, claims not to see in what way the farmers have
been benefited, I think there may possibly be farmers who
have not yet seen clearly in what way they have been
benefited.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. McLELAN. Some hon. members say " hoar, hear."
I suppose you could put it more clearly to the farmers. The
hon. gentleman knows Toronto, a city with a population of
100,000. Suppose you could draw a cordon of American
Custorn house officers round the city and say to the farmers
of (ntario: You shall not take in a pound of butter or
any agricultural produce to feed that population of 100,000,
but they shall be fed entirely by American farmers. If you
could do that in practice it would bring the matter home to
Ontario farmers, and I think the bon. gentleman himself
would not ask how they were at present benefited, and the
farmers would see how they had lost by such a transaction
by being shut out from supplying the city. Suppose hon.
gentlemen opposite should come into power and should bring
their policy into operation, and all the mon who are now
employed in manufactures, and who were not employed in
187, 3nrir d hav iliix bu hiph SAt i rttans of

bilities are that under such a change of policy as I have
indicated almost the whole of those people would be driven
ont of the country into the United States to manufacture
the goods that might be wanted by the popole who would be
left behind.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Mfore than that number has been
driven eut.

Mr. McLELAN. The hon. gentleman says that more
than that number bas been driven out. But ho would not
object to driving out 34,000 more,-

Mr. LANDERKIN. I would.

Mr. MoLELAN-and all the people connected with
them. Lot me carry the supposition further. Suppose
that after those people have been in the United States for a
time manufacturing for the Canadian people, being fed by
American farmers and paying tribute to the American
Government, they should say: The products of our toil go
over to Canada; we are scattered in different towns; snp.
pose we unite, cross the lino and establihh ourselves ut one
centi al point, and take over the mon who build our houses,
and our lawyers, doctors, clergy, wives and children and
servants connected .with them; and make a population of
over 100,000 and locate ut some place where not a pourd of
butter or au article from a Canadian farmer would come,
but American farmers would have free entry by market
waggon and railway to corne and go and supply us
with everything we need, and the Canadian farmer shall
have no intercourse with us. Thon the hon. gentleman
himseolf and all the Canadian farmers would see the
offect cf that operation in practice, and I think they woild
say : It is better we should have a policy that will
keep those mechanics and their families here and enable
our own farmers to supply them with their farm
products, and thus find a market for thom at home.
Mr. Speaker, I have referred, in reply to the bon. gentle-
man, to the increase in the number of wage-earners and to
the fact that Sir Leonard Tilley had statistics prepared show-
ing the incroase in the number of artisans employed in the
various factories of this country from 1878 up to the com-
mencement of 1884. I have not bad the opportunity of con-
tiüuing that operation, but in our trade returns there is sut-
ficient evidence to show that the increase in the number of
wage-earners and artisans employed has beon enormous
from 1878 up to the present time. We have imported more
than $10,000,000 worth of machinery since 1878. That
machinery was not imported to stand idle. That machinery
is now giving employment to large numbers of people in
varions portions of the country. We have imported largely
on the raw materials, which I have already referred to-of
cotton, wool, hides, pig-iron, and everything that enters in
the manufacture of goods, and ail these things prove conclu-
sively to me that there is an increased number of people
employed, an increased number of wage-earners who are
receiving good wages, and who will be able to purchase
goods and contribute to the revenues of the country duiing
the year. In everything there is evidence of increased ac-
tivity. I read to the House to-night, the increase in the pcst
office service. Hon. gentlemen opposite clairmed that we
would kilI eut the shipping trade of the country, but thora
has been a steady increase in the coasting and foreigu trade
of this counptry ever since this policy was introduced, all
tending to show that the country is progressing favorably.

Mr. MITCHELL. Sailing vessels ?
Mr. MoLE LAN. I will read the figures to the bon. gen-

7oé unaer their pole c Yy wicn greaL impoLulm uti2tnwivi pUIUyU>'WUI>U L~G I~~J~~eV 'j'~jtieman. The coasting trade in 188.85 was [5,944,&22 tons ;slaughtered goods were sent in from the United States, had te reiga trade in ship wa 7,41,15 ons
to shat up and go to the United States. My predecessor the f o in ships was 7,641,615 tons.
brought down last year a statement showing that by statis- Mr. MITCHELL Saiting vessels?
tics there had been established, under the National Policy,
factories giving employment to 34,000 hands. The proba-. Mr. McLELÂAN. Sailing vessels and steamers.
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Mr. MITCHELL. I am asking about sailing vesseis.
Mr. McL ELAN. I have not separated them. I have not

learned yet that a steamer cannot carry goods and passen-
gers. I think that the steamers carry jnst as many goods
in proportion to their spare tonnage as sailing vessels and
deliver them quicker, and I was taking them both together.
The foreign tonnage was 7,644,615.

Mr. MITCHELL. Foreign tonnage ?
Mr. MoLELAN. The coasting and foreign trade to-

gether was 23,582,000 tons. In 1878-79 the coasting trade
was 12,066,683 tons; the foreign trade 6,000,000 tons, or a
total of over 18,000 000 tons. There is an increase in the
six years of 5,433,804 tons or an average of .905,634 tons a
year.

Mr. IT.THE UL. Foreign tonnage, but not Canadian;
that is the point.

Mr. McLELAN. I am not speaking of whether we
owned more or less tonnage-

Mr. MITCHELL. Ah 1 That is what I want to know.
Mr. McLE LAN. I am speaking of this point: that the

people of this country, the trade of this country and the
wants of this country, employed a larger tonnage by
5,433,804 tons than they did in 1878.

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, but owned by foreigners; there
is the point.

An hon. MEVBER. It makes no difference.
Mr. MITCHELL. It makes a great deal of differenoe.
Mr. MoLELAN. I am not aware that foreigners own a

very large proportion of the shipping that is engaged in
the coasting trade of this country. I am not aware of it, and
if the hon. gentleman will show it to me, I will accept the
figures he will give, bnt it does not alter the position I have
taken, that the trade of the country requires 5,433,804 tons,
and employs that tonnage more than it did in 1878-79.
Then if we come down to railways we find that in
1878-79 we had 6,664 miles of railways in operation; their
train mileage was 19,000,000; the total passengers carried,

.444,000 ; the number of tons of freight carried, 7,833,000.
Now, Sir, in 1885. we have 10,149 miles of railway in opera-
tion; we have a total train mileage of 30,623,000; the total
number of passengers carried, 9,672.59.1, and the total num.
ber of tons of freight carried, 14,679,949 ; or an increase in
all these items of over 50 per cent,, ail tending to show that
there is an increased trade, an increased activity in business
throughout the country. Therefore, Sir, I think that I am
right in the position I take, that the business of the country
is more active and botter. Then we have the fact as shown
by our bank returns that we have $16,000,000 more of
bank and Dominion notes in circulation than there were
in 1878; that the deposits in the chartered banks in 1885
were $106.000,000; in 1878, 872,000,000; or an increase
of $34,000,000. We have the fact that the savings
banks deposits have increased f rom 88,497,000 to $35,280,000
up to last night, an increase in deposits of $26,783 079.
But, Mr. Speaker, we have an increased number of mer
engaged in business, and we have ttlso an increased number
engaged in business without failing as they did in 1878.
The number of traders, in 1885, was 70,043, with failures
amounting to $8,743,000. In 1878 we had 56,347 traders,
witb failures amounting to 826.875,000. There is an increase
of 13,698 in the number of people engaged in trade through.
out the country. and there is a decrease of $18,132,060 in
the amount of the failures, and I take these facts as the best
indication of the condition of the country, that larger
numbers are engaged in trade, and engaged without loss to
them.selves and to the country at large. The returns for
the first period of this year show still more favorably in
respect to the failurea. The return, as given for

Mr. MOLcT .

the first six weeks of 18m, was 192 fallures, as against
235 in the same period of 1885, and 287 in 1884;
so that, comparing with 1878, the decrease is very great in
the number, and the decrease in the amount of liabilities is
something enormous. I was very deeply impressed with
the explanation which the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Mills) gave a year or two ago, of the causes ot failures
from 1874 to 1878. He put the whole case in a nutshell.
He said that "the merchants failed for want of castomers ; "
and I suppose there were no customers because there was
no employment for the people, and no money among the
people te enable them to purchase the merchant's goods.
Therefore the merchant stood idle at his counter, waiting
in vain for cuétomers that did not came-that could not
come-because they had no money and no employment;
and therefore ruin and bankruptcy fell upon the merohant,
and the official assignee walked the land like a pesti-
lence at noonday. Sir, I start from one point-idleness of
the people, want of employment, no factories in operation,
and you have no customers for the merchant-and there
follows a bankrupt merchant and an empty treasury. I
start from the other point-employment for the people,
money for the people, money taken by the people to the mer-
chant, the merchant busy, and a full treasury. You start from
one point, and you reach the conclusion absolutely; you
start from the other point, and you reaeh the other conclu-
sion just as certainly. When you have employment for the
people, you have not only a busy merchant and a full trea-
sury, but yon have above all a contented and happy people.
Daniel Webster, the great American statesman, who has
gone, speaking upon this point, after he had been converted
te protective views, said :

" The interests of every laboring community requires diversity of
occupation, pursuits and objecte of industry. The more that diversity
is multiplied or extended, the better. To divereify employme it is to
enhance wages. And, Sir, take this great truth, place it on the title
page of every book of political economy intended for use, put it on every
farmer's almanac; let it be the heading of every colunn in every
mechanic's magazine. Proclaim it everywhere, and make it a proverb,
that where there i work for the hands of men, there will be work for
their teeth. Where there is employment there will be bread. It is a
great blessing to the poor to have cheap food; but greater than that,
prior to that, and of still higher value, is the blessing of being able to
buy food by honest and respectable employment. Employment feeds,
cl,) heq and in=tructs; employment give3 str-ngth, sobriety and morals.
Constant emplyment anJ well paid labor produce, in a country like
ours, general prosperity, content and cheerfulnese. Thus happT have
we seen the country, thus happy may we long continue to see it.'

The hon. member for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright),
some time during this Session, toli us that the National
Policy had been a failure, becauso there had been large
importations in excess of the exports ; and ho gave figures
by which he made it appear that there bad been an excess
of $101,762,000 worth of imports over exports. Now, Sir,
let me refer te this for a. moment. We were in very
peculiar circumstances. Manitoba, the North-West and Bri-
tish Columbia imported largely of fbreign goods, having no
facilities for procuring goods of domestic manufacture. If
the hon. gentleman will compare the imports into Manitoba,
the North-West and British Columbia from 1874 te 1879 with
the imports from 1880 te 1885, he will find that they im-
ported in the latter period $45,603,000 worth of foreign
goods. If he will take that from our excess of imports over
exports for the same period, ho will fiud that it leaves but
$56,159,000, or $9,259,833 a year. He will also find that
the imports into those districts from 1874 to 1879 were
only $18,000,000, which deducted from the excesa of im-
ports over exports, will leave $86,000,000; or in that
period there was an excess of imports over exports, exclu-
sive of Mfanitoba, the North-West and British Columbia of
$17,242,000 ayear, while from 1880 to188à there was only an
exess of 89,359,000 a year. But the hon. gentleman will also
find, on examination ot the trade and revenue returns, that a
la•ge proportion of the excess of importa over exports in
the older Provinces was raw material for manufacture, or
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articles that should corne in free. For instance, there was an
increase in 1885 over 1878 in hides and horns of 8563,000,
in cotton and wool of $1,500,000, in settlers' effects of
$746,000, in coin anI bullion of 82,250,000,and so on, making
an excess of imports over exporta in those articles, which are
free, of $8,630,000; so that the whole excess of importa over
exporta in the older Provinces is disposed of in that way.
Mr. Speaker, I have detained the House at greater length
than I intended, or should have done, and I must apologise
to it. But an hon. gentleman opposite has said that we
have driven more than 40,000people ont of the country; and
I suppose we shall hear the samething from the hon. gentle-
man who is about to address the House on the opposite aide.
It is true, Sir, we have not had in the past that great increase
of numbers that they have had in the United States.
In the United States, long previous to the taking of the
last census, they had a policy of protection to home indue-
try. They had a policy of giving their people employment
and high wagee, a policy which drew immigrants to the
United States from all parts of the world. They had also
opened for settlement large tracts of prairie country, and
the two policies combined largely helped to increase the
population of the United States at a greater rate than the
increase in the Dominion. But, Sir, if we take the Ameri-
can census of 1880 and the Canadian census of 1881, and if
we select a number of the older States, which offer a fair
grouind for comparison with the Dominion of Canada, we
will find we have heîd our own very well. Take the Stat,,
of Connecticut. Of course, if you go into the newer States,
with attractions of new territory and prairie soil, you will
find a much larger percentage of increase; but what I want
is to ma e a comparison with the older 8tates. Connecti-
cut, which had 537,000 inhabitants in 1871, had 622,683 in
1881. Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire,
Vermont, Dakota-I put in Dakota as a set-off to Manitoba
-comparing those States with Prince Edward Island, Nova
Scotia, New Brunswick, Ontario, Quebec, Manitoba and
British Columbia, I find that the American States
increased 16.06 and the Dominion of Canada increased
17·03 per cent. in population, according to the last
cnosus; so that when we make a proper comparison
between the Dominion and the older and more settled por-
tions of the United States we find we have more than held
our own. Now, the complaint has been made that the
National Polioy has not done its duty, because times have
not been so brisk as they were in 1882-83. But, as I said
before, if we compare the position of trade in Canada with
the position of other countries-in the United States, and
Great Britain, for instance-we will find that our position
is botter than theirs, and we can gather from this that, but
for the National Policy, ruin and bankruptcy would have
been upon us. It is in times when there is depression abroad,
when there is great depression in surrounding oountries,
when there is over-production and slaughter in prices of
goods in those countries, that we find the protective policy
is desirable and advantageous, and it has proved itself here
highly beneficial in protecting us from the onslaughts which
would have been made upon us by foreign manufacturera. I
proposed to deal with this question more fully, but I have
oecupied so large a share of the public time that
I cannot go into it as fully as I would wish. I
want, however, to give one instance to show how the
National Policy is affecting the wage-earner in this
country at present. All that is required for the pro.
duction of cheap goods in this country, is that there
bhall be a market for those goods, and the larger the
market the cheaper they will be. Our people are as active
and as intelligent as any others, and when they are forced
abroad, as they have been, they make as good artisans, with
a little experience and training, as are to be found in the
woud. Ali that they require to be fit to manufaoture every-
thiug required in tis country, and to iflanufactire themr as
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cheaply as they are manufactured in the United States or
elsewhere, is that they shall have some training, and this
they will obtain by our furnishing then with a market for
their goods. Now, the manufacturer and the capitalist seeks
a fair return for his investment ; h. looks into the chances
existing for placing the products of his investment; and
the smaller the output h. has, the larger percentage ho
must put upon that output in order to meet the interest
upon hie capital and the depreciation of his plant. There
is a very familiar illustration of this. You take a
blast furnace which requires $30,000 to meet the in-
terest upon the capital invested in it and the depre-
ciation of the plant. If the output of that furnace be
15,000 tons of pig-iron, of course there must be $2 a ton put
upon the iron, in order to pay the interest and the deprecia-
tion of the plant. If you increase the output to 20,000 tons,
thon it only requires $1.50 per ton to pay these charges; if
you increse it to 30,000 tons, you only want $1 a ton upon
it, to pay a dividend and you can sell the pig-iron 81 a ton
cheaper. If you rmn the output up to 60,000 tons, ail yon
want is 50 cents a ton, and yon have $30,000 raised, and the
pig-iron is 81.50 cheaper than it would be with only 15,000
tons of output. The same principle holds good in all the
manufactures in which we are engaged. The percentage
which must be put upon every yard of cloth which comes
from the loom depends upon the output, in order to meet the
interest upon the capital and the depreciation of the plant.
You must have one of two things, You must either have a
large market and a large output or you must have a low rate
of wages, and that means a low scale of living and a small
expenditure for the benefit of the farmer. And more, you can-
not continue, you cannot have for any considerable length of
time men employed at a low rate of wages, while across the
border, in the United States, there are larger wages paid and
attractions offered to draw them away into that country.
The intention of the National Policy is that we shall give a
large market to our own manufacturers. We have not so
large a market of course as they have in the United States,
but we can give a proportionate market, one-tenth or one-
twelfth in pro rtion to the population of the other side.
David Wells, e American apostle of free trade, has been
often quoted in this House, and ho says:

" Wages are labor's share of product, and in every healthy business
are ultimately paid out of product. No employer of labor can continue
for any great length of time to pay high wages unless his product in
lar geIf it is not, and he attempte, itlsonly atuesion oftima wheg
hie affair will b. wound up by te herif. O nthe other hand if ahi«h
rate of wages in permanently paid in any induatry and in any eountry it
in in itself proof positive that the produet of labor is laethat the
laborer iu entitled toa generous share of it, and that the employer uaa
afford to give it him."

That is what we have been striving to do in this country,
and it is what we are accomplishinz, when we ane giving
a larger market to our own manufacturers, and we have
the result that a larger, a more generous wage is being
paid to the.employees than previous to the introduction of
this policy. I have not gathered any statistics, except from
one company, the Canada Cotton Manufacturing Company,
of Cornwall, and I have a comparison in regard to that
company between 1878 and 1885, with which I wish to
trouble the House in order to show the result of the National
Policy in increasing the rate of wages, the number -of
hands, and not the price of goods.

Mr. MITCHELL There is a 35 per cent. duty though.

Mr. MoLELAN. In 1878, in the six montha from July
to December, there were 407 hands employed in that fao-
tory, who received $47,557 in wages; the daily amount paid
being $305, and the average paid to each hand per day 75
cents. Times seemed to grow worse, and in the three
months from October to December the amount paid to each
hand ran down to 72 cents; and in the month of December
it ran down to 69 centa. Now I come to 1885, under the
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operation of the National Policy, and I find that, for
the six months ending December, there were 640 hands
employed, receiving $91,144 in wages ; the daily amount
paid being $584, or an average per day of 91 cents to each
hand, against 75 cents in 1878. For the three months from
October to December, there were 670 hands employed-the
number increases as we go on-and the average amount paid
was 92 cents. In the last month of the year, 672 hands
were employed, and the average amount paid to each was
90 cents. For the six months, the percentage of hands be-
tween 1878 and 1885 shows an increase of 57 per cent.,
the wages paid an increase of 91# per cent., and the amount
of daily wages to each hand an increase of 21 per cent. In
the three months there was an increase of 564 per cent. in
the number of hands employed, of 98,7, per cent. in the
amount of wages paid, and of 28 per cent. in the amount
paid to each hand. In the last month of the year, the increase
in average wages was 30 per cent. over that paid in 1878.
So you will see from the figures given that the people em-
ployed by this company are receiving a greater wage per
day than they were in 1878. But the hon, gentleman says
we have a duty of 30 per cent.

Mr. MITCHELL. I said 35 per cent.
Mr. MoLELAN. Well, 35 per cent. In 1878, the price of

standard sheeting, weighing 2·85 lbs. per yard cost 10
cents, less 7j per cent. discount, or 26-36 cents per lb., with
the average price of cotton 101 cents. In 1886, that same
sheeting, weighing 2-85 lbs, per yard, cost 6j cents per yard
net, or 18-52 cents per lb., against 26-36 cts. per lb. in
1878.

Mr. MITCHELL. What did the raw cotton cost ?
Mr. McLELAN. It cost 10î cents in 1878, and in 1886

it cost 10.56 cents per lb. This shows that, though the
bon. gentleman says there is a duty of 35 per cent. consu-
mers are getting their sheetings now for 42* per cent. less
than they paid in 1878, while the raw cotton is not quite 3
per cent. cheaper. That is the r.esult of the operations in
that factory, and I am satisfied that it will be sown to be
the result all over this eountry, that men are being em-
ployed, that they are recei ving greater wages, and that
the output of the factories is given at less cost than it
was in 1878, when people had a narrow market and
could not produce as cheaply as now when they
have a larger market. This is what we are doing
with the National Policy and that is what we intended ; we
are giving employment to the people and at better wages,
by our protection. It is not the cotton in its raw state that
we want to protect, it is not the ore in the moun-
tain, is it not the coal in the mine, it is not
the clay in the potter's hands that we want to protect;
it is the hands that are forming and fashioning the
clay, it is the men who dig the ore from the mine, the men
who take the ore and smelt it in the furnace and the factory,
and form and fashion it into the shape we require to use;
it is the men and women who are manipulating the warp
and the woof in the cotton factories,-it is these whom we
want to protect, and it is these whom we have protected, as
I have shown, and whom we have secured a higher rate of
wages. Therefore, the National Policy is no failure, from
any point of view you look at it. I have detained the fouse
too long--

Some hon. MEMBERS. Go on.
Mr. MoLELAN. No, I must close, in justice to my hon.

friend opposite. I have gone over the Public Accounts, and
I have shown the position of affairs in 1885. I have shown
that, taking the year by itself and apart from the troubles
in the North-West, we stand very well. I think hon. gen-
tlemen will admit that we stand very well, for they never
liked the idea ot having a large surplus. I have shown that
in 1886 we shall not be so very bad, and that there is a jus.

Mr. MLIaL".

tification for us for putting that extraordinary expenditure
which we have had in connection with the North-West to
capital account, because during the years that we have
administered the Government of the country, we have paid
from revenue a large amount into capital account. It is
not the custom with other countries in the world, which
have been engaged in wars, to place all the expenditure of
those wars on revenue immediately. The United States did
not, they could not, they left it to capital account, and it was
years before they commenced the reduction of their indebt-
edness. It was fourteen years before they returned to specie
payments. I have shown, I think, conclusively, that there is
no great cause for alarm in the amount of burden that is
imposed upon this country for interest at present. I have
shown that there was, up to 1885, a less rate of interest per
capita upon this country than existed in 1878, and only 23
cents at the most more than there was in 1867,
when the people were poorer and -had not the
ability to pay. I have shown that, taking out the extraordi.
nary expenditures and those that are not taxation, the
increased expenditure from 1867 to 1885 has been compara.
tively trifiing, a little over $2,000,000. So, Sir, i do not antici-
pate that we shall hear very much more of the increased
taxation from $13,000,000 up to $34,00,000 or $35,000,000
in eighteen years. Sir, they have first to convince the man
who has engaged in the business and the duties in life, and
who is expending $35 for an outfit and a suit that he is
doing wrong, and ought to go back to the $13 suit, that he
had eighteen years ago, when he was a boy. They
will have to convince the merchant who is doing a business
of $1 ,000,000, that he is in dariger of bankruptcy and ruin
because his expenses are larger, his staff of clerks is larger
than they were when he had a little corner shop, and as
Carlyle said : "The red herrings and the pipes painfully
crossed in the window." Sir, before they can convince the
people of this country that we are doing wrong in our
expenditure, they will have to persuade the stockholders of
the Bank of Montreal to sell-out if they wish to avoid
bankruptcy and ruin, because the Bank of Montreal, when
it started, only expended £400 or £500 a year, whereas they
now have established agencies all over the Dominion, and
in New York and London, and are expending an enormous
sum yearly in keeping up those agencies. They will have
to persuade the stockholders of the Bank of Montreal
that they are in danger of ruin and loss before they can
persuade the people of this country that they are in danger
of ruin and loss because there has been necessarily an
increased expenditure owing to the increased area of this
country. Sir, there have been necessary expenditures,
because we have had large undertakings which were neces-
sary to our very existence, and we have had a great
struggle to accomplish this purpose ; but, Sir, we have suc-
ceeded, and the liabilities arising ont of that have been
placed upon us earlier than we anticipated. We entered
into an engagement to construct the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way, and have it completed in 1891; but circumstances
made it desirable, in the interest of the country, for this
House o hasten the completion of that great work. Well,
they have it almost eompleted, and, as f have shown the
House, the burdens for interest are not unduly pressing
upon this country. We have come out of our operations
with far less burden per head than pressed u n
the United States when they came out of eir
struggle. They are now reducing their indebtedness.
We also have accomplished our purpose, and will
take the opportunity of retrieving and improving our
position. And, Sir, we shall do that; we shall rest from
our labors, and we shall give our attention te reducing the
indebtedness of our country, and reducing it a great deal
without unduly taxing the people. Sir, I spoke of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway. They have accomplished a great
work, and we have ssisted them.
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Mr. McLELAN. Mr. Speaker, I remember the dis.

cussion in this House, when it was said that we were giving
them everything, and I thihk the echoes of some of those
speakers still linger in the corners of the ceiling, when it
was declared that all we were doing for them was a gift,
and that the loan of $35,000,000 which we made to them
would never be repaid to the country. It was only last
year when they came here and asked that we should allow
them to issue bonds to the amount of $35,000,000 and take
$20,000,000 of this as security for $20,000,000 of our indebt-
edness, and put the other $10,000,000 upon lands in the
North-West, looking to them only for it, and that we should
loan them $5,000,000 more. Atthat time the gentleman who
says " no," perhaps, or some one beside him, said it was
only another gift of $5,000,000 to the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, and that it would never be returned. Sir, we did,
in the interest of the country, adopt that proposition, and
810,000,000 was left upon lands, and they sold their bonds
and paid us the 85,000,000. They have gone on and
nearly bronght to completion that great work. But, Sir,
we know that there are a great many things to be done in
order to make that work a complete success. The termini
of that road have been spoken of as being at Liverpool and
Hong Kong, and it is desirable, in the interest of this
country, that they should be enabled to make that com-
munication between Liverpool and the eastern countries.
They say to us: It is difficult for us to do it because nearly
all the money we have raised from that Si 5,000,000 is
exhausted in our undertaking; you now hold a mortgag.
upon all our lands, and we are unable to raise any money
upon them. It will be known to hou. gentlemen that last
year great pressure was brought to bear upon members of the
louse that wCeshould give up that lien upon the whole of

the lands and take a certain portion of the lands, leaving the
rest free for the company to raise money upon. They come
again and ask.us to do the same thing. They represent
that a great expenditure is necessary to make the proper
connections east and west snd efficiently equip the road,
and they ask us to take a certain portion of that land as
payment for the lien we hold upon the land, and upon the
land only, and leave them to deal with the rest for their own
benefit. Well, Mr. Speaker, we have considerel that mat-
ter. We have considered it carefully, and we have thought
that-having aided and assisted the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way Company to accomplish so mucb, to obtain a standing
and footing in the money markets of the world, and to be
recognised as a great and powerful company, that bas
accomplisheda work of Imperial importance-that company
can well stand alone, can well work ont its own destiny
and accomplish its own purposes. And we have thought
it to be in the interests of that company and in the
interests of the country at large if we were to remove the
lien that extends over the whole of the Canadian Pacific
Railway lands and take a certain portion which we
consider of the value of $9,000,000. We have said to the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company : Gentlemen, this
is the position of things. Now that you are a
strong and powerful company able to walk alone, now
that you have shown the world the importance of this
great undertaking, let us close all accounts, let us make a
full and complete settlement. You take your lands and
raise what money you require to meet your purposes and
we will take a portion of those lands and hold them and
dispose of them for the purpose of meeting the loan and
paying the $20,000;000 in cash which we have advanced to
you. And, Mr. Speaker, I am able to announce to the
louse that arrangements have been made by which the

company agree to accomplish that parpose and to pay us
820,000,000 in cash, one-half in May and one-half on or
before lt July, and we have made an arrangement to
close all accounts with the Canadian Pacifie Railway Com.

pany and receive our $20,000,000 that we may provide for
our floating indebtedness and have spare cash in the Treas-
ury and not be under the necessity of increaaing our
indebtedness. We wore told time and again that the
money and aid we were giving to that company was a gift,
and would prove an entire loss to the country. But we
believed otherwise, and the result has proved we were
right in placing faith in that work and in those
who managed it. When we receive that money
we shall be able to pay off all that sum of
$14,000,000 of floating debt, and be able to turn
our attention to the older Provin.es. The House and the
count ry know that a large portion of the time and atten-
tion of the Governrment bas been given to the North-West
and the Canadian Pacifie Railway, perhaps to the neglect
of some of the older Provinces, and we think it is desirable
in the interests of the older Provinces that the attention of
the Government should be given to them, and that the
Canadian Pacifie Railway now being on its feet should work
out its own destiny. We have advanced so far, and at the
earliest possible day I shall submit to the approval of the
House a proposition to carry out this undertaking and
enable us to settle all accounts with the Canadian Pacifie
Railway Company, and to receive the money that is repre-
sented by the $20,000,000 of bonds which the Government
hold. I think taking the whole position we have cause for
congratulation. We have cause for congratulation that we
have done so much and not imposed more burdens upon
this country, and that we have gone through with our part
of the undertaking and not suffered more inconvenience
than we have done. Sir, we all deeply regret the condition
of affairs during the past season ; we all regret deeply the
outbreak in the North-West; we all regret the loss of life
that was occasioned by it; but if we are to believe the
words of hon. gentlemen opposite even that has done
us good. The House will remember, and will remember
with admiration, the speech which the hon. gentleman
opposite made in the absence of his leader, the speech
which ho made when ho came out of the shadow of partyism
and spoke as a man and a Canadian. He said:

"Sir, people respect those whom they find to be able to fight for their
own land and to defend their own country. Our conduct has been
watched and scrutinised on both sides of the Atlantio, and there ià no
doubt whatever in my mind-: say it frankly-that we stand before
the nations of the world in a better posit*on to-day than we did three or
four months ago on that single score."

Even that occurrence, the hon. gentleman says, has done us
good. We came back from that fight lamenting the death
of those who fell in the defence of their country; but we
came back without a permanent wound or disfigurement,
we came back without being dismembered, we came back
wearing no empty sleeve, but with both our good arme
tried and strengthened and skilled to carry forward the
banner of our country and to work out a grand destiny
for ourselves among the nations of the earth. Mr. Speaker,
I beg to move that the House resolve itself into Committee
of Ways and Means on the following resolutions:-

1. Rsolved, That it is exnedient to provide that the following rates of
duty shall be assessed and collected on eaeh of the articles hereinafter
named, and to repeal ail Acts or parts of Acta now In force, in so far as
they provide for assessing and collectiog any different rates of duty
than the rates hereby provided, or which are inconsistent therewith:-

1. Almonds, shelled, a specific duty of 5 cents per lb.
2. Almonds, not shelled, and nuts of ail kinds not elsewhere specified,

a specific duty of 3 cents per lb.
3. Baking powder, a specific duty of 6 cents per lb.
4. Boxes, cases and wrting deska, fancy and ornamental, and faney

manufactures of bone, shel, hor and ivory, also dolls and toys
of al kinds and materials, ornaments of alabaster spar, trra
cotta or composition, statuettes, beads and bead ornaments,
30 per cent. ad valorem.

5. Bots nuts, washers and rivets of iron or steel, a speoifie duty of 1
cent per lb. ani 15 per cent. ad valorem.

6. Blueing-Laundry blrelng of al kinds, 25 per cent. ad .a2orm.
7. Cider, a specific duty of 10 cents per Imperial gallon.
8. ordage-Manilla and sisal cordage of aIl kind, a specifi duty of

1¼ cents per lb. and 10 par cent. ad palorem.
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9. Desiocated cocoanut, sweetened or not, a specifi duty of 6 cents

e lb.
10. Feathers, ostrich and vulture, undressed, 20 per cent. ad valorem.
11. Feathera, ostrich and vulture, dressed, 30 per cent ad valorem.
12. Fruit, dried, viz. :-Raisins, a specifie duty of 1 cent per lb. and 10

per cent ad valorem.
13. Fruit, dried, viz. :-Ourrants, dates, figs, prunes, and ail other

dried fruits not elsewhere specified, a speciflc duty of 1 cent
per lb.

14. Fruit, green, viz.:-Blackberries, gooseberries, raspberries and
strawberries, a specifie duty of 4 cents per lb., the weight of the
package to be included in the weight for duty.

15. Peaches, a specifie duty of i cent per Ib., the weight of the package
to be included in the weight for duty.

16. Gimps, corda. braids, ribbons and bindings, when imported by hat
manufacturer for use in their factories, 15 per cent. ad valorem.1

17. Gas, water and soil pipes of cast iron, 30 per cent. ad valorem.
18. G'oves and mitts of all kinds, 30 per cent. ad valorem.
19. Hair cloth of all kinds, 30 per cent. ad valorem.
20. Harness and saddlery of every description, and parts of the same,1

30 per cent. ad valorem.
21. Laces, braids, fringes, embroideries, cords, tassels and bracelets;

also braids, chains or corda of hair, 30 per cent. ad valores.
22. Lead pipe and lead shot, a specific duty of 1 cents per lb.
23. Oleomargarine, butterine or other substitute for butter, a specific

duty of 10 cents per lb.
24. Printed or dyed cotton fabrics, not elsewhere specified, 27J per

cent, ad valorem.
25. Spirits and strong waters, not having been sweetened or mixed with

any article so that the degree of strength thereof cannot be
ascertained by Sykes' hydrometer, for every Im- 'iial gallon of
the strength of proof of such hydrometer, and so in proportion
for any greater or less strength than the strength of proof, and
for every greater or les quantity than a gallon,viz : Geneva gin,
rum, whisky, alcohol or spirite of wine, and unenumerated, un-
mixed and not sweetened spirits, by whatever name called, a
specific dnty of $1.75 per Imperial gallon.

26. Old Tcm gin, a specific duty of $1 90 per Imperial gallon.
27. Spirits and strong waters, mized with any i gredient or ingre-

dients, and although thereby coming under the denomination of
proprietary medicines, tinctures, essences, extracts or anv oth r
denomination, including medicinal elixirs and fluid extracts,
whether in bulk orbottle, not elsewhere specified, shall be never-
theless deemed to b- spirits or strong waters, and subject to duty
as such. a spenific duty of $3 per Imperial gallon and 30 per
cent. ad valorem.

28. Cologne water and perfumed spirits in bottles or fiaks, not weigh.
ing more than 4 ounces each, 50 per cent. ad valorem.

29. Cologne water and perfumed spirits in bottles, fiasks or otherpack-
ages, weighing more than 4 ounces each, a specific duty of $2 per
Imperial gallon, and 40 per cent. ad valorem.

30. Tubing, wrought iron, plain, 2 inches in diameter or under,
coupled and threaded, or not, 30 per cent. ad valorem.

31. Whips of all.kinds, 30 per cent. ad valorem.
32. Wire, iron or steel, galvanised or not, 15 gauge and coarser, 20 per

cent. ad éorem.
33. Wire-fencing, buckthorn, strip and other sinilar fencing wire of

iron or steel, a specifdc duty of l cents per lb.
S4. Yeast cakes and compressed yeast in packages or bulk, of 1 lb. and

over, a specific duty of 6 cents per lb.
35. Yeast cakes in packages of less than 1 lb., a specifie duty of 8 cents

per lb.
36. Portland and Roman cement to be classed with aIl other cement at

specifie rates as now provided.
87. On sugar, melado, concentrated melado, concentrated canejuice,

concentratedrmoisoses,concentrated beet root juice and concrete,
when imported direct fron the country of growth and produe-
tion, for refining purposes only, not over No. 13 Dutch standard
in color, and not testing over 70 degrees by the polariscope test,
aspecific duty of i cent per lb., and for every additional degree,
or ation of a degree shown by polariseope test, 3 cents per
100 lbs. additional.

88 Où sugar not for refining purposes, not over No. 13 Dutch standard
in color, when imported direct from the country of growth and
production, a specific duty of 1 cent per lb., and 30 per cent. ad
vélorén on the value thereof free on board at the lat port of
shipment.

89. On al sugars above No. 13 Dutch standard in color, and on refined
sugar of aU kinds, grades or standards, i cents per lb., and 35
per cent. ad vaorem on the value thereof free on board at the.last
port cf shipment.

404 On aIl sugars not imported direct without transshipment from the
eountry of growth and production, there shall be levied and
collected an additional duty of 7j per cent. of the whole duty so
otherwise payable thereon.

Provlded that when any cargo of sugar for refining purposes is found
to grade, to the extent of no over 15 per cent. of the whole, above
No. 13 Dutch Standard in olor, the whole of said caro omay be
admittcd te enter by polariscope test as above provided orre nlng
purposes only.

41. Syrupm, cane juice, refined uyrup, sugar house syrup of sugar
hoase molasses, arup of sugar, syrup of molasses or sorghum,
wbeth°r imported direct or not-a specifle duty of I ent per
lb. and 30 pernt.ad u.Som

I(r, MoLzL*N,

42. Molasses, other, when imported direct without tranuhipmnt and
from the country of growth and production-15 per cent. ad
valorem.

43. Molasses when not so imported-20 per cent. ad valorem.
The value upon which the ad valorem duty shall be levied and col-

lected upon ail the above-named syrups and molasses shall be the value
thereof free on board at the last port of shipment.

44. Provided that molasses, when irnported for or received into any
refinery or sugar factory, or to be used for any other purpose
than actual consumption, shall be subject to, and there shall be
levied and collected thereon, an additional duty of 5 cents per
Imperial gallon.

Provided that the change in the rates of duty on sugars and molasses
shall apply only to importations arriving in Canada on and after the
31st day of March instant, and not to such articles warehoused prior to
that date.

45. Sugar candy, brown or white, and confectionery, a specific duty
of lj cents per lb. and 35 per cent ad valorem.

s. Resolved, That it is expedient to amend Schedule "B," being the
list of goods which are entitled to entry free of duty when imported to
Canada, by substituting the following provisions for the corresponding
items now contained therein:-

1. Articles for the personal use of Consuls Generel who are natives
or citizens of the country they represent and who are not
engaged In any other business or profession.

2. Borax, in lump.
3. Grease, the refuse of animal fat.
4. Iron and steel old and scrap, but nothing shall be deemed srap

iron or steel except waste or refuse iron or steel that has been
in actual use and fit only to be remanufactured.

5. Sumac, crude.
a. Resolved, That it is expedient to strike out the following articles

from the list of goods which may be entered free of duty when imported
into Canada, viz. :-

1. "Iroa sand or globules, and dry putty for polishing granite."
2. "Ottar of roses."
3. "Philosophical instruments and apparatus, including globes

and,"
4. Resolved, That it is expedient to amend Schedule "D," relating to

piohibited articles, by striking out the item relating to copyright
works, and substituting the following in lieu thereof, viz. :-

Reprints of Canadian copyright works, and reprints of British copy-
right works which have been also copyrighted in Canada.

5. Resolved, That it i. expedient to provide that an Excise duty of
8 cents per lb. be levied and collected on all oleomargarine, butterine
or other substitute for butter manufactured in Canada.

e. Resolved, That is expedient to provide that the foregoing resolu-
tions, and the alterations made in the duties of Oustoms and Excise on
the articles therein mentioneld, shall take effect upon and after the 31st
of March instant.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, before
the question is put, I desire to say a word or two as to the
present position of this country. I rise, on this occasion,
with feelings of considerable regret. I regret, in the first
place, the absence of the First Minister, and I regret its

cause. I regret exceedingly-and I say so without in the
slightest degree desiring to disparage the merits of the hon.
gentleman who now fills that office-I regret exceedingly,
for certain reasons of my own, the absence of the late Min-
ister of Finance; and I still more regret that it is utterly
impossible for me, however much I might desire to do so, to
concur with the Finance Minister in thinking that the pre-
sent position of Canada is by any means that which a true
Canadian would desire to see it. Mr. Speaker, I was always
myself a strong supporter of the movement which resulted
in Confederation, and I must say that when I recall the high
hopes and the very reasonable expectations which were
entertained at the time when that measure was under dis-
cussion, when I recollect what has transpired in the twenty-
two or twenty-three years since Confederation was first
proposed to the people of Canada, I do not see how it
is possible that any man who has paid a caieful attention
to the affairs of Canada during that period, ean
feel otherwise than I do at this present moment,
and that is, filled with profound regret that such
great opportunities have been so exceedingly badly taken
advantage of. Sir, had any gentleman told me nineteen
years ago, much more, two or three and twenty years ago,
when we were firet discussing this project, that in the
nincteenth year of our Confederation the debt of Canada
would be very nearly three times as much per head as the
debt of the people of the United States is to-day; had any-
body told me that the n9esary taxation of Oan*d4 would
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be 50 per cent. greater than the necssary taxatlom of United
States; that in 1886, in the nineteenth year of car Confed.
eration, our total volume of trade would be $24,000,000 less
than it was thirteen years ago, in 1873; that after having
had possession of the North-West for fifteen years, after
having expended $100,000,000, or thereabouts, of the public
fands, and a very large amount-how much I am unable
to state-but probably $40,000,0000 or $50,000,000 of the
private means of the people of Canada, in endeavoring to
develop and settle that country, we should to-day bave, on
the evidence of the census returns placed in our hands by
hon. gentleman opposite, after that huge expenditure and
after the lapse of fifteen years, we should scarce boast,
from the Pacifie Ocean to the confines of Ontario, of a poor
200,000 settlere there; had anybody told me that starting
with the advantages we had, after nineteen years
and after importing, at great cost to the people of
this country, soime 900,000 immigrants, as our records allege
-whether truly or falsely-the total white population of
Canada should, at the expiration of those nineteen years, be
scarcely 1,000,000 more than àt was in 1867, I must confess
I should have felt tempted to treat that person very
harahly-almost as harshly as some hon, gentlemen have
occasionally felt disposed to treat me, not for venturing
on predictions, but for calling attention to certain facts as
they actually existed. Sir, had anybody made such a state-
ment then, I would have pointed to the increase of Canada
in the twenty years which elapsed before Confederation. I
would have pointed to the increase of the United States in
the first twenty years of their existence, from 1790 to 1810,
when they, certainly under greater difficulties than we have
had to contend with, made far greater progress than bas
unfortunately fallen to our lot. I would have pointed to
the progress of our sister colonies in other parts of Her
Majesty's dominions, and I should have asked what reason
there was to suppose that Canadians would have fIed from
their country as if it were stricken with a pestilence,
or to suppose that our people would have dis-
played so little prudence and so little energy as to
permit such a state of affairs to exist. Bat, Sir, to-night, after
listening to the speech of the hon. Minister of Finance, after
examining the Public Aceounts and the Trade and Naviga-
tion Returns, after consulting the statistics ofour census and
the information afforded to us by the Government of Ontario,
I am compelled, though reluctantly, to admit that the facts
are so. Sir, I say that thore are facto, which rightly
understood and properly studied, ought to fill any man, who
cares for the welfare of his country, with feelings of profound
regret, and to that regret may well be added some astonish-
ment-I will not say indignation-at finding that Her
Majesty's Ministers have put into the mouth of His Excel.
lency, when addressing the people of Canada, the declara.
tion that we have cause to be satisfied with the material
progrese and advancement of this country. Now, Sir, I do
not crnsider that the present i an occasion on which itis
desi able to review in very minute detail the small items of
our expenditure, the occasion for that will come better at a
later time when we will be called upon to review the several
items in going through the Estimates. It is quite true that
there is abundant food for reflection in many of those
estimates which have been submitted, that when you come
to examine the estimates for civil government, for super-
annuation, for Indian grants, for public works-at any rate
as shown in the last Public Accounts-for expenditure on
railways, for the immigration department above ail, and
for sundry other things which I wili not pause Dow to
enumerate, you will fiud only too good reson to think
that in a great deal of this expenditure there has been
mach waste, much extravagance, and I fear in some cases
down-right positive corruption of a very grave character.
But we have passed beyond those small details. What we
bave to consider to4ightare reaHy the consequenees, not so,

Smuch of thee petty misdoings as of certàin grave and lono
- continued errors of policy. These errors have been c7
B various kinds. We bave had errors in our fiscal OHcy,errors political and errors administrative ; but although
r they have been of varions sorte they ail, I think, may

be fairly traoed to one source, and tbat is thed dter-
mination on the part of the hon. gentlemen opposite, at any
aost, and at all hazards, withoat the sli Y est reference to
the effects of their conduct on the future of this country, to
maintain themselves and their friends in place and power.

r Now, Sir, beyond ail doubt, the man who is chiefly respon-
sible is the Prime Minister, and chiefly responsible on this
ground: That, perhaps, alone of ail his present Cabinet
h. sees clearly and understands what are likely to
be the consequences of the policy he bas adopted.
As for bis colleagues, or, perhaps, I should more fitly

Scall them hie subordinates, for colleagues, in the proper
sense, that bon. gentleman for a long time has had none-as
for the hon. gentleman's cioleagues-for I wili not quarrel
about a word to-night-as for those gentlemen, Sir, I think
Rome leniency might be shown . Reviewing itheir conduct, I
have corne to the conclusion that a con iderable proportion
of them, at any rate, might be fairly described as having
become morally and politically color blind. Now, Sir, it in
well known that in the natural kingdom whenever any
animal ceases to make use of certain organs, nature punishes
it in an appropriate way by depriving it hereafter of the use
of these organe; and I apprehond, to a certain extent, a si mi-
lar fate has befallen some of those hon. gentlemen. Not
having been in the habit, since they becameu colleagues
of the First Minister, of acting on their indopendent judg.
ment, or their independent conscience, nature has caused
those organs to become atrophied-they have no longer
any use for them. It was shown to us very learnedly
the other day by the Minister of Justice that mon, even
when they are morally irresponsible, particularly if
that moral irresponsibility bas resulted from fauit. of
their own, should not, therefore, be always exempt
from punishment; but although I admit that the fact of
their moral irresponsibility need niot exempt them from
punishment, I think the House ought to allow reasonable
indulgence to those hon. gentlemen on the ground I have
stated, that they are not really and truly in a full degree
responsible for the policy to which they have unfortunately
committed themselves. Sir, last year the hon. gentlernen
were thrice warned. The Session was o unusual length;
it became perfectly clear wbt the issue of the affairs in
which they were engaged last year would be; and I myself
took the opportunity thrice over of calling the attention of
the Government to the very serions position into which our
finances were drifting. Weil, Sir, the Government and the
majority of tbeir supporters chose deliberately to shut their
eyes on that occasion. They preferred to prattle to Us about
the state of affairs at the antipodes or about the orange
blossome that decked the brows of Canadian maidens;
but no power of ours could induce them to take into
serions consideration the probqble large approaching
deficit, or to take such preoautions as they might fairly
be expected to take at that time to prevent the
state of things arising which we see now exists. Now, Sir,
concealment of Our actual position ha. become impossible,
and we must consider what the fact are as revealed to us
in the Public Accounte and by the statement thb hon.
gentleman ha. just made. It is impossible, even for the
Ministry or their supporteis to deny that last year they had
a deficit of at least 82,240,000. As the Minister candidly
admitted about $1,000,000 further was brrowed from
t,6, making the total deficit lastyear in reality 83,240.000.
But what he did not tell us was that in the capital uccount
on the Intercolonial Railway at loast 8 ,:8000 were charged
for items which I cuntend bave no business or place in
capital account, inasmuch as they consiat of ranning stock,
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perishable articles, which never ought to have been charged
to the capital account of any railway under Government
management long after that railway was fairly completed.
I might add that the $403,000 granted for railway sub.
sidies is not, in my opinion, a proper charge to capital
account; while if he chose to take to his credit $393,000 on
account of Dominion lands, he should in all fairnees have
added $303,000 which you will find charged to capital
account for expenditure on tbose identical Dominion lands.
Now, Sir, in point of fact, but for the expedient of borrowing,
and borrowing at enormous cost, from the revenue of the pre-
sent year, the actual deficit for last year would have amounted
to no less than $3,900,000; and even giving him credit for the
$1,700,000 which was expended in the North-West, there
would still remain a deficit of $2,200,000 to be charged
against last year. With respect to the deficit for the present
year, on the lst March, we had a deficit of $4,716,000. The
hon. gentleman tells us that since that time a very large
amount of money, some $3,800,000, as I understood him, bas
been paid by anticipation of the revenue. Well, Sir, the
hon. gentleman and the House know quite well that if you
choose to anticipate by many millions the revenues which
are likely to accrue in the succeeding three or four months,
the result will not in uny degree be to permanently help
the revenue of this year, unless, indeed, we perform-by
way, I suppose, of paving 1886 for what was lost for the
benefit of 1885-the still further act of robbing the revenue
of 1887 for the benefit of the revenue of 1886. I am not
disposed, however, to quarrel much with the estimate the
hon. gentleman bas made of the expenditure for 1886, and
which he put in al], if I took it down correctly, at
838,500,000. But, Sir, I am disposed to enter a very strong
protest, indeed, against the absurd and unbusinesslike idea
of charging 83,500,000 of that expenditure to capital account.
What does that $3,500,000 represent ? I had always sup-
posed that every item in capital account was supposed to
represent some actual value-that at least we had a canal, or
a railway, or something of that kind to show for it. Where
have these $3,500,000 gone? Sir, they have all been blown
into gunpowder smoke, rendered necessary by the extreme
mismanagement of hon. gentlemen opposite in dealingwith
the affairs of the North-West; and it is utterly improper
and absurd to put sucb an item, as the cost of suppressing the
rebellion, into the capital account of the Dominion of Canada.
So, Sir, instead of admitting, as the bon. gentleman would
desire us, that he is justified in saying that he will
close this year's account with a deficit of $1,400,000, even
supposing all his expectations are realised-that he will get
all he expects, and that we shall not be called on for larger
Supplementary Estimates-we find that we shall close the
year 1886 with a true, genuine deficit of 84,900,000, if not
more, according to the statement of the hon. Minister himself.
Sir, the hon. gentleman enumerated-I dare say correctly
enough-sundry expenses which 1886 would have to bear
over and above 1885. H1e would not, indeed, tell us what
he expected the Franchise Act would cost; nor did I
observe that he told us what would be the expense
inflicted on this Dominion as the fruit of that great consti-
tutional measure known-I beg the hon. gentleman's par-
don for naming him -as the McCarthy Act, as to which i
fear, unless the information which bas reached me is en-
tirely erroneous, a sum of $200,000 or thereabouts will
represent what the country will bave to pay for the con-
etitutional opinion of the First Minister endorsed by that of
the lon. member for Simcoe. Sir, the hon. gentleman
said nothing to us -perhaps he thought that was not
a thing on which it was desirable to dwell-of the
enormous shrinkage, which the combined exports and
imports-imports for consumption and exprts cof Cana-
dian products-for 1885, exhibit. But we find that in 185,
our, total exporte of Canadian produce were about $81,-
158,000, while we imported for consumption, 8102,700,000i
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making in all $183,858,000. It is a very serious thing to
consider that thirteen years ago, in 1873, our total importa
and exports of a like sort amounted to $207,000,000 ; so that
in these thirteen years, although thLere has been a very
considerable growth in the country, although there haas
been, whether yon take my estimate or that of the Minister
of Finance, a large addition to the population of the country,
nevertheless the total volume of ~the trade of Canada has
shrunk a matter of 824,000,000. And I am sorry to observe
that, on reference to the returns brought down by the
Minister of Customs, the shrinkage is continuing. The
exporte of Canadian produce to the 1st February amounted
to some 851,000,000, and our imports for consumption
to $56,733,000, or a total of $107,750,000 ; while on the lst
of February, 1885, we had an exportation of $53,368,000
and an import of 861,178,000, or a total of 8114,546,000.
So that it follows that in those seven months there has been
a shrinkage in our exports and in our impoits amounting to
87,000,000. Sir, when you add to this the confession made by
the hon. gentleman, that the gross amount of Canadian in-
debtedness reaches $281,000,000, that there was in addition a
number of million dollars of liabilities under the guise of
railway subsidies and other claims incurred but not accrued,
I think the fouse will see that there is a great deal in our
present condition which calls for our most serious con-
sideration. With what, as the hon. Minister of Finance
justly said, is more important still, that is the incidence
of this taxation ou our people, I shahl deal later on; but I
desire, before quitting this subject, to call the attention of
the House to the enormous proportion which the fixed
charges, that we cannot possibly reduce now, bear to the
total income of Canada. Why, take these Estimates, and we
find, that for interest and subsidies alone, we are called
upon to pay $15,400,000 a year; we find that the chaages on
Customs and Excise, which are necessary to be paid as a
matter of course, before we can collect revenue amount to
$1,125,000; we find that our average payments for Indian
grants reach no less a sum than $1,100,000-that is to say,
that is the sum which we have been obliged to pay for the
last three or four years, and as those grants are
largely in the nature of treaties, they must be added,
I think. for the purpose of this argument, to show
the i egular fixed charges. Then the Minister did not deny
that the expenditure on post office account now involved
an annual deficit of $1,000,000. The expenditure
demanded is $2,840,000, with the prospect of a considerable
addition in the Supplemental Estimates, and our total receipts
from that source are not computed to exceed $1,850,000;
while as to our railways and other public works, if those
accounts are made out fairly, if what ought to be charged to
capital account will only be placed there, and what ought to
be charged to ordinary expenditure be placed under that head-
ing, I am sure I would be rather under than [over the mark
in stating that the annual deficit in working all our railways
is likely to amount to 8500,000, particularly when the Short
Line, which we are about to subsidise at the cost of the
people, to cut the tbroat of the Intercolonial Railway, shall
be completed and in working order. So that you get this
result, that out of an estimated revenue of some 87,500,000,
probably $19,009,000 will have to be expended on charges
like these before we will receive any money for the ordi-
nary use and expenses of this country. Now, I say those
facts taken collectively are a -most scandalous exhibit. I
say there is no justification whatever for a country in
our position and our circumstances having allowed such
a state of things to exist ; and those hon. gentlemen who
recollect as well as I do the boastful promises with which
this National Policy was ushered in, thoee who recol-
lect the still more absurd predictions which were
indulged in as to what it would acomplislh, will know
how little dependence is to be placed on any of
the calculations which these hon, gentlemen submit to the
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House on these occasions. Whother we remember the
declaration that we might expect, before the next four or
five years, the sum of $58,000,000 from the sales of lands in
the North-West, or whether we recollect the declaration with
which every hustings re-ecohed in 1882, that when the peo-
ple of Canada once confirmed the National Policy, hundreds
of millions of foreign capital would rush in for theo erection
of manufactories throughout the length and breadth of this
Dominion, whether we recollect the statement given on the
highest authority that the Crooks Act was not worth the
paper it was written on, whether we remember the decla.
ration of the Minister of Public Works, that ho and 4iis
colleagues had traversed the North-West from end to end
six months before the rebellion, without being able to
discover one single person with a grievance, or whether we
remember the statement of the late Minister of Finance that
ten years of assured and certain prosperity awaited this
happy people-I think we may say there is some ground
for hesitating to put implicit credence in any of the calcula-
tions that may be submitted to us to-night. But three years
have elapsed since the then Minister of Finance (Sir
Leonard Tilley) standing here, exulted, and exulted with
some apparent reason, in the fact that Canada was possessed
of a surplus of $1,000,000. To-day the Finance Minister
(Mr. McLelan), if he chooses to state the question fairly
and honestly, is obliged to admit, on his own showing, a
deficit of nearly 85,000,000. Now, the fact that there were
great surpluses three years ago, so far from excusing or
palliating the deficit of to-day, in reality greatly aggravates
it. It shows the worst possible financial management that
we should have these great surpluses within these few years,
and that they should be followed by equally great deficits. 1
say more, that there was everything in the circumstances
which preceded and attended the great increases of revenue
in 1882 and 1883 to give warning to hon. gentlemen oppo-
site. It was quite clear those great increases were, in the
nature of the case, unhealthy increases. There was no
corresponding growth throughout the country; there was
no corresponding increase of people; there was no corres-
ponding or adequate increase in the exporte. There
was a great capital expenditure, it was true, going on,
largely provided by the people of this country at their own
expense by borrowing money abroad. It was clear that
must stop, and that when it did our imports would cease to
a very large extent, and our revenue would consequently
fall. And I say that this enormous surplus was a proof that
the taxation levied on the people was most excessive; and
it was doubly mischievous in this respect, that it tended
largely to cripple their resources and had a very great ton-
dency to encourage the Government in the most extrava
gant possible expenditure. The-hon. gentleman, who was
most particularly responsible for that state of things, has
disappeared for the second time. I am sorry, Sir, he did so,
bat, like other prudent commanders, when stormy winds do
blow ho has found it convenient to seek the seclusion which
his cabin grants. I may say I most sincerely regret hie
disappearance from the scene; I would have been very glad
had ho been present to-night; I would have freely for-
feited the difference between the salary which he now
receives and the salary ho thon received had ho
not resigned, no doubt, because he was convinced con-
scientiously ho was no longer capable of fulfilling duties.
But, Mr. Speaker, as to the hon. gentleman whio suc-
ceeds him, I have go doubt that bis case calls for con-
siderable commiseration at our hands. I have no doubt
whatever that the hon. gentleman has been somewhat
hardly treated in having been called upon at such a time to
assume the duties of his present post. It is well known to
those of us who have had the opportunity of watching the
ways and works of the First Minister, that that hon. gentle-
man has usually had his reasons for anything that ho has
done. Now, Sir, that hon. gentleman has always been oon-

spicuous-at least, hie friends and admirers have always
claimed crediL for him, and 1 think ho bas taken great
credit to himself-for two thinge: for his extreme know-
ledge of constitutional law, of which the proofs can be found
in the recent decisions of the Privy Council passim; and for
the skill which hé las displayed in selecting the proper
parties to fill the proper places, and I am not at all disposed
to say that the hon. gentleman has not justi&ed hie high
reputation in the present instance. i am aware that
many persons are under the impression that it is noces-
sary that Ministers of Finance should know finance,
but I venture to say that is a vulgar superstition.
Cela dépend, as my French friends would say. It
depends almost entirely upon what duties are required
from the Minister of Finance for the time being. If it be
his duty to curb, or if it be desirable that he should endea-
vor to curb, the extravagance that some departments may
naturally feel disposed to engage in, or if he is to form an
accurate estimate of the resources of the country so as to
prevent us from being committed rashly to undertakings
far beyond our real resources, or if it is expected that he
will be willing to undergo a certain temporary unpopular-
ity rather than engage in a policy which may bring ulti-
mate disaster and injury to the country, thon, no doubt, it
is desirable in such cases that the Minister of Finance
should be well acquainted with the principles of finance.
But it is sometimes possible that a àlinister of Finance may
be desired for other qualities than these. It is possible-
and of course the louse will understand that I only speak
by way of hypothesis and illustration-it is possible, for
instance, that a Minister ofFinanco may be required for the
purpose of bringing up the average respectability of the
Cabinet to the proper standard, and of giving certain
influential parties an excuse for voting for the Prime
Minister of the day; and in those cases it is very
likely that a knowiedge of finance may not be noces-
sary or perhaps desirable in the Minister who is to fill that
post; or under certain contingencies it may be possible
that a Minister of Finance is wanted for other purposes than
these. A Minister of Finance may be required occasionally
to discharge the functions-I speak it with all respect-of
a buffer. It may be that a Minister of Finance may be
required to act as "feather bed 'tween castie wall and
heavy brunt of cannon ball," and in certain cases
ho shows the merits of a good general, if ho bas to
hold an indefonsible position that cannot be defended
except at great loss, to garrison that post not with
his best troops, but with the troops he cau bet spare.
I would be very sorry to impute such things to the
hon. the First Minister, but I may say that it would be
exoellent strategy, though somewhat hard on the poor
troops that might h sacrificed. I think it due to the
Premier in his absence to say that I, for one, feel convinced
that he will be found to have had his reasons-and I dare
say very excellent reasons-for everything he as chosen
to do, whether it be his choice of a Uinister of Finance or
hie conduct in drawing up a motion of want of confidence
to be moved by a.staunch supporter against his own Admin-
istration.

Mr. BOWELL. And against which you voted.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That shows the tact
of the hon. gentleman. As to the Estimates, as I have said,
1 cannot agree with the idea that you shonld charge to
capital account the cost of suppressing the recont rebellion,
and as to the rest i fear the hon. gentleman will prove to
have been in error in considerably more than one respect.
The hon, gentleman admitted that he had not included in
his exponditure for the future year the expenses of the Fran-
chise Act, and, whether they be as large as in the present
year or be considerably diminished, they must of necessity
form a ounsiderable item. I am very muO afraid, from our
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experience in the past, that the sum which he demande for Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But I observe that
Indian grants will prove inadequate. Over and over again apparently, a tax of about 2t cents per pound, or thereabouts,
we have seen similar attempts to cut down those grants, was to be levied in future on ail sugar above No. 13 Dutch
and over and over again it has been found absolutely neces- standard. Now, Sir, as we imported about 200,000,000 Ibs.
sary to add two, or three, or four hundred thousand dollars by of sugar in the year 1885, even after making a considerable
Governor General's warrants to the sum-at firet demanded. allowance for the waste and loss in the process of manufao.
I fear very much that at lest 8150,000, if not $200,000, will ture, it appears to me that one result of these proposed taxes
be required for that service before the Supplementary Bati- will be to add very materially to the cost of sugar to the
mates for 1887 are done. In the case of the mounted police, if people of this country, without bringing an adequate return
I can form any conjectures from the expenditure which has to the revenue. If 2¾ per cent. be the tax proposed to be
been incurred for the 500 men who formerly composed that levied on sugar above No. 13, that would, converting the
force, I fear that a very considerable amount will have to be 200,000,000 ibe. into the quantity of sugar which we may
added to the sum demanded. As to public works, the hon. fairly suppose would be manufactured from that amount,
gentleman admitted frankly and candidly that there was involve a total tax in reality on the people of something
no doubt a considerable further som would be wanted. like $4,750,000-I speak roughly-but I think that it will
Now, Sir, the original estimates for 1884-85 amounted to be found to amount very nearly to that sum; whereas, so far
$29,81 1,000, the sum actually expended was $35,000,000 ; as I can understand ,the hon. gentleman, the total revenue
and deducting from that $1,700,000, which was the cost of he expects to receive would hardly amount te more than
putting down the rebellion in the North-West charged te $3,000,000 at the outside. What the effect of the addition
that year, you find that the original estimates for 1885 of his tax on cottons, which I understand he proposes to
were exceeded by the sum of $3,500,000. I very much raise from 20 to 27J per cent., may be, I have not at present
fear, however earnestly the Minister of Finance may the means of ascertaining, and I will follow the example of
desire to control these estimates, that he will find the hon. gentleman in that respect and defer further criticism
very soon that instead of the sum of $33,124,000, he will on that head until we receive lis explanation in detail. But
require at least $35,000,000 for the service of 1886-87. As I may say, in general, that I am very much afraid it will be
to his calculation for receipts, it is almost impossible, found that the practical result of ail these taxes will be to
eighteen months ahead, to form any accurate forecast. If add very much more considerably to the burdens of the
we are careful, if we avoid any more disturbances, if we people than is represented by any revenue we are likely to
have good harvests, if there is no great trade convul- gain for the Treasury. Now, Sir, it is worth our while, under
sions, then, possibly enough, the hon. gentleman's the circumstances, to make a brief analysis of the free list as
estimates may be realised. But I point out to him itisleft by the hon.gentleman. When Icome toexamine the
that if my calculations be correct, and if lie requires free list, and when we deduct the articles imported free for
to raise, as I fear he will, a sum of $35,000,000 for the ser- the use of the Canadian Pacific Railway, settlers' goode
vice of 1886-87, there will still be a very considerable deficit and articles for public use, tobacco for Excise purposes,
to besupplied for which his additional taxes will hardly make wool, cotton and hides for manufacturing uses, we may ask
provision. The hon. gentleman has not taken into account, what article of general consumption, with the solitary
at least so far as I heard him, the important fact that there exception of tea, the hon. gentleman proposes to leave
is now a very great cessation of capital expenditure, and untaxed in our present tariff? Sir, deducting those articles,
consequently a great cessation of importe, and the revenue none of which, as I have said, with the exception of tel,
derived therefrom. Neither bas he taken into account the can be considered as articles of general consamption, it is
important matter that there is now au era of low prices, really worth the attention of this House to see what neces-
particularly as regards the price of agricultural products, ail saries of life a p!iternal Government has seen fit to exempt
over the world, and that there are very few signe of any from taxation. Deducting those, Sir, I find that the chief
improvement in that direction for some time to come. As articles which the people of this country are to be altowed
to his proposed taxes, Sir, I doubt very much if the Minister to import free of duty are copies of old masters, diamonds
of Finance, or, indeed any of his advisers, are able, at in the rough, fossils, ambergris, musk, leeches, cabinets of
present, o form any accurate idea of how those taxes coin,and sawdust; while, Sir, luxuries, suchlas the foodof the
will really result. That substitution which he proposes people, the fuel of the people, the tools of the people, books,
to make Of specific for ad valorem duties, although from a clothes and medicine, are one and ail visited by a remorsi-
revenue point of view something may be said for it, is, les taxation. Sir, the hon. gentleman and his colleagues
nevertheless, one which tends, and always will tend, to have practically neutralised the benefit of every invention
add very considerably to the weight of taxation which falls which has been made for the last half dozen years, at least,
on the poorer class of the community. Of necessity every and they have the prond distinction, as far as I know, of
specific tax muet always press more heavily on the class of having devised a tariff which admits fewer articles of general
goods consumed by the poor than on goods consumed by consumption used by the bulk of the people free, than any
those in comfortable circumstances; and although it other tariff I have ever had the opportunity of perasing.
maypossibly be the case that some consicterable accession of Last year when .I took occasion to call the attention of the
revenue may accrue from two or three of these alterations, Minister of Finance to some of these matters, in the course
still the hou. gentleman is perfectly aware that if there be of his speech made in the latter part of that Session, I
any additional manufacture of any importance created by remember that the lon, gentleman told us the Government
reason of this change, that will entirely do away with the were not afraid to spend money. That, Sir, was a remark-
effects of the increased revenue he may otherwise count able boast, and alo a truthful one, for I am bound to admit
upon. As to the tax he proposes to levy upon the articles that neither the hon. gentleman nor his colleagues are in
of sugar, I cannot, without detaining the House for a lngth the slightest degree afraid of spending other people's money.
of time, which I would not feet justified in doing now, The hon. gentleman laid great stress on one matter which
'venture to form any accurate idea of the amount of revenue hie appeared to think was a sufficient answer to aIl that has
which h. expects. I do not remember that he stated him. been advanced on this side of the House, as to the
self, but I sihould suppose from the general tenor of his pressure of taxation on the people of Canada. He
remarks, that he counts on receiving something like pointed to the increase of the savinge banks deposits,
$500,000 from that source. If he counte on more, perhaps and said that was a proof of great prosperity. Sir,
the hon. genLieman will state se. I say that is not a proof of great prosperity, but it

Mr. McLELAN. No lees, proves that the people are afraid to invet; it is a proof
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that the peonple are afraid to bay, are afraid to build, are
afraid to engage in new undertakings. Now, Sir, I was sorry
to hear the hon. gentleman, in speaking of that question,
svow the determination of the Government to adhere to the
policy they have heretofore pursued in the matter of
savings banks, and as he appeared to me to have consider-
ably misrepresented the attitude of gentlemen on this side
on that question, I desire to call his attention, for a few
moments, to what we did really contend. Now, Sir, I say
that in respect of this matter of savings banks, the Minis-
ters, or some of them, were really very ignorant of
what our contention was, or else they were wilfally
misleading the people. Our allegation was this:
That it is impolitic and imprudent to pay on large sums of
money 33 per cent. more than the current market rate,
especially when the returns show clearly and conclusively
that that money is paid not for the purpose of encourag-
ing the poor to save, not for the purpose of encouraging
thrift among the poorer classes of the community, but is.
simply and solely taxing the rest of the publie for the bene-
fit of a very large number of persons who can by no
stretch of language be considered as specially entitled to
the protection of the Government. Sir, I find from the
returns recently laid on the Table of this House that in the
case of the poast offloe savings banks alone there were in
June, 1881, $13,1179,000 on deposit. Now, it is quite true
there were a very large number of depositors, numbering
some 66 000, and as the hon. gentleman contended, if you
divide $ 13,000,000 by 66,000, the average is a very small
one. But that conceals a very transparent fallacy. Wben
you come to analyse those returns you find that $2,789,000
of that amount was held by 2,476 persons who had an
average of $1,112 apiece; that $3,119,000 was held by
5,000 persons, with an average of $700 apiece, and
that $3,200,000 was held by persons with an average
of $400 and upwards apiece :so that of those
813 000,000, $9,300,000, in average amounts of $650 was
held by one-fourth, or rather less, of the whole depositors.
And in the same way in the Government savings banks;
out of $16,I000,000, $9,000,000 were held by 4,000 people, in
sums of 82,100 and upwards, and $2,900,000 in sums of
$700, and 81,600,000 in sums of $400 and upwards. The
result of all that is plain and clear. The Government of
Canada has been paying 30 per cent. more than the
carrent rates, for the benefit of persons who have no claim
in any shape or way to have the rest of the community
taxed for their exclusive benefit. I am willing enough to
concede to the Rinisters the propriety. if they like, of
granting to those who hold small sums of money, let us say
below $300, the privilege of depositing in the Government
savings bank and receiving interest at 4 per cent. But of
this gross amount of $35,000,000 it is quite clear that not 20
per cent. is held by such persons. The vast bulk is held in
sumo largely in excess of 8400 apiece by a class of the'
community not in any shape or way entitled to expect that
the rest of the country should be taxed to enable them to
obtain a high rate of interest. Sir, let us look at the absurd-
ity of the .hole proceeding. Every one who is conversant
with these matters is aware that the rate of interest has fallen
from 30 to 40 per cent. within the last six or seven years.
It is quite true when I was Minister of Finance, we were in
the habit of giving 4 per cent. on average balances in the
savings bank, because 4,4j and 5 per cent. could be obtained
in banks of very good standing, for the same kind of deposits.
So that it cannot be said that the Government of Oanada at
that time were interfering with the market or were paying
one farthing more than the money was really worth. Now,
what is the fact ? The hon. gentleman cannot name any
bank in high standing which pays 3 per cent., and it is
known to him, I have ne doubt, as it is known to many
hon. members here, that 2 per cent. is all that is given for
deposits in more than one of the chief banks of "his Do.
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minion. So that we have Ministers paying aa excessive
rate of interest for money, making misleading state-
ments and generally injuring and. interfering with
business, because the Miniister of Finance must be aware
of this fact, that if the Government choose to pay more
interest than money is worth, they will greatly interfe ce
with the legitimate trade and business of the country, ani
will, to a very considerable extent, prevent men from
investing in new enterprises, which they would undoubtedly
do if they could obtain money at fair and reasonable rates,
and thereby give employment to many persons whom the
hon. gentleman says he desires to assist. The hon.
gentleman stated that the National Policy bas been
eminently successful. Well, Sir, thanks to the National
Policy, or at all events under the National Poli.-y, we
have had far larger deficits than we ever had since Con-
federation commenced. The National Policy bas led to far
greater expenditure, far heavier taxation, greater debt, and
very serious dissatisfaction among the very persons who are
specially designed to be protected. It may suit the hon.
gentleman and it may suit his friends to assure the louse
that the manufactures of Canada are to-day thor.mghly well
satisfied with their position. But thosi who will take the
trouble to acquaint thomselves with the temper and feelings
of the manufacturers know that I state the simple trath
when I say that wherever yon go and wherever you mix
largely with manufacturera you will find there is a very
strong undercurrent among them of desire for a commercial
union. I have always pointed out, and I repeat now, that
that is the logical and natural outcome of a protective policy
as applied in a country like this, and I am bound to say that
it is utterly impossible when applying a protective system to
so small a country as this to prevent people from per-
ceiving that if you. are going to persevere in such a
policy, it is far botter to have free trade, with 60,000,000
of people, than to persevere in our present state of barbar-
ous isolation. There is a political and a very serious
side to this question, on which I do not desire to dwell now;
but I have no doubt whatever in my mind, as there was no
doubt when this policy was proposed, that our etupid and
foolish imitation of the Americau protective system wonld
inevitably result, as it is resulting to-day, in causing
a very large numbor of manufacturers of Canada to desire,
at any cost and in auy shape or fashion, to extend our
markets and obtain a commercial, if not a political incor-
poration with the United States. The Minister of Finance
was good enough to allude to the position which hon.
members, on this side of the House occupied seven years
ago. I shall not shrink, for my part, from accepting his
challenge. What was the attitude of the present Opposi-
tion in 1879. We were called upon to consider the probable
consequences of the great fiscl revolution that was impend-
ing. What was the lino we took? We showed thon, as I
can show to-night, that from a revenue point of view, it was
a very foolish proceoeding. We showed thon that the tarif
was so framed that with the solitary exception of the barbar-
ous taxes on flour and on coal, no additional revenue could
possibly be obtained from it until general business improved,
and that the moment general business improved, thon
that tarif would produce a great deal more than the neces-
sities of the country required, and this excessive taxation
would tend to scandaloas corruption and scandalous extra-
vagance. We showed in the next place that for a protective
system the Canadian market was far too small. I said then
and I say now that the manufacturers if they had known
their own interest would have been infinitely botter off in
the long run under the tarif of 1878. I said thon and I say
now that the result of that tarif has been largely to increase
the cest of manufacturing, that it bas diminished the number
of the manufacturers customers, and it has diminished their
power of purchasing manufactures, that it bas led to an
enormous waste of capital, and so far as manufacturors are
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concerned the domestic competition to which they have
been exposed has been very much keener and more injurious
to them than the foieign competition they were so desirous
to escape.

An hon. MEMBER. No, no.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I say yes, and I am
speaking, in making that statement, according to the infor-
mation given to me by manufacturers of every class and grade,
including a great many who were formerly as loud clamorers
for the National Policy as even my hon. friend opposite. The
more you protect those gentlemen, the more of necessity
they want protection, and not altogether of their own fault.
The hon. gentleman's policy, as I said before, has greatly
increased in many articles the cost of production, and having
greatly increased the cost of production, these gentlemen
find now, that in order to keep out the competing goods
which they dread, they are obliged to come constantly to
the Minister of Finance, and in some shape or form, either
by a direct addition to the taxation, or by the substitution
of a specific for an ad valorem duty-which is a neat and
easy way of covering a large addition-they demand further
protection at his bands. As regards the great bulk of the
people, every day's experience has demonstrated its worth-
lessness. We said it was sure to injure the farmers.
These gentlemen said: Give us our National Policy, and
you shall have such prices for all your products as you
never saw before, and in truth they have such prices as
they never saw before. In my own county, where I was
defeated largely because I declined to impose a tax of fifteen
cents a bushel on barley, I recollect that on the 17th of Sep
tember, 1878, barley touched $1.15 per bushel, and to-day-I
am sorry for it-the price is only 45 cents per bushel. These
hon. gentlemen's organs are constantly instructing the
farmers to-day that it is absurd, unjust, and irrational to
expect that the Governtnent should fix the price of grain,
that the price of grain is fixed by the London and Liver-
pool market, and that it is unjust to hold the Government
responsible for the fall in the price of grain and agricultural
products of all kinds. And, Sir, there may be some truth
in that, but those hon. gentlemen are not entitled to plead
that in mitigation, seeing that they. won their present
places by most solernn promises to their unfortunate
dupes that they would succeed in obtaining the
highest possible prices for all articles they had to
sell. We pointed out that the imposition of this
heavy tariff would be sure to stop settlement in the North-
West, that it was a cruel as well as an impolitic thing
to so add to the taxes of these pioneers as practically to
take a large percentage off the small capital they needed to
establish themselves in that country ; and we pointed out
further what events have shown, that diminishing the pro-
fits of the farmers and those dependent on them, was a
sure way to increase and not to stop the exodus of the
people from this country. Lastly we pointed out then, and
I repeat it now, that no more stupid act of folly was ever
committed than in insisting on imitating the protective
policy of the United States. I say there are no two
countries which afford less precedent, one for the other,
than the United States does to Canada in that respect. I do
not believe that the Americans have profited by their pro-
tective policy. I hold, as Mr. Chamberlain, and as many
of the best informed Americans hold to-day, that they would
be infinitely more formidable competitors with England
in the markets of the world if they adopted a more
rational fiscal policy. But I have always admitted this,
that the circumstances of the United States are such
that there is probably no country on the face of
the earth where the experiment could be tried
with les risk of permanent injury than the United
States, as also we oontend that there never was a country
less suited for that experiment than this Dominion
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of Canada. Why, Sir, the United States extend from the
tropics to the arctie zone. They have an enormous in.ter-
provincial trade, if you so choose to call it; they have a large
natural market; they had attained a very great degree of
manufacturing prosperity under their old system before
introducing a protective tariff. During the best portion of
American history, from 1845 to 1860, they had a tariff
almost precisely similar to that which existed here from
1874 to 1878, and it was only when they fell into the mis-
fortune of their civil war, and when it became possible for
greedy adventurers to turn the needs of the nation to their
selfish purposes, that they adopted their present fiscal sys-
tem. Now, Sir, in Canada, in every possible shape and way
we are at a disadvantage in adopting a protective system.
Our several Provinces, be it Manitcba, or Quebec, or
Ontario, or Nova Scotia, or New Brunswick, or Prince
Edward Island-all substantially produce the same
articles; they are all rather competitors than customers to
each other; their markets are largely outside of Canada,
and from the stress of natural circumstances their maikets
will continue to be outside of Canada. That may
be our misfortune, but it is none the less the fact. Now,
Sir, I say that there have been two very potent causes of
mischief in bringing about the present state of affairs here.
One of those i believe to have been the protective system
and not so much in its direct as in its indirect results. Sir,
the moment you succeed in convincing a large portion of
the people of a country that by some financial legerde-
main, you have devised a means by which great taxes
may be imposed on the people withont impoverishing
them, yon destroy of necessity almost the only whole-
some safeguard you possess to enable you to restrain tbe
extravagance in which otherwise Governments would
indulge; and it lias been to a considerable degree because
hon. gentlemen opposite have succeeded in -confusing the
people's mind to that extent, that they have been allowed
to go as far as they have gone in their career of wholesale
extravagance. As to the direct effects they are almost oqually
pernicious. They tend to create a permanent and
most corrupt lobby and to foster a great many sinister
influences; they tend directly to make manufacturers
careless of their own business, and much more dis-
posed to rely on the political influence they can
bring to bear on the Ministers of the day, than in the
exercise.of their own brains and their own energy in
advancing their manufactures. That is one cause, but it
is only one cause of the present state of things. There is
another which is equally potent, and that cause I am
sorry to say is the corruption of our present system of
Government. To a very great extent it is painfully true that
the policy of the present Government has been to debauch,
not merely the members, but the constituencies and the
Provinces of this country. I say, Sir, that these hon.
gentlemen would appear almost of set purpose to bave
devoted themselves to the task of setting aside the Act of
Confederation; and, Sir, although we knew very well what
were the private inclinations of hon. gentlemen opposite, it
remained for certain revelations the other day to show us
that even in 1867 nothing but the resolutionh*f the late
Sir George Cartier prevented the will of the people from
being practically set aside and a legislative union substi-
tuted for Confederation in the conference at London. Sir,
I charge these gentlemen with having deliberately violated
the whole spirit of our federal compact. I say this federal
compact of ours is essentially a limited partnership. We
had tried, at least in old Canada, a closer form of union. We
found it would not work, and we dissolved it; and now, being
thus federated, having entered into this limited partnership
I say-and I am sorry if the sentiment is not approved of by
the general good sense of this House-it is practically a
fraud for any one partner to take the general property and
appropriate it to his private uses. If there be one thing
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more than another which deserves to be denounced on the
fioor of this louse, and before the people, it has been the
use, or the abuse, which bas been made of a certain doubt.
ful clause iu the Confederation Act to enable the.present
Goverument to obtain possession of the whole system of
railways of Canada, and to make use of it as a vehicle for
almost unlimited corruption. As for the North-West,
although I should be very glad indeed to hear that the hon.
gentleman had succeeded in devising any way in which
they could relieve us from the burden of the enormone
advances made to the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company,
I must say I would welcome still more the tidings that the
most unwholesome monopoly which bas been created in
favor of that corporation were at once and forever abolished.
The result of creating that monopoly bas been to make all
the sacrifices that Canada bas incurred up to this time all but
worthless. As matters stand, even according to the state-
mients made by the hon. gentleman, what is our position ? We
have practically nearly doubled our debt; we have practi-
cally-if you regard the amount taken out of the pockets of
the people, not simply the amount put into the Treasury-
trebled our taxation; we have had rebellions on the right
and deficits on the left. We have, moreover-and this
is a point hon. gentlemen will have to consider-all sorts eof
claims impending by reason of their unwise legislation, par-
ticularly in this matter of donations to local railways. Hon.
gentlemen may not be aware that in very many sections of
Ontario there is a very strong feeling, with which they will
have to reckon one of these days; that the many millions of
dollars which havebeen advanced bythe people of Ontarioont
of theirown pockets,througb grants from theLocalLegislature
or by municipal bonuses, to the various railways in Ontario,
must be compensated for if the Government of Canada are
undertaking to provide railways for the convenience of the
inhabitants of every other section of the Dominion. What
we may have to pay to Ontario for the permits which were
freely granted a short time ago to plunder her territory in
dispute, I am not in a position to say, although I have no
doubt hon. gentlemen opposite will soon hear on that sub-
ject, if they have not heard already, from the Ontario
Government. Sir, the hon. gentleman congratulates us
that Conlederation is now at last held together by1
means of the magnificent railway which las lately been
constructed. Well, Sir, that would be more to the purpose
if we, the people of Canada, who have been obliged up to
the present moment to find every penny which went to
build that railway, 'were the possessors of our own property;
but as we do not even own or control it-as for aught we
know, the whole control of that railway, with the vast pri.
vileges and territories appartaining to it, may be to-day in
the bands of some Prench or American or German capi-
talists, I do not know that we can regard that as any very
great pledge of the permanent continuance of Confederation.
1 must say, Sir, reviewing the whole situation, and going
back not merely to the time of Confederation, but going
back for a period of twenty-seven or twenty-eight years, the
situation is not one which any man can regard with plea-
sure. I do not intend to inflict on the House a detailed
statement of Canadian finances for the last twenty-eight
years; but I may as well call the attention of the
House to, these facts, that in 1858 we had a deficit
of $3,375,000 ; that a period of eight years elapsed
before we had produced an equilibrium ini our finances; that
after entering Confederation we had, it is true, in the first
year an apparent equilibrium, but in the second a real
deficit; that after that, it is true, we had several surpluses,
iollowed by five successive deficits ; that then we had three
surpluses more; that then, in the year before the last, if you
state the accounts fairly, and give credit for sums that ought
to have been placed to ordinary expenditure account, you
will find we barely.made both ends meet; that in 1885 we
bave a defloft of $2,0oooo; and thator 1886, even accord-

ing te the st a ement of the hon. Finance Minister, we shall
have a deficit of $5,000,000, unless we permit him te charge

. the $3,500,000 which he expects te spend on North-West
account, te capital account. Now, Sir, te put the matter
briefly, in the last twenty-eight years, taking into account

r the history of old Canada, we have had some fifteen deficits,
three years in which we barely. equalised our expenditure
and our revenve, and ten surpluses. Sir, there is a lesson
te be learned from all that. Three times over we have had
the opportunity of recovering our position, and three times
over we have chosen te take advantage of that opportunity
for the purpose of incurging many further and uunecessary
expenses; and in some respects, it must be borne in mind, our
present situition is worse than any situation we have been
in before. Prior te 1880 there is no doubt there was a very
large margin available for taxation. Prier te that date there
was a large steady annual growth. I am net in a position
te say exactly what was done in the Maritime Provinces;
but 1 believe that in Quebeo and Ontario during those years
300,000 or 400,000 acres of moderately good new land were
regularly brought into cultivation. Of late this bas been
entirely changed. Putting Manitoba aside for the moment,
we find that very little new land is being brought into cul-
tivation in the various Provinces; and we tind, what is
worse, that the increase of our popugation is very slow. The
hon. gentleman puts it at 4,800,000. I would be very glad
for my part to believe that that was the case; but I am
sorry te say that the investigation which I have been
able to give to that subject strongly teids toe convince me that
the total whiie population of Canada at this moment does
not exceed 4,500,000. That, it is true, does not differ
materially from the calculations of the bon. gentleman,
if ho assumed 4,700,000 as his basis, and added 100,000 for
the Indian population. But, since 1881 we have had before
us the statistics of Quebec and the statistics of Ontario; and
we have also very serious evidence, in the returns recently
laid before us, of the population of tbe North-Wost, of the
extremely small number of immigrants we have been able
to settle in that region. 1 may add that a very curious
piece of evidence will b found in the American consus,
showing thatwhile in 1880 there were 717,000 native
Cpnadians in the United States, there wero in the same
year 93i>,000 ebildren of Canadian fatbors and mothers born
in the United States-a fact whi'h shows oxtremely clearly,
first of all, that the number is not at al] likely te have been
exaggerated, and next that those who left our country wero
persons in the prime and vigor of manhood or womanhood,
as the case might be.

An hon. MEMBER. Who are responsible for that ?

Sir RICHARD CAIRTWRIGIIT. The mon who raised
the expenditure of Canada from $13,000,000 too35,000,000;
who doubled and trebled our debt, doubled and trebled our
taxation ; who created land monopolies and the most scan-
dalous railway monopoly the world bas known, at the
cost of the unfortunate people who are condemned te pay
the expense. Those are the men who are responsible for
the loss of 2,000,000 Çanadians, who are responsible for the
loss of 717,000 Canadians in the United States in 1880 and
for the loss of the children born of Canadian people in the
last twenty years-those and none other. Doubtless, daring
the last six or seven years, we had a very great opportu-
nity presented te us, which, if wisely used by the present
Government, might have atoned for all their errors, fisoal
and otherwise, and might have resulted la the formation of
a magnificent Province of wbich we might all be proud.
Look at what has occured in the North-West, and what las
occured in the adjacent States. I am not disposed myself
te say that the very large expectations which were held
out te us by the Government, seven or eight years age
were at aH too highly colored, if the Government had only
used common prudence, common energy, and common hon-
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esty in endeavoring to fulfil them. Had the Government in
1880 simply stood aside and allowed the people to use that
magnificent country and make the best of it, had tbey not
interfered, had they not, by the creation of their railway mo-
nopoly and by their most injudiciousand ill-advised manage.
ment of our lands, driven hundreds of thousands of our people
away from Canada to seek homes in the United States; all
that was expected by those hon. gentlemen from the growth
and progress of the North-West might have been very easily
secured. But as it is, we have spent, as I said, $8100,000,000
of the people's money; of the property of private persons,
many millions have also been sunk in the North.West,
and whereas we might easily have had tbree-quarters of
a million, if not a million, of people settled there now,
we find there is scarcely 200,000 of white population.
We find, looking at the very last returns those hon. gentie-
men have sent us, of the population of the three immense
Provinces, Assinibola, Saskatchewan and Alberta, that the
population in each is as follows:-

Assiniboia..... ............... 16,478
Saskatchewan..........................1,192
Alberta..................................4,800

Between the second and third meridian, a distance of 200
miles long by fifty broad& along the line of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, there are forty homesteads; between the
third and fourth meridian, another distance of 200 miles,there
are ninety.eight homeeteads. I wonder do hon. gentlemen
opposite understand in the least what those territories com.
prise or what those statements mean ? Those three Provinces
cover an extent of 280,000 square miles, 400 miles in width by
700 miles in length, and bave the Canadian Pacifie Railway
line running through them for 800 miles; and all the result of
this huge expenditure, all the result of this enormous sacri-
fice made by the people has been to add but 3,000 families to
the population which was already there in 1881. Now, the
hon. gentleman accused us of being altogether too narrow-
minded in hesitating at the expenditure of public money. I
beg to say that, for my own part and on the part of my hon.
friends beside me, we have not the smallest hesitation about
expending public money, if only we could obtain adequate
resulte. Let those hon, gentlemen show us a million or even
three quarters of a million of settlers; let them show
us publie works that yield anything like a fair and
honest interest on the money expended, and I will not
somplain of them for having added $100,000,000 or even
$150,000,000 to the publie debt, or for having enormously
increased taxation. What I complain of is that those gen-
tlemen have muddled away our millions and given us
nothing to show for them. Contrast their conduct with
the conduct of the United States or Australia, as they seem
to be desirous of drawing a comparison between our posi.
tion and theirs. I turn to the United States, and I find
that whereas in 1790 the United States started on their
national career with a population of 3,900,000 and a debt
of $75,000,000, without any immigration whatever, with.
out any assistance from foreign states, in twenty years,
one year more than Canada bas at present completed, the
population of the United States stood at 7,215,000 and their
debt had sunk from $75,000,000 to $53,000,000. I shall not
pursue the painful record further than this, that in 1850,
before their great civil war, the population of the United
States was 23,000,000, and their debt $63,400,000. Or,
take the case of the Australian colonies; take the case of
New South Wales. There you will find a great outlay
but also a great return. A small colony, with a pop-
ulation under 900,000 souls, ventured to borrow
$100,000,000, an enormous percentage no doubt, in propor.-
tion to the population; but you will also find that
this 8'00,000,000 was so wisely expended that, overj
and above the working expenses of their railways, a neti
pturn of somethin over 4 per oent. ie now aid on thej
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public works of that colony. These are two examples, if
the hon. gentleman wants them. The one is the case of a
Federal State which has wisely kept out of debt; the other
is the case of a State having a legislative form of Govern-
ment, where good value has been got for all the money
spent But what have we got for our $2J0,000,000 added
to our debt within the last 19 years? We have: Item, one
Canadian Pacifie Railway scandal; item, two rebellions;

7 item, seven deficits; item, one outrageous railway monopoly.
We do not even own the road we ourselves built and paid
for. Here lies our reproach; we have neither known how
to spend nor how to save. I believe myself that of the
$200,000,000 which have been added in nineteen years
to our national debt, a prudent and wise expenditure of
850,000,000 would have given us far better results. We have
had very great advantages. Some that came to us by pure
accident and good fortune, and I am sorry to say we must
be considered by ail impartial observers to have attained, in
the use of those advantages, a most signal failare. Those
very returns just brought down show that we brought, since
1867, 900,000, withim the merest fraction, immigrants to
this country, and everybody knows, not only how we
utterly failed to keep them here, but, what was much more
important, we have failed to keep our own people in the
country; and the failure bas been much more pronounced
since the introduction of the National Policy than ever
before. There was another point touched on by the Minister
of Finance to which I shall call attention. He insisted on
the incidence of taxation. He gave us to understand the
policy of the Government was, as far as they could, to free
the poor man from an undue pressure of taxation. If that be
the case, I for one will be disposed, to a very great extent,
to excuse all the faults and follies of the National Policy.
But not only have they done that, but they have worked
the direct opposite. 1 believe that 1 shall presently be able
to show the House that there is scarcely any English speak-
ing country where the frugal, abstemious, temperate,
honest workingman bas to pay so heavy a portion of the
public burdens as he bas in this country of Canada. Now,
it will not do, in measuring the incidence of taxation, to
look simply to the gross amount of the taxes, or to look to
the mere number of the people. You have to see how the
taxation is put on, and you have to see, into the bargain,
what is the proportion it bears to the wealth of the people.
I will take three cases, and, in the first place, I will take the
case of England. There, no doubt, there is a large total
taxation. Their population is put in their last return
at 36,000,000. Their taxation amounts, in the whole, to
£72,000,000 sterling, but £26,000,000 of that is levied by way
of income tax and stamp taxes, which no one can pretend
in any way effect an ordinary poor man. Then their Custom,
tax amounts to £19,700,000, and their Excise to £27,000,000
that class of taxation amounting in all to about £46,600,000
which is the taxation which the poor man may be said to bear.
If hon. gentlemen will divide that by 36,000,000, they will
see that the total Customs and Excise of England amounts
to exactly $6 24 per head while the total Customs and
Excise ot Canada, computing the population at 4,500,000
white people, will amount, according to the Minister's
statement, to $27,500,000, giving a result of $6.10; so that
the total per capita taxation which can with any propriety
be said to be paid by an ordinary wage-earner in Canada
is almost preciely equal to that which is paid in Erigland.
But, when you recollect how this taxation bears upon
the frugal, abstemious, temperate laborer, you will see
how greatly English taxation is in favor of such a man and
how greatly Canadian taxation is against him. It must be
recollected that the entire Excise taxation is purely volun-
tary. Any man who chooses, for his own sake or for the
sake of his' family, to deny himself the use of liquors and
tobacco, escapes the whole of that taxation iither here or
in England, but, when you come to onsider the Oustom
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taxation, then the enormous superiority of the English
method so far as the poor man is concerned, becomes
exceedingly marked. 0f the nineteen millions and
a-half of English Customs, about fourteen millions and
a-half are leviod on wine and spirits and tobacco,
leaving barely five millions, chiefly in the duties on tea and
coffee, which is necessarily borne by the English poor man
who chooses to be frugal and abstemious and to deny him-
self the ordinary luxuries of his class. So it follows that
an average tax of 66 cents per head is all the English laborer
need pay, under the existing English tariff, to ithe Englishi
revenue. How stands it in Canada? Strike out, if you
like, the entire Excise duty; strike out, if you like, the
entire duties on wine and spirits and tobacco which are
levied by our Customs tariff; and you will find that in
Canada, no matter how frugal, how abstemious, how
temperate a man may be, he must necessarily pay at the
rate of at least 84 per head for every member of his family
and for himself, as againat 66 cts. per head which is all that
his brother mechanic need pay in England. And, if you
choose to refer to the condition of things in the
Australian colonies, you will find that, in place of the
enormous taxation which I saw with some surprise hon,
gentlemen asserted was paid in Australia, and which I think
was rated as high as 835 or $40 per head-although a very
little consideration might have shown those gentlemen that
sucb enormous taxes were never likely to be paid in any
community-if you refer to the recent statistics published
by those colonies, yon will find that, so far from that being
the case, in New South Wales, with a population of 869,000,
the total taxation was £1,891,000, being at the rate of a
litle oer $10 per head from all sources. It is true that
that is a pparently a much larger taxation than the taxation
in Canada; but ours is a federal system, these persons are
living under a legislative union, and, on looking at the ex.
penditure side of the account, I find that almost one-ialf of
the total amount is devoted to schools; I find that £870,000,
out of a total of £1,891,000 is paid for schools ;
and, of their total Customs taxation of £1,500,000, the sum
levied on liquors and cigars is no less than £954,000. So
that, again as before, in New South Wales as in England,
the frugal, temperate wage earner is practically almoist
exempt from taxation. I need not say to those per sons who
have taken the trouble to acquaint themselves with the
statistics of Australia that the wealth of the Australian
colonies is much greater than ours. It is absolut ely true that
in New South Wales, with a population of 869,000, the ex-
ports in 1883 amounted to $99,000,000, or nearly $20,000,000
more than we, with our 4,500,000 of people or 4,700,000, if the
hon. gentleman likes, were able to export in the preceding
year. If I were to pursue the examination, if Iwere tocompare
the quantity of stock possessed by these colonies with ours,
the disparity in agricultural wealth between those colonies
and Canada would appear in very startliug colors indeed.
Then we will take the case of the United States, to which also
the Minister of Finance referred. Now here alone in
one respect is the burden equal, because, as he fairly enough
showed, the protective system of the United States is even
h avier than ours; but, in the United States, at this present
moment, all the people.of that country require to raise by
taxation is barely $230,000,000. Their total expenditure,
apart from the sum they applied to the reduction of debt,
was 82u0,000,000, of which about $30,000,000 was received
from miscellaneous sources, similar to those which figure in
the same manner in our accounts; se that all they require
to raise is $230,000,000, to be collected from a population
57,000,000 odd. The result of that ils, that whereas we
require in Canada to raise by taxe3 $27,50,000, being at
the rate of a little over 86 for every man, woman and child,
in Canada, all the people in the United States require to
raise is $4 per heado; s that the statement which I made a
w4ile ago that the neesary taxation of anada is 50 per

oent. more than that of the United States is simply and
literally accurate; and I might add that a very mach larger
percentage of the taxation of the United States is raised by
internal taxes of the nature of Excise on spirits and tobacco
than with us; so that all the Anericaus require to raise Ly
Customs duties is barely $118,000,000, being at the rate of
a very little more than 82 per head, as against $4,50 at
leat which we require to raise under our present system.
Now, Sir, that simple tact involves some serious considera.
tions. If it pleases the people of the United States at any
time to adopt a wiser and more wholesome system than
their present protective system, they can, by a mere stroke
of their pen, almost entirely annihilate their present tariff
without any inconvenience to their treasury. A tax on tea
or sugar, and a very moderate income tax, or land tax, if
they prefer that, would enable them in point of fact to dis-
pense with all their Customs. A tax on tea and sugar,
and a very low ad valorem tax, would enable them to dis-
pense with all other Customs revenue. I need not say that
our case is very different, and that for a long period to come
a heavy Customs duty is almost inevitible here. Now, Sir,
as to Australia, the conditions on whieh the comparison
would be fair would be, in the first place, to add to all our
expenditure on federal account the expenditure they incur
for purposes which are defrayed here by our muuicipalities
or legislatures, as in the case of schools; and I promise the
hon. gentleman that whonever our debt is represented by
productive property paying a fair interest over and above its
working expenses, I shah cease to complain of the debt; and
when our exports are $400,000,000 a year on a population of
4,500,000, which would be a fair proportion as comparod
with the population of New South Wales, then I will not com-
plain il they should find it necessary to raise our taxation to
a similar standard. Now, Sir, putting the matter briefly,
the comparison of the incidence of taxation between our-
selves and those countries is this : That our necessary taxes
are quite 50 per cent. of those of the United States, and our
necessary Customs tax is very nearly 150 per cent. of theirs;
that in the case of Australia, our wealth is far less than
theirs, and the distribut on of their taxes is infinitely less
oppressive; that our Customs and Excise per head fully
equal the Customs and Excise of England, and the unavoid-
able taxes which any man, no matter bow absteinious, no
matter how temperate, no matter how frugal, must pay,
are vastly heavier in Canada than they have been of
recent years in England. If the statistics given to us
by the labor bureau can be at all relied upon, the
average income of the laborer or mechanic in Ontario
at this moment does not exceed $300 a year; and,
therefore, it follows that the nominal tax, which we inflict
upon these people, would fully equal something like two
shillings sterling on the pound, and if, instead of the nominal,
you are to take the actual tax, and you are to include the
real sum which is paid by them, although it does not go
into ihe Treasury, I say that to-day the rate of taxation on
the incorne of the ordinary laborer, artisan, mechanic, or
wage.earner in Ontario, and probably in the other Provinces,
would fully equal three shillings sterling in the pound.
I say this is as unjust a system of taxation as well can be,
and that it is especially unjust when it occurs in a country
like ours, where, as everybody knows who compares our
climate and our position with those of the greater part of the
United States, of England and Australia, a man's needs
are greater, where ho requires more and better food, where
he requires more costly clothing, where he requires more
fuel and better lodging, in order to keep him in a condition
of equal efficiency or comfort with bis competitors in these
countries. Well, Sir, the hon. gentleman asks what we
infer from all this: Whether we were disposed to maintain
that the case was desprate; that Confedoration was a
practical failure; that we must give up the idea of becom-
lu$ a nation. Sir, I 4 nt say that, I refuse to beliegv
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that. I have too great confidence in the energy, the in-
tegrity, the ability of our people, to believe that that is the
destiny which awaits us. Yet the hon. gentleman must
know that men are discussing and discussing very seri-
ously, in many quarters, what is going to be the result
of all this measureless extravagance, of all this intolerable
corruption. Our own returns, the American returns, our
own recent census in the North-West, all clearly
show that the case is as I have said: that
of native born Canadians in North America, you
you will find one man in four in the United States, and that
of imported immigrants brought to this country, at îur
cost, nine out of ton, if not nineteen out of twenty, also
find their way to the great adjacent republic. Sir, we
must admit that our growth for 'many years has scarcely
equalled that of many countries in Europe and that our
taxes have been growing in much greater proportion than
theirs. Worse still. We must believe, and there are too many
indications of it in the concluding re marks of the Minister of
Finance, that this vicions system is going to prevail, and
going tobe increased. We must admit that so far our system
has been a failure in this, that we have been entirely unable
to educate the several Provinces to depend on themselves.
For nineteen years, we have been practically tying mill-
stones around our neck by making perpetual concessions to
several Local Governments, and this can have but the
result of utterly embarrassing us and utterly destroying all
chance of bringing Confederation to a healthy state. Now,
Sir, 1 have to say this, that our first daty, under the
circumstances, is to do what we can to educate the
people of Canada to a clear comprehension of the
situation. I look for no good result to Confederation, Sir, I1
must say, until our people realise a good deal botter
than they have done the nature of the federal
system, and until they understand that no single partner
has a right to appropriate the publie funds to his own
special use. Nor do I expect, Sir, any very great improve-
ment until the members of the Cabinet, and the members of
this House, are almo taught to understand that they are
trustees of the people, and not entitled to make profits out
of the property of their wards. Moreover, we have got to
realise the insane folly we have been committing in piling
up this mountainous debt without having anything what-
ever to show for the expenditure, except perfectly unpro-
ductive property, or worse than unproductive property, as ap-
pears to be the case in some of those enterprises in which we
have invested a great many millions of dollars. Now, the hon.
Minister intimated to us that they were not going to do this
thing any more. He talked of retrenchment; he talked of
paying off our debt; he talked of our having engaged
in a triumphant war against nature-and ho might
have added against common sense; and lie talked
of our nt emerging in any worse condition than
the Americans emerged from their great civil war.
Sir, I say that those hon. gentlemen cannot do it. Those
hon. gentlemen are caught in their own precedents. Every
unwise grant, every unwise piece of legislation, thai las
been conceded, is of necessity the parent of many more.
You cannot escape the resuit of your own acts. Even if a
moral miracle were to be wrought in our bohalf, even if the
members of this Cabinet were to cease to hunger for timber
limits, or railway subsidies for the benefit of railways in
which they are large proprietors, and if their supporters were
to cease to be applicants for timber limits, coal areas, ranches,
shares in colonisation companies and railway subsidies for
the benefit of themselves or their constituents-if all these
wonderful things were to occur, Sir, still remember that
those sections of the country which have been taxed
for the benefit of others have got their rights. What
has been the action of the past three years ? In 1883
we granted subsilies to eleven different railways, involving
appropriations of 82,250,000. In .1884, for certain good.

Sir omn> CÀ.A mmOUT,

reasens which "No. 8 " could tell, we granted subsidies to
twenty-six different railways, involving appropriations to
the extent of $8,O0,00U. In 1885 we granted subsidies
to nineteen other railways, involving appropriations of
$3,000,000; ani I should not be surprised, in spite of all
the protestations of the Minister of Finance, to find that
before this louse rises this Session many other railway
grants will have to be conceded to hungry supporters.
Now, I say all this involves a complete and utter violation
of the Confederation Act. I say those hon. gentletnen have
established every kind of bad precedent. I say that there is
no scheme or project however Wild that will not find good
grounds for making demands or raids on the Treasury in
view of the grants which hon. gentlemen have already con-
ceded. Sir, I say that this absorption of the railway system
of this country was the corruptest of all the corrupt acts this
Ministry has ever attempted. At one master stroke by
seizing on the railways of the country and by introducing
this detestable system of granting subsidies in aid
of private men and private roads, they have succeeded,
I am sorry to say, to a very great extend, in corrupting
not only the members of this louse, but in too many
cases the constituencies they represent, and sometimes
even the Province from which they come. One case alone
I can admit exists where it may be allowable for the
Dominion Goverument to do this thing, and that is the case
where the Dominion is the sole proprietor of the land or
where it has appropriated the land of a Province for its
own use. There I can understand this being done. Look
at the example of the United States, on the whole the most
successful exa mple of the working of the federal systerm
we have ever seen. What has been the saving clause with
the people of the United States? Why, it has been this :
that from first to last the people of the United States have
had the good sense to recognise the federal compact for
what it was, and with a few trifiing exceptions they have
steadily persevered in refraining from devoting the general
funds of the whole commonwealth to the advantage of any
particular locality or any particular section. And if we
wish to make our federation a success, I believe we shall
have to retrace our steps; we may have to revise the consti-
tution on this head, and at any rate we shall have to put an
end to the system we have unfortunately adopted. There is
one factor which the Minister talked of, but did not consider
enough. Re has overlooked ii his estimates for the future
this important. consideration, the tact that the income
of a very large portion of our people, I mean of the
agricultural portion of the people, has of late years been very
serionsly diminished. We have not got absolutely perfect
statistics, but I think I am correct in saying that, apart from
what they raisc for their own use, our farmers throughout
the Dominion probably sell about 8 100,000,000 of produce,
part tor export and part for consumption by the
remainder of the population. Now, I am in the judg-
ment of the House whether I am not correct in
saying that there has been a reduction of probably
20 per cent. at least on the average value of those farm pro-
ducts, and while the hon, gentleman and his friends have
been adding many millions to the taxation of those farmers,
the reduction of prices to which I have alluded has reduced
the selling value cf those persons' produce by probably at
least $20,000,000 a year. Sir, the hon. gentleman thinks
that we may rely on a rapid increase of prosperity. It is
my opinion that the resources of the country are such that
it is probable enough we shall continue for a considerable
time to come to increase at all events in material wealth, if
not so rapidlyas I could desire in general prosperity. But as
regards the effect on the revenue I would call the hon.gentle-
man's attention to this fact, that in old Canada we had an
almost similar experience to that we are now undergoing. If
there be a parallel to our position it is to be found in the posi-
tion of old Oanada in 1858. Then the two greatrailway thQ
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Grand Trunk and the Great Western, had just been Com- the system ofsubsidies, as has been done in the United States,
pleted. An enormous amount of English money had been it would be greatly to the advantage of the people of Canada.
expended in the country. We had our" boom," andin that I do not know that I would dispute with the Minister of
"boom," as I can well remember, the follies enacted Finance as to whether it is possible. I believe it was an
fell very little short of those that occurred iecently in the unfortunate necessity that we were obliged to subsidise the
North-West. We had formed very great expectations, not various Provinces at their entrance into Confederation. I
altogether without reason. The financial results for the think it would have been wist r and better had it been pos-
eight or nine years succeeding 1858 were briefly these: sible to have given them revenues to raise, and as thatreso.
That on a revenue of about $5,000,000 in 1858 we had a lution states, to have compelled them, if they wanted more
deficit of $3,375,000; in 1859 it was $1,500,000; 1860, money, to take the responsibility of raising it themselves.
$2,000,000; 1862, $2,000,000; 1863, $87u,000; 1865, when I believe our present system is unfortunate, but I am not
we changed the financial year, $380,000, and not tilt 1867 ary more than the hon Minister prepared to say that
did wea succeed in arriving at a financial equilibrium. I do having adopted it, it is now possible for ns to abandon it
not anticipate, I should be very sorry to anticipate, any without such a total revolution of the British North Ame-
such results in this case-; but I must say that, if such results rica Act as I can hardly venture to expect. But to come to
did accrue, the Government of this country have done their another plea of the hon. gentleman, ho would have us beliove
very utmost to produce them. Then there is another that although it be true that the debt and the taxation of
thing to which the bon. gentleman made no direct Canada have been enormously increased, yet that the Cons-
allusion, although it has probably been present to struction of the Canadian Pacifie Railway is ample atonement
his mind. In considering the financial position of for ail. Now, I am not disposed to say that the Cana-
this country we must not overlook the present state of the dian Pacifie Railway is not a very considerable enterprise :
Provinces. We know perfectly well, and none probably viewed in certain aspects it might fairly be considcred a
knows botter than the Finance Minister, that about two great enterprise, and it undoubtedly has been pushed with
weeks ago delegates from his own Province were bore to very great energy, and I am. quito willing to admit
represent to him that Nova Scotia required botter terms. that it is likely, under certain conditions, to be of
They were here to point out that al hough it might be pos- great service to Imperial interests. 1 welI recollect some
sible to raise money by direct taxation, yet that Nova eleven or twelve years ago, being myself t ben on a mission
Scotia in common with the other Maritime Provinces had to London, calling the attention of Lord Salisbury, who
been so impoverished by the results of the heavy taxation was at that time Indian Secretary in Lord Boaconfield's
laid upon them in deflance of the pledges on the faith of Administration, to the value the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
which they were invited to enter Contderation, it was way might be to Great Britain, and I recollect well,
very dangerous in a political sense to strain the patience of when I said to him that he should assibt, or endoavor Lo
the people. We know perfectly well that in the Province of induce his Government to assit, the thon Canadian Govern-
Quebec those who have charge of ber finances consider ment in constructing the railway-because as I pointed out,
there will be a very heavy deficit during the current year. and as he admitted, it would be of benefit to Imperial inter-

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). No. ests-although ho received me most cotirteously, ha also
admitted to me that however feasible such a plan might

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I have not myself the have been, had the Canadian Government in 1870 or 1871,
means of ascertaining, but I was informed by the hon. when the project was first under considoration,approached the
member for Megantic (Mr. Langelier) that there is ex- British Government-yet at that date, after we had annexed
pected to be a deficit of between $400,000 and 8500,000. British Columbia, after we had bound ourselves to complete

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). There is no deficit this year in this railway, ha feared it would be a matter of extreme
the Province of Quebec, but on the contrary a surplus. difficulty to induce the British House of Commons to come

Mr. LANGELIER. They say soevory year. to our assistance. And having myself taken that stand, I
am not in the slightest degree inelined to dispute the asser-

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). It was not so when yon were tions of these bon. gentlemen that this road may be, under
there. certain conditions, of very considerable value to British

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We have heard this interests. But I say that that road bas been constructed
before, and the treasurer ultimately announces a deficit. at an excessive cost. I say it has entirely passod out of our

Even in the case of Ontario, which has a large sum to its control. I say that that road in one aspect at any rate can

credit and is on the whole in a good financial condition, only be regarded as a most outrageous monopoly, and the

there can be no doubt whatever that there must ho thrown creation of that monopoly has tended in the highest possible

on the municipalities a considerable portion of the present degree to mar the settlement and development of the North-

expenditure, or after a certain number of years they will West. The minor object may have been partially attained,
also have to have recourse to direct taxation. I believe but the sole, real justification which warranted the imposi-

our Local Governments, if they care to avail themselves of tion of this heavy debt and these heavy taxes on the people
the possibilities which exist in the botter management of of Older Canada, has been missed altogether. Sir, these

the Crown domain, might obtain largely increased revenues hon. gentlem'cn have absolutely driven the people away.
in the space of a very few years which would entirely We have had that country under our control for fifteon

relieve them from the necessity of any application here; yearsd t was partially settled then. Now, Iad wo gea
and it is possible that out of our present position good maY any adequte resuts for our ug oexpenditure would have
come, and those communities may be obliged at last to look been pot feotly content. Lot ns contrast Dakota, which the
the situation in the face and to learn to rely on themselves,lI hon. genmtl"an proposed to contrast, but did not, s tfhras I
and net, as now, on making periodical raidson the Dominion could bear, carry out his pledge. In 1-70 ut preciseoy tho
Treasury. The Finance Minister took occasion to charge sametime that we gLot possesso ion of Manitoba, the popula-
the leader of the Opposition with having given in bis tien tef Dakota was 1I,887, ,4d the la st Manitobo
adhesion to a certain plank in the platform of the Young and tah North-West, I bhliove, 12,400. By the puot cnas4cf
Liberals' convention which met at Toronto. As I und-r- Dakota, made in 1885, thc population of Daketa ai415,263,
stand the matter, ail those gentlemen meant was to Cali of w rom regret to say a voery large and valuable
attention to some of those things to which I have been caling portion arc Canadian bor. Now, we havea territory atm est
attention to-night, and to place on record their opinion, in enough for baif a dozn teakotao. We have a territory ai
W" 1 etirely conourgthat if it ws possible to dispense with any rate q guite equ&l Le Lha arq of Ohio, Ponnaylvania
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Virginia, Indiana, Iowa, and I believe Illinois to boot,
and Ill we have been able to do, according to the last reports
afforded us, is to settle a paltry 3,000 families, or there-
about, in the three great Vrovinces of Alberta, Saskatche-
wan and Assiniboia, while in old Manitoba, according to a
recent statement of Mr, Brydges, who has great means of
information, and who is not in the slightest degree likely to
underrate the present population of Mabitoba, it is very
doubtful whether we have all told, 11O,000-and certainly
not more than 120,000 white inhabitants. I repeat that I
would admit the Minister's plea were he able to show us a
road owned and controlled by ourselves, able to point to a
strong central Province inhabited by three-quarters of a
million of prosperous settlers. Nevertheless, I admit frankly
that our only real chance of extricating ourselves from the
unfortunate position in which, as I contend we stand, lies
in one way or other in promoting the settlement and
development of the North-West and in some respects
a good deal of encouragement may be drawn from
the examples both of Dakota and Australia. If there
is one thing clearer than another it is this : that under
certain favorable conditions a comparatively small number
of people may in the North-West, as in Australia, create a
very large amount of traffic and bring a gr eat amount of
revenue into our exchequer. I see no reason, in spite of
the misfortunes which have unhappily attended the develop-
ment of the North-West so far, if we were able to transport
some 20,000 or 40,000 Canadian families to that region, why
we should not very easily equal all that has been done in
Dakota, and that in a very few years. And as [ see the
last returns from that State show that they succeeded in
raising 30,000,000 bushels of wheat in the year before last.
I must say this, that if it were possible to induce our people
to occupy that territory, if it were possible to bring back
the wave of emigration which has been setting steadily
for so long a time to the Ameiican Noith-West, we
might reasonably hope to attain important results in
a very short time. But again I ask, Sir, is it
possible for the present Government to do this?
Lere, as elsewhere, they are fettered by their former

acts. How can thoy be expected to apply themselves
in earnest to relieve these people from the effects of this
railway monopoly which tbey have apparently taken pride
in creating ? 1-w can they be expected to modify for the
benefit of the settlers of the North-West, this outrageous
and oppressive tariff of theirs which they claim, though
falsely, is the basis of sound national prosperity? fHow
are they going to get rid of colonisation companies? fHow
are they going to get rid of the division of that great terri-
tory amongst the camp followers of the present Govern-
ment ? How ean they turn back the stream of emigration ?
The taskis a hard one at the bestand it is impossible forthem.
Imagine if we ean the hon. the Minister of the Interior con-
vincing his hungry supporters and pointing oi t to them how
wrong it was either for individuals, singly or under cover of
a company constituted for the purpose, to obtain undue
favors from the Government. Imagine the other Ministers
pointing out to their supporters, that the time had passed
away when great railway subsidies should be granted for
the benefit of private persons, or for the benefit of roads in
which they had a personal interest. Sir, as to the security
of the debt which the hon. gentleman spoke of,
T would be glad to bear that $20,000,000 were, from any
source whatever, about to be refunded to the people of
Canada, although I may call his attention to this--that
whereas we were told there would not be the slightest dif-
ficulty in our receiving back every penny of our $30,000,000,
it now appears that we are to be content with a dividend of
60 cents in the dollar, which is all he apparently expects to
receive. And as for graciously giving us back a certain
portion of our own lands in exchange for the other
$10,000,000, I do not feel, for one, any great obligation to

Sir RIoARD CARTWmUrIT.

the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company or their friends for
any such suggestion as that. I would be very glad indeed
to believe that the Canadian Pacifie Railway was about to
be a great financial success. At best, I am inclined to think
the problem ais going to be a tolerable hard one. If we are
to form any judgment from the returns laid on the Table of
this House, they will find it, at any rate as regards their
main line, a somewhat difficult problem to make it pay on the
basis of a fertile territory of 400 miles or thereabouts,which
will be obliged to defray all the expenses of working a rail.
way something like 2,400 miles in length, at least one-half of
which passes through territory in which up to the present
time no very productive means of traffic have ever been
discovered. I am afraid, so far as this country is concerned,
that it will prove that the undue haste of construction has
been a grave economical blunder; it bas, at any rate,
entirely destroyed the utility of that road as a means of
settlement. It has helped to create a boom ; it bas helped
to give us, for a time, a ficticions revenue; it has helped to
create trade disturbance; and I doubt exceedingly whether
it is going to prove a good asset to anybody until both the
policy of the company and the policy of the Government
are entirely reversed, and until at least 750,000 people
are settled in that country. Now, Sir, I think we have had
enough, perhaps too much, for a great many years of this
leap before-you-look policy. Let us review very briefly
what bas been ascertained as the result of our policy in the
last twenty-three or twenty-four years. Now, Sir, I say no
man can consider it anything but unatisfactory; and the
mischief isl tending to become chronic. So soon as we
succeeded in any shape or way in extricating ourselves
from the diffiulties in which we have been involved,
we appear to have made any success that the industry
and energy of our people may have secured us, a
simple pretext for rushing into further extravagant and
foolish undortakings. Now, that has not been, and
never was due to any natural causes existing in Canada.
We have very considerable resources, and many oppor-
tunities have been granted to us; but we have been guilty
perpetually of discountîng our future; and we have adopted
a most vicious system, particularly since Confederation,
which, unless checked, can -only result in the speedy dis-
ruption of our Confederation. I believe that bas been due
in part to the inconsiderate adoption of a protective systea;
but I believe it has been due a great deal more to what I
must describe as a deliberate violation of the federal com-
pact. Now, to a certain extent, I fear we must make up
our minds that a period of stagnation has arrived. It is
quite clear that our farmers, in particular, are going to be
exposed to an era of low prices, and are going to have to
contend with a much more formidable competition than
they had to reckon on a few years ago. In the older Pro-
vinces our population is almost absolutely stationary in
a great number of the constituencies and in many of the
towns. With the exception of two or three great cities, I
doubt that there is any portion of Canada to-day in whieh
we maintain even our ordinary natural increase, whilst in
the newer Provinces it is only too clear that we are
failing to advance in the same proportions as our neighbors.
It is not to be wondered at if under such circumstances
there is much alarm and discontent among a considerable
number of our people. They see that we are going behind;
they see that we fail to attract desirable immigration;
they see we tail, what is worse, to retain our own people
here. What are the obstacles, I should like to know, that
stand in the way of our progreas? I believe they consist
mainly in these four: First of all, that we have adopted
a very oppressive and unjust system of taxation; in the
next place, that we have been foolish enough to create
railway and land monopolies, which must be removed
before any considerable progress can be made in the devel-
opnient of the larger portion of our country ; third, the
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unfortunate system of making perpetual concessions to the
varions Provinces of this Dominion, whenever from any
cause they get into filancial difficulty, which I regret to
see the present Finance Minister is mach more disposed to
encourage than to prevent; and lastly, a very vicions and
corrupt system of administration. Sir, I am sorry to have
to say it, but I believe many of our people have forgotten
the very A B 0 of government; they have been given
over to a strong delusion, to believe a lie; they
have come to tlink that it is a very excellent and fine thing
to pile up a huge debt; they have come to believe that the
best way to enrich a country is to heap up taxes; they have
come to suppose that trutb, honor-common decency I was
going to say-are superfluous in the administration of
our public affairs; they have come to suppose that plung-
ing into huge enterprises without connting the cost, or
considering how they will affect the future of the country,
is the best test and proof of high statesmanship. It has
come to pass that to-day, however much we regret it, we
are obliged to admit that every second member of the Cabinet
bas been either the recipient of a testimonial largely sub-
scribed for by public contractors and public employees, or
that Ministers have received subsidies granted for the purpose
of assisting railway lines in which they are large share-
holders ; or that they have been participants, by means of
the cloak of a special company created for that special end,
in printing contracte and other jobs which they could
not have undertaken in their own proper persons withont
putting their seats in peril ; or that they have been
recipients of timber limits; and 1 am sorry to say, as the
Cabinet are, so are the majority of their support-
ers, and so are the majority of the press that support
them both. Now, there is some excuse perhaps to be
made for ordinary members of this House. I believe a great
many of them never considered the effect of what they
were doing when they be3ame applicants to the Govern-
ment for those varions favors. I am aware that some of
them made no profit, though that cannot be said of all.
I believe many of them were carried away by the great
speculative whirlwind that swept this country a few years
ago ; and on the whole, I am not disposed to deal so
severely with the conduct of members as with the conduct
of the Ministers who fostered this thing, and put temptation
in the way of their supporters. But be that as it may, the
results are substantially as I state them. I say, the posi-
tions are thoroughly irreconcilable; I say that no man
being a trustee, whether he be a privy councilor or a mem-
ber of the Hlouse, has a right to speculate in the property of
his own wards, which-the public are; I say that no man,
being another's attorney, is able or can be able honestly
or fairly to deal with the man for whom lie is acting. Now,
Sir, ail these things,-

An hon.MEMBER. Are you in arnest?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. I. am very much in
earnest, and I have to say this to the hon. gentleman,
that it is one of the worst proofs of the political degeneracy
to which Canada bas come, that I can state such things of
one-half the Cabinet and one-half of their supporters, and
that the accusation is received with a laugh. Al this has
occurred in a loosely cemented country, side by aide with a
very great State; ail this has occurred in defiance of warn-
ing and after the amplest experience of the mischief of this
kind of thing; ail this bas occurred af ter we have been
rescued again and again from difficult positions. I say to
the hon. gentlemen opposite that it is a record to cause
every true Canadian to blush, and I say more, that it
would be idle and criminal on our part to conceal our
opinion of these things. If they go on, a fow years or a
few months may bring our whole Confederation to a very
abrupt termination. Hon. gentlemen or, at any rate, the
oountry will have to learn that government by bribery
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is the most costly and the most dangerous system of
administering the affairs of a country. Our duty is
to oppose and fight these evils; a short time will
tel whether Canada is to shake off the incubus that
now presses on her, or whether our Confederation ls to
rot to pieces by its own ·corruption before it is well
able to stand alone. I am grieved, Sir, to have to make
these statements, but I have not been twenty-tw. or twenty-
three years a member of the Canadian Houe of Parliament,
and five years a Minister of the Crown, without knowiing
what the resuits of this kind of conduct are likely to be. The
proofs are superabundant; no man can or dare deny the
substantial accuracy, at any rate, of the statements I have
made, whether as affecting certain members of the Cabinet
or many of the members who support them. No doubt,
there are many causes which have combined to produce
this state of things. We have had a bad fiscal system; we
have had in addition a temporary inflation which bas had
the resuit of turniug a large part of this country into some-
thing little botter than a great gambling table; we have
embarked foolishly in huge premature publie works; but
the first and worse and chiefest of all the causes, bas been
the shameful corruption of a certain portion of the Cabinet
and a certain portion of their supporters. If hon. gentlemen
dispute the statement as made by me, I will give a few
words of an independent authority, which, on certain
occasions when it suits their turn, they quote with great
respect:

l Most of us have learned pretty well to acquiesce in the fact that the
Dominion Government is a government of corruption. Men, places,
Provinces, interest, churthes, organisations of every kind, are bought
in different ways, some more coarsely, some more subtle, In order to
form the basis of a system which is administered, after its kind, with
great ability and la closely bound up with personal ambition of its
veteran chief. ,Corruption is not wholesome; it does not become more
wholesome as it becomes mare inieterate; to say nothing of the debt
which it is rolling up, it must deprave the political character of the
people, as, in fact, it is visiblr doing, and in the end prove fatal to the
spirit, if not to the form, of representative institutions. Nor can the
architect and manager of a corrupt system be himself a Chatham,
though power, not lucre, may be his personal object, and he may be in a
certain sense patriotic. That he should have around him a swarm of
low political agents is an inevitable and a very noxious incident of his
position."

That is the language of a person who poses, and whom hon,
gentlemen are fond of quoting, as an independent authority.
The facts, I fear, are substantially true; and although I hold
that the spirit of the article is dastardly and the inference
detestable, inasmuch as it would lead us to acquiesce in this
kind of thing instead of endeavoring to redress and reform
it, I say there is no denying the serions nature of the
charge, there is no denying there is too mach foundation
for that indictment against our present Governmont and our
present system of Government. This is the temper of the
instructors of the people, it is the existence of this temper
in just sncb persons as the writer of this article, whoever
he may be; it is the existence of this temper in the
pulpit and among respectable men, which goes a very
long way to make bis corrupt system possible, and
the presence of hon. gentlemen opposite as governors
of this country possible. Under the circumstances,
it is no wonder that in seven years we have added
$109,000,000 to our national debt, it is no wonder we have
added $12,000,000 to our annual expenditure, and nearly
$20,000,000 to the real taxation of the people, though not,
as I have said, to the amount which goes into the Treasury,
and it is no wonder if, under these circumstances, men are
beginning to look upon representative institutions as a mere
costly farce, and this Parliament as little better than a place
of meeting for the purpose of dividing the spoils. I speak
in this matter more in sorrow than in anger; I know that
many things I say are not pleasant for me to say, and can-
not be pleasant for many bon. gentlemen to hear, but I say
things cannot go on in this state, there must ho a reforma-
tion or there is a risk of the total dissolution of our system.
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I hold, and I have always held, that there are ample mate-
rials, in spite of all that has been wasted and squandered,
wherewith to build up a powerful, independent nation in good
time; but although I know that there is abundance of energy,
enough of wealth and population, and a superabundance
of territory, for all these purposes, .1 know also, if there be
any truth in history, that none of these things will enable
us to build up a nation, unless there is, behind and inspiring
all these, a true, honest and intelligent public opinion. That
is what we lack; that is what we require. Our laws may
require amendment, and be amended; but laws withont
character and without conscience on the part of the people
will do very little, if any, permanent, important good.
What is needed is a tribunal of appeal, and that appeal
can only be found when a resolute, awakened public
conscience will make it thoroughly impossible either for
members of the Government or members of the House so to
prostitute their great trusts, as those trusts have been pros-
tituted any time within the last seven years.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) moved the adjournment of the
debate.

Mr. MoLELAN. I think it is the practice to go at once
into Committee.

Mr. BLAKE I suppose the hon. gentleman wishes that
in order that he may put the duties in force.

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

(In the Committee.)
Resolutions agreed to, and ordered to be reported.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
t ho House.

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 1:15 a.m.,
Wednesday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS'

WEDNESDAY, 31et March, 1886.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRATERs.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 73) to incorporate the North Canadian
Railway Company.-(Mr. Haggart.)

Pacific

Bill (No. 74) to incorporate the Ste. Ursule, Mattawan and
Lake Temiscamingue Railway Company.-(Mr. Rurteau.)

Bill (No. 75) to incorporate the School Savings Bank.-
(Mr. Massue.)

THE BURLINGTON CANAL.

Sir HECTOR L ANGEVIN moved for leave to
Bill (No 76) respecting the Burlington Canal.
It is for the purpose of abolishing the tolls.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

introduce
He said:

COMPENSATION TO LAND OWNERS BY RAIL.
WAY COMPANIES.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. LiSTER) asked, I oit the intention of
the Government, during the present Session, to amend the
Dominion Railway Act, so as to prevent railway compa-
nies from retiring from arbitrations entered upon to fix the
compensation to be paid to owners whose lands have been1

Sir IRICHARD CARTWRIGHT.

taken for railway purposes, and to allow compensation, not
only for the land taken, but for damages done by the sever-
ance of the land?

Mr. POPE. No, it is not the intention of the Govern-
ment to introduce a Bill, and it appears to me that this is
provided for by the 15th, 16th and 17th sub-sections of sec-
tion 11 of the Consolidated Railway Act.

RIVIERE AUX LIEVRES.
Mr. WRIGH T asked, Whether it is the intention of the

Government to construct immediately a lock and dam at the
Little Rapids on the Rivière aux Lièvres, with a view to the
improvement of the navigation of that river, so as to de-
velop the agricultural, lumbering and phosphate interests
of that portion of the county of Ottawa ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVILT. This matter is engaging
the attention of the Government now, with a view to sub.
mitting an item to the House during this Session for that
purpose.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST-TIME
OF SETTLERS ON SERVICE.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) asked, Will the time served by
volunteers during the rebellion (and who were settlers on
homesteads in Manitoba and the North-West Territories) be
allowed them as part of the time fixed by law for occupa-
tion of homesteads? Will the services of such settlers as
volunteers during the whole of the rebellion be treated as
one year's occupation on such homesteads ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). If the hon. gentleman means
residence, I can answer the question in the affirmative.
Instructions to that effect were issued to the Commissioner
and the Agents of Dominion lands on the 7th August last; that
is to say, the service in the North-West counts for one
year's residence ; but, in regard to the occupation of the
land, the patent does not issue until three years after entry.

RAILWAY PROM METAPEDIA TO CROSS POINT.
Mr. WELDON asked, Whether any survey has been

made of the proposed line of railway from Metapedia
to Cross Point, opposite Campbellton, and what is the esti-
cost mated coet per mile ?

Mr. POPE. Yes, there was a survey made, and the
estimated by the engineer is $15,000 a mile.

RAILWAY BRIDGE ACROSS THE RESTIGOUCHE
Mr. WELDON asked, Whether any estimate has been

obtained by the Government of a railway bridge across the
River Restigouche from Mission Point, in the Province of
Quebec, to Duncan's Point (so-called), at Campbellton ; and
what is the amount of such estimate ?

Mr. POPE. No estimate has been made by the Govern-
ment.

LACHINE CANAL CROSSING IN MONTREAL.
Mr. CURRAN asked, Is it the intention of the Govern-

ment to make provision for the safety of foot passengers at
the Wellington Street crossing of the Lachine Canal, in
the city of Montreal ? If so, is it the intention to provide
an additional bridge or-construct a tunnel ?

Mr. POPE. It ls under the consideration of the Gov-
ernment, and they are anxiously enquiring into the matter
with a view of seeing how this should be deal with.
EIECUTION OF LOUIS RIEL-COMMUNICATIONS

FROM THE QUEBEC GOVERNIENT.
Mr. CASGRAIN asked, Whether the Local Government

of Quebec forwarded to the Dominion Government any
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despatches or communications, before the execution of
Louis Riel, asking for a commutation of the death penalty?
If such despatches or communications were re3eived, from
what member of the Local Government did they emanate,
and what are the dates thereof ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The Local Government of Quebec
did not forward any such despatch or communication.

THE STIPENDIARY MAGISTRATE AT CALGARY'
Mr. BURPEE asked, Io Jeremiah Travis, who was ap.

pointed Stipendiary Magistrate at Calgary, North-West
Territory, still performing the duties as such magistrate?
If not, has he been dismissed, suspended or removed to
another district ? Have formal complaints been made
against the official conduct of btipendiary Magistrate Tra.
vis? If so, what action has been taken by the Govern-
ment as to the same ?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). Mr. Travis is still per
forming the duties of Stipendiary Magistrate. Formal
com paints have been made against the official conduct of
Mr. ravis, and an investigation is now being proceeded
with.

INSTRUCTIONS TO NON-COXMBATANTS IN THE
NORTH-WEST REBELLION.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. CAsY) moved for:
Copies of instructions to Major Bell, Major-General Laurie, 8. L. Bed-

son, and other non-combatants employed during tne North-West cam-
paign, from the Minister of Militia, Major-General Middleton, or the
Adjutant-General of Militia, and of correspondence between the lat-
named authorities and such non-combatants.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. In this matter I beg to state
that we will bring down what we have got. There were no
written instructions, and the Department have nothing but
telegrams addressed to Major General Laurie referring to
this matter.

Motion agreed to.

CONTRACTORS FOR TRANSPORT DUR[NG TUE
REBELLION.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. CAsET) moved for:
Return showing names of ail contractors from whom teams were en-

goaged for transport, number of teams engaged from each, with rate ot
pay per day per team, and the total amount paid to each of such con-
tractors.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. There again I beg to state
that the only parties employed by the Department as pur.
chasers were the Hudson Bay Company. However, I will
bring down all the returns.

Motion agreed to.

CORRESPONDENCE WITH JAMES ANDERSON.
Mr. TROW (for Mr. CÂsEy) moved for:
Copies of aIl correspondence between one James Anderson and the

Minister of Kilitia, Major-General Middleton, and auy member of the
Government, with respect to the purchasing of supplies, cost of trans-
port and other expenditure incurred daring the North-West rebellion.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The commission have no cor-
respondence whatever. No correspondence has been ex-
changed between the commission and James Anderson, or
between the latter and the general oommanding in the
North-West. I cannot recollect any correspondence having
been addressed by me to him, but if there is any I shalh
bring it down.

Motion agreed to.

FAR[ OR REAL ESTATE BANKS.
Mr. ORTON moved that the House resolve iteelf ipto

Committee of the Whole to consider the following Resolu-
tions :-

1. That it la desirable, in order to obviate the impoverishing drain-
age of money from Canada to pay interest upon borrowed capital,
that the amount of foreign capital required for the development of our
agricultural, s well aa other resources, be limited to as small an amount
as practical.

2. That it will materially lessen the necessity to borrow foreign
capital if mortgages on improved farm property be made a negotiable
security by an issue by the Government of Canada of Dominion notes
equal tolany such mortgages on improved farm lande to the extent of one-
half the actual value thereof, such notes to be redeemable in Govern-
ment bonds,r bsed upc snob réal estate mortgages, and bearing in-
teroit et the rate cf 4 per cens. per annuni.

3. That it expedient to grant charters to farm or real estate
banks, the capital stock ot which may consiste flot euly of specie and
Dominion of Canada notes and bonds, but also of first liens upon im-
prcved farm land eual to one-half the value thereof; and that as the
main source of wealb in Canada is agricultural, it is expedient that the
rate of intereSt charged by said farmers' banks shall be restricted to 6
per cent. per annum.

4. That in order to prevent any claahing of interests between such
farmers' banks and ordinary chartered banks, as well as for the general
convenience of the public, it is expedient that there be uniformity in the
circulating medium, and that all banks be compelled to circulate only
Dominien of Canadanotes; and in order to compensate chartered banks
for any profit they may denve from the issue of tbeirown bills,there shall
be an estimate made of such profit up to the expiration of the charter of
all such banks by properly authorized actuaries, and the amounts so ar-
rived at shal ha paid by an increased issue to said banks of Dominion
cf Canada notes.

5. That in order to provid& for the interest on any bonds issued
by the Government of Canada Io redeem notes issued to farmers' banks,
there shall be a special stamp marked upon sch Dominion notes charac-
terising the particular farmers' bank to which said notes hav e been is-
sued, and such farmers' bank shall provide the interest to the Treasury
Department of the Goverument to meet that of any bonds iasied by the
Goverument of Canada for the redemption of such notes.

He said : In order to explain thoroughly to the House the
object of the resolutions I desire to move it is necessary to
refer briefly to our present banking system. I first point
ont that our present banking system, under certain circum-
stances, is utterly insufficient to meet the business require-
ments of the people of this country, and the result is that
at certain periods large failures occur, attended by disas-
trous consequences to our industrial prosperity. The lend-
ing capacity of our banks as at present constituted depends
upon the amount of the deposits, as well as upon the finan-
cial basis of their circulation. It also depends upon the amount
of exchange that is called for to meet our foreign exchanges,
and it also further depends upon the amount of money that
the banks bave out on speculation in foreign countries. So
it l very easy to see that just at the time when there is a
failure of the crops, or a succession of failures of the crops
of the Dominion and our exporte decline, and when the
people require financial accommodation, our banks fail to
afford it. It becomes absolutely necsssary for their own
existence to withdraw the amount of accommodation, and
the result is that we are obliged to borrow money to a larger
extent from abroad. At this particular time the wholesale
merchants are obliged to press the retail merchant, and they
in turn prose their customers, who are very largely of the
agriculturalclass.Notonly does thatoccur with respect tothe
merchants but also in regard to every other class of the
industrial community. The banks are obliged to withdraw
their accommodation not only from the mrchante but from
the manufacturers, and the result is that our manufacturing
establish ments are obliged to reduce the number of their
employees and thus bring much suffering and hardehip
upon the working classes. What occurred in 1875 and 1876
may be stated in illustration. In 1875 the discounts of the
banks in Canada were $82,000,000,and in 1876, $141,000,000.
Up to January, 1876, the banka were obliged to withdraw to
the enormous extent of $29,000,000, the amount of credit
they afforded to the people. What was the effect of the
withdrawal of that credit by the banks ? A succession of
failures, which led to the hard times and depression which
the people so well recollect. In 1875 there were failures in
Canada to the amount of 830,000,000; in 1876, 625,500,000 ;
in 1878, 818,000,000; in 1879, $26,000,000, making a total in
those four years of 8125,000,000, which failures were caused
to a verylarge extent by the withdrawal oforedit by the banks.
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Now, Sir, I think it is not necessay to dwell much longer
upon that point. I think I have made it pretty clear to this
flouse that under our present banking system insufficient
accommodation is given at times when there is a failure of
crops, or, in other words, at the very time when the people
of Canada require to borrow money. And, Sir, this very
time is the harvest of the money usurer. At this time, when
the banks are not able to afford the accommodation which is
necessary, the money usurers of the country extort from
the agricultural classes enormous rates of interest. That is
not the case when the banks are able to affor.d the necessary
accommodation; then we find that the rates of interest are
moderate and possibly not exorbitant, as at the present day,
when we are not suffering from any very serious depres-
sion, the rates of interest are not very extortionate on first-
class mortgage security. But, Sir, so soon as the time of
depression comes, so soon does the rate of interest go up
and mortgages are placed on the real estate of our country
at very high rates of interest. I think it is not necessary
to point out at any great length how important it is
to give to our agricultural classes money at as low a
rate as possible. It is acknowledged by all that the main
source of the wealth of the peoplesof this country, is that
derived from agricultural pursuits, and that every other
class lives, thrives, and as it were, has its whole being in
the success of agriculture. But, Sir, when I point out the
fàct that we have to compete in agricultural products with
other countries at a very great disadvantage ; when we find
that other countries are able to offer to the agriculturists
money at a very low rate of interest, compared with our
own ; when we consider that our farmers have to compete
with the farmers of the world, including those of India and
Egypt, who are now becoming formidable competitors
with the farmers of Canada in providing the breadstuffs
of the world, I think this should be sufficient to impress
the flouse with the very great importance of giving serious
attention to this matter. We know, Sir, that under the
present system, private banks as well as private individuals
extort an enormous rate of interest, and by their operations
they actually cause an inability to a certain ex-
tent on the part of the banks to accommodate
the business public, because the mode. in which
they are carried on is to borrow money from the banks
and then lend it out again to the farmers and others at
extortionate rates of interest. Now, Sir, it is proposed on
these resolutions to found a Bill for the incorporation of
farmers' banks that will do away with many of these evils.
This matter is not only important to the agriculturists, but
it is important to every industrial class in Ganada. There
is not a man in Canada who lives by his own exertions who
is not living by an income derived either from the interest
on money or from some other settled income, and all the
industrial classes of Canada dependent for their livelibood
upon their own exertions will be benefitted by anything
which will lessen the rate of interest. I shall draw the
attention of this Hlouse to what are the rates of interest in
other countries, and what has been done in this direction
in other countries. Before doing so, however, I wish to
allude to the serious effect of this constant draining of
money from Canada to other countries to pay the interest
on the -money we borrow. It is a well-known fact that
money borrowed at 5 per cent. interest will, in fifteen or
eighteen years at the outside, pay. the whole of the prin-
cipal borrowed, and yet the principal remains owing, so it
is very easy to see that it is not only what we borrow that
causes this depletion, but it is the drainage of specie from
our country to pay the interest upon our own indebtedness.
Now, Sir, Ishalljust point ont how I propose to formulate
a measure to remedy these evils, and I shall trouble the
House to listen while I read a few of the clauses of the
Bill I have based on the resolutions now before the House.
Clause 6 is as follows:

Mr. OaRToI.

The paid-up stock in such banks, in addition to gold and Dominion
of Canada notes and bonds, may consist of first mortgages or liens upon
improved farm lande to one-half the value thereof, verified by the certifi-
cate of the proper municipal officers of the municipality in which the said
lands are situated, and also accompanied by an abstract or other certi-
ficate of title satisfactory to any law officer the Governor in Council
may appoint for the purposes of this Act.

Then yen will see that by this mode mortgages are made
convertible into a circulating medium, and to that extent
we shall, by the adoption of this principle, have money
created in our own country to a very great extent, and
based upon the very best of securities-just as good a
security as the specie which now forma the basis of the cir-
culation in our ordinary banks. When we look at what the
amount of specie the banks of Canada hold to-day, we find
that there is only some $6,772,957 of specie held by the
whole of the banki of this Dominion, while they have a cir-
culation to the amount of $29,845,735. So, Sir, it must be
apparent te all that the basis of the circulation which I
propose under this Bill is far more secure than the basis of
the circulation of our banks as now chartered. Sir, I think
I have another mode of proving that it is a sound basis, for
to-day our loan societies borrow money in this very way.
They issue their own bonds and sell the bonds on the basis
of the mortgages they hold in the old country, and in that
roundabout way obtain the money te lend te the farmers of
this country, charging them therefor very large rates of
interest. The object of this Bill is te create funds in our
own country, and te the extent of what can be absorbed in
circulation throughout the country, les the amount of
interest that we pay outside capitalists. The 7th clause
provides :

The Treasury Board, upon having satisfactory evidence that the
required capital of any bank is subscribed for and paid up In manner
aforeaid, shal issue and pay over to such bank Dominion of Canada
legal tender notes to the amount of such mortgage liens, gold or
Dominion bonds, which the bank may deposit in the bande of the
Receiver-General, such legal tenders to be marked so as to designate
the particular farmere' bank to which they have been issue 1.

The 8th clause provides:
Such legal tender notes shall be redeemable in bonds or debentures

issued by the Government of Canada, and hereinafter called 'Dominion
of Canada land bonds,' bearing interest at the rate of not more than 4
per cent. per annum, for sumo of from $10 up to $500 eaeh, and such
issue of land bonds shall only be made when and as the Treasury
Department is called upon to redeem notes issued to farmers' banks, and
éach farmera' bank shall be liable for the interest on such bonds equal to
the amount of the notes circulated by said bank, which are presented to
the Treasury Department for paymen t.

The 1lth clause provides :
The banks incorporated under this Act shall not be empowe:ed to

issue or circulate their own notes, but only Dominion legal tender notes,
coin, and notes of chartered banks."

The 12th clause provides:
Farmers' banke may loan money on improved farm lands only on

first mortgage security thereof, np to one-half of the value, and charg-
ing therefor at a rate of interest not exceeding 5 per cent. per annum,
payable half-yearly ; and also may discount or grant loans upon endorsed
farmers' notes at short dates, up to six months, and charging interest
thereon at the rate of not more than 7 per cent. per annum, and in no
case exceeding the sum of $600 to the same party or parties.

The 13th clause provides:
That a sinking fund consisting of 1 per cent. of the accrued interest

on mortgage loans shall be set aside every year for the purpose of redeem-
ing bonds chargeable against any such bank incorporated under this
Act; and that a certain number of the said bonds shall be redeemed by
drawing at the end of each five years, by the accumulations of such sink-
ing fund, and the benefit thereof divided amongst a certain number of
the borrowers by drawing or otherwise.

That is, the profits are distributed amongst the borrowers on
the mutual plan. There is another clause te which I wish te
draw the attention of the louse, in reference te the settling
up of our wild lande in the North-West:

l order to facilitate the settlement of Government lands, any such
farmere' bank may, as a branch of its business, provide settlers on such
lands with loans of money as requirea up to $600, such money to be spent
on the improvement Of such lands, or providing the support of settlers
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while they are making improvements, to the satisfaction of the Govern-
ment Inspeetor of Homesteads; and any such loan shall be a first charge
or claim against such lande and take precedenoe of any Government
laim thereon, providing always that in case of such settler abandoning

such lands it shall be incumbent upon the farmers' bank so aiding suc
settler to have such lands again oecupied, or otherwise 'secure that the
improvements made thereon are not allowed to become valuelesu by non-
usage; andin ordér to provide the cost of such extra responibility
assumed by such banks, it shall be lawful to charge for any such loans,
interot at the rate of 8 per cent. per annum.
I think this clause is a very important one. It is well
known that the number of people who have sufficient cap-
ital to take them to that country, and to enable them to
takre up lande and to commence farming operations, is very
small; and it will be a very long time before that country
is settled unless some other means than at present exist are
employed to bring into that country strong, able-bodied
farm laborers, both from old Canada and from other coun-
tries. There are any number of people in the world of the
right class to build up that country and to make it wealthy
and prosperous; and I think if some suoh mode as that
which I have suggested in my Bill were adopted, it would
not be long before we had that country occupied by millions
of thriving settlers. I wish to point ont how important
it is, too, that the settlers should be settled
together as thickly as possible. I think there can be no
doubt, from the experience we have had in old Canada, that
the froSts which occasionally affect the crops of the North-
West, as they formerly affected the crope of Ontario, would
be avoided almost entirely by the settlers being closer
together and a larger area of land being brought under
cultivation in any particular district. The districts where
frosts were formerly prevalent in Ontario were large
swampy tracts, which were covered with trees, which pre-
vented the heat of the sun being absorbed by the soil As
soon as the timber in those swamps was burned out and
the swamps were cleared and dried, the frosts in those par-
ticular localities became a trouble of the past. I maintain
that the same thing will occur in the North-West as soon
as the settlers are closer together and a larger area
of land is ploughed up, so that the the heat of
the sun can be absorbed by the earth and given
out again at night, so as to prevent the frost injur.
ing the grain. Any one travelling in the North.West
can verify tbat for himself. In any summer night, when he
drives from the prairie grass on to ploughed land, he gels
into a new climate, owing to the warmth. Therefore it is
important that we should encourage settlers to settle more
closely together in that country. Now, Sir, the principle
of the Bill that I have drafted upon these resolutions is not
a new principle. It is simply proposed to couvert securi-
ties on land into negotiable hecurities. Baring conceived
the idea, from the uccess of Government funds, of creating
a similar species of land stock, or turning mortages on land
into stock transferable in every way like public funds.
Associations were organised on this plan in various modes
in Silesia, ln 1770 ; in Brandenburg, in 17771; in Pom-
erania, in 1781; in Hamburg, in 1782; in West Prussia,
in 1787; in Buast Prussia, in 188; in Lunenburg, in 1791;
Schleswig-H]lstein, in 1811; Mecklenburg, 1812; Posen,
1822; Poland, 1825; Wurtemburg, 1827, Kalmburg,
Grnbenhazen and Hilchesheim, 1826; Hesse Cassol, West
phalia, Gallicia, Hanover and Saxony, about 1840. Some
are private associations and some are State or Provincial
associations. Société de Pomerania founded in 1781 with
an advance from Frederick II of 200,000 thalers. The
company created negotiable bonds at 3 per cent. and 3
per cent., payable half-yearly. These bonds are from à
thalers upwards. Money is loaned at 4j; and there was in
circulation no less than $55,602,844 in 1837 of these
bonds which were above par. Ruassia: Banque de Crédit sys-
tem founded in 1818 by Alexander, who also advanced some
funds for its organisation. The borrower pays 4 per
cent. and something for expenses and for a

sinking fund, in all about 5 per cent. Bonds are
received by the Government at their nominal value.
Wurtemburg, founded in 18Z7. Loans money, as well as
negotiable bonds, at 3 per cent. interest, j per cent, for cost
of management and 1 per cent, for sinking fund, by which
the loan is redeemed in forty-eight years. They lend
only on firet mortgages up to half the value. The bor.
rower pays half-yearly and six weeks, before the half-year.
Ie can pay any part of his debt at any time by paying 10
per cent. additional on what he desires to pay. In 1846 the
company had bonds in circulation to the amount of 11,936,-
930 francs, which stood at a premium of 12 per cent.
France : the marvellous effects of Crédit Foncier were
long unknown in France. In 1820 the mortgage debt in
France was 8,863,894,965 francs; 1840, 12,544,096,600
francs, and continued to increase up to the Revolution of
1848. leavy rates of interest prevailed. Many estimated
the usual interest on mortgages at 12 per cent. Crédit
Foncier was brought before the notice of France in 1835
firat, and in 1845 M. Royer received a commission to go to
Germany and study their mechanism ; but little was done,
and the sufferings of the agriculturists were very severe.
Louis Napoleon studied the Crédit Foncier, and desired to
introduce it into France. He appointed a commission, and
himself presided at the meetings. lu 1852, a decree au.
thorising the formation of such institutions, was published.
M. Wolowski, who had long labored in the cause, formed a
company, which afterwards resulted in the bank called the
" Crédit Foncier de F-ance," which received a subvention
of 10,000,000 francs from the State. In 1853 the land bonds in
circulation amounted to 22,099,600 francs. At the end of
1861 they were 259,148,200 francs. The dividends per share
were 15 per cent. The Crédit Mobilier, a species of bank de.
signed to promote industrial enterprises of all sorts-rail-
ways, canals, docks, mines, gas, &c.-was established in
France in 1852, and subscribed largely to the Crédit Fon-
cier. This bank assumed a bold speculative policy, and
subscribed to railways not only in France but in Austria
and other countries, subscribed to the loan to carry on
Russian war, and to various other loans of the French Gov.
ernment. The extrordinary success of this bank deter-
mined the directors to issue a paper currency. This was
represented by the investments they had made irn stocks,
shares, &c. ; and I may say, in passing, that this is ex.
actly the speculative and dangerous character of our bank
paper money. It is represented not by gold in their vaults,
but by the accommodation paper of their customers, and a
very small comparative amount of gold, which is decreasing
every day instead of inereasing. This was virtually the
case with the Credit Mobilier in France, and led to
the wildest speculation, to immense dividends for a
time, and finally to disaster. The Government finally
prohibited the creation of its paper obligations. I
have read this in order to show what led to disaster in
France. There is no possibility of such disasters occur-
ring under the proposal I have laid before the House, as
they were in France brought about by the banks engaging
in ail sorts of speculative enterprises, disastrous in their
nature. There may be many arguments used against this
Bill, especially by loan societies. In talking about this
matter oulside this House, I have been told it 'is utterly
useless to pretend to introduce such a Bill and succeed in
passing it, on account of the great influence of the banks
and loan societies over the members of the louse. I did
not believe, nor was I ever intimidated by any such state-
ment. I believe the members are independent enougb, at
any rate, to do what they feel is in the interest of the peo-
ple, and I trust that this fouse will seriously consider this
important question, and, at least, provide some means by
whioh the industrial classes shall obtain money
at cheaper rates. It may be argued that it
would be very unfair to the loan societies, because
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they have entered into obligations with foreign money
lenders; but that objection is utterly without foundation, as
these societies eau, if they like, convert themselves into
farmers' banks, and go into operation under this Act, and
can gradually pay back to the foreign capitalists the money
due. They will not, therefore, be put to any disadvantage,
except that they may not be able to create such an enor-
mous amount of wealth for their shareholders as they have
in the past, which accumulations have been taken out of the
bard earnings of the agricultural and other industrial
classes. It is in order to obviate this evil that I introduce
this Bill. As far as the banks are concerned, this proposal
does not interfere with their business at all; they are still
at liberty to carry on their own operations, except in this
one particular, that I propose, under this system, to change
the character of their circulation, or, at Ieast, that there
shall be power given to change its character, if difficulties
arise, by the following clause:-

In order to obviate any difficulty arising from the chartered banks
calling on the Government to redeerm in gold or its equivalent anynotes
issued by the Government to farinera' banks, it shall be in the power of
the Government to call for an estimate of the value to said chartered
banks of the privilege of issuing their own circulation to the termination
of their charters, and arrange with such banks for the surrender of the
aforesaid privilege, which valuation, together with the amount of
circulation they are entitled to issue, and which they thus surrender,
shall be paid them in Dominion Government legal tenders.
The object of that clause is to prevent the ordinary
banks from cornering, as it were, the issue of farmers'
banks, and creating difficulty with the Government of
the country; and it bas another object, which is that
we shall have one medium of circulation. It is a
very inconvenient and expensive system at present. If
any gentleman in Ontario happens to have inhis pos.
session the note of a bank in British Columbia, he is
obliged to pay 5 per cent., no matter how good the bank is,
in order to get the note cashed, and so with regard
to banks in the other Provinces. That is a great inconve-
nience and ought to be done away with. With regard to
an argument which may be used that the effect of this
banking system will be to cause inflation, I think that fear
is aiso groundless, because the very mode by which this
money is circulated is actually a perfect weather-glass of
the requirements of the people of this country. Farmers
will not borrow money on their lard unless tbey require it,
and it is only when they have failed in their crop or desire
money to carry over their crop and pay their debts that
they will borrow money ; and therefore, instead of causing
inflation, it will only regulate the money which is in circula.
tion for the various industrial classes of this country. I do
not know that it is necessary for me to dwell at any greater
length upon these resolutions, but I trust that the House
will resolve itself into committee and pass these resolutions,
so that the Bill can be introduced iuto the House and
brought in the ordinary manner before the Banking and
Commerce Committee.

Mr. HESSON. On a former occasion I bad the pleasure
of seconding a similar motion to that now before the
House, and I1again express my entire sympathy with" the
object in view. The resolutions speak, I think, very
strongly to the common sense of those who profes, not
only in this louse but outside of this House, to sympathise
with and speak for the farmers. We are very free, indeed,
when we are mixing and mingling with that class of the
people of Canada, to express our sympathy with them; and
we are here to-day, I presume, not to allow a matter like
this to pass the House without any consideration, as on a
former occasion it was treated in that way. I sympathise
with my friend in te herculean task he has taken upon
himself, knowing how impossible it is for him or any other
private member of the House to succeed unless he
has not only the ear but the heart of the
Ministers with him. There is very much te commend_

Mr. ORToN.

these resolutions to the good sense of the members of this
Louse. In reference to the clause which expresses the de-

sirability of the Government assuming the issue of all paper
money in Canada, I venture to say that, if a vote was taken
of the people of Canada, outside of the bank directors and
stockholders, nine-tenths of the people would favor such a
proposition. It bears upon its face the evidence of common
sense, and I venture to say there is not an intelligent person
in Canada who can hesitate to accept such a circulation. In
order to pursue such a course, I presume it would be neces-
sary to withdraw the circulation of the chartered banks,
and I suppose that time would have to be given for that to
be done. That, no doubt, would in itself involve a very
great battle, because there are great interests involved, and
they would stand up for the rights granted to them by Acts
of Parliament ; but this House, as I understand, has re-
served to itself the right of reviewing their course from
time to time, and it would be unfair, if the requirements of
the public should demand that the course should be changed
in the future and that the privilege should be withdrawn
which has been given to the banks in the past, to refuse to
take that course. I have before me an instance of this.
I have here a bill issued by a bank which, I believe, has
ceased to act under its charter, and which, I believe, is re-
deeming its paper at about 40 cents on the dollar. I speak
of a Prince Edward Island bank bill, which I came inf o
possession of innocently, and which I find is worthless to
me for purposes of trade. The mover of these resolutions
pointed out that the security that is proposed to be offered
for such a circulation is of the very best kind. We ail
know that it is even superior to specie when held by private
or chartered banks. No possible objection could be taken
to the character of such security-first mortgages upon the
best property in Canada, the real estate, the farmer's im-
proved farm, and only to the extent of 50 per cent. of its
actual or assessed value. No better security could be offered
upon which a circulation could be given to the people to do
the business of the country with. It is most unfortunate
that we have to point to the position of the chartered banks
in order to draw a contrast as to the stability of the two
positions, but it is only fair, and, as they are public property
in that sense, I think they ought to be able to stand the in-
vestigation which is called for in dealing with this matter.
Something less than $7,000,000 are held by the chartered
banks of Canada in the shape of specie, and their circulation
is in the neighborhood of 830,000,000, to say nothing about
the $60,000,000 held by the stockholders. Every man, I
presume, having an interest in bank stocks feels that he is
perfectly safe and secure. Well, I do not wish to disturb
that feeling at al], but it is to be remembered that these
institutions are conducted by directors who are themselves
not always free from criticism as to their moral and busi-
ness character and as to their integrity, and all these things
have to be considered by the Government and the publie.
How much more secure would an issue of paper money be
to the holders of that paper money. Looking at the advan-
tage arising to the whole country, from the circulation of
one single issue, it is easy to see how important it would be
to ail the taxpayers of Canada. The wear and tear, when
distributed over thirty or forty banks, each of which has to
provide its own steel plates *and engravings in getting out
its small circulation, gives them probably but very little
advantage, but as one great circulation in the hands of the
Government the advantage might be a very important
consideration to the country. I believe this matter is of
such imp nee that it is the duty of every member
of ths luse who represents an agricultural constituency
te eay a word on behalf of this measure, and if it is
notperfect, to assist in perfecting it. I have reason to believe
that there ie sufficient commen sense in this House to take
those resolutions, and the Bill of my hon. friend, and shape
it in Suci a way as to meet not only all the requirements of
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the farmers, but of ail the business and commercial intereati
of this country. The latter are a very large clas, indeed
and I presume the Minister of finance will look upon this
matter as a very radical one on the part of an ordinary mem
ber of this Louse, who makes such demands.upon the Gov-
ernment as we nake in the interests of the farmers of
Canada. But those who have lived amongst the farmers
and who know the difficulties they have ocoasionally to
encounter, who know how often they are compelled to go
to those who have money to lend, know that they are not
in a position to borrow on so advantageous terms as the com-
mercial mon, and, therefore, we ought to feel a great sym-
pathy with the object in view in those resolutions. I will
not detain the louse, as I am not feeling as well as I would
like te, but I muet say that I trust there are gentlemen in
this ouse who not only sympathise with farmers in this
matter but will assist in preparing a measure in their inter-
est. I know this Bill can be perfected, I know the security
is good, and I am satisfied the Governmont are the only
parties who ought to Issue a circulation for the people of
this country. I am satisfied, also, that the publie in Canada
and out of it would accept such a circulation without a
single doubt as to its worth and safety. I have very mach
pleasure in seconding the motion of my hon. friend.

Mr. SPROULE. I think the hon. member for Centre
Wellington (Mr. Orton) deserves the commendation of the
people of this country for his untiring efforts to devise
some scheme wheroby the large class known as the agricul-
turists of this country may get their money on botter terms
than they are doing to.day. It 'is a weil-known fact that
the peculiarity of their calling is such that the roturns
come in only once a year, and consequently they are not
able to pay as high a rate of interest as those who are
engaged in other lines, and who reap returns three, or four,
or more times a year. It is also well known to those who
have carried on farming operations, or who are at all
acquainted with them, that the agriculturist who has to pay
a higher rate of interest than 4 or 5 per cent. out of the
proceeds of his farm muet ultimately find it a failure,
because the profits in that line will not warrant him in pay-
ing more. Now, this scheme seems to be surrounded by
many difficulties, and a cursory examination of it would
seem to indicate that it was impracticable. Still,
I believe that it may be possible to devise some scheme
whereby that large class would receive the benefit of.get-
ting money at a lower rate of interest, and getting it on
oasier terms, and thereby be enabled to carry on their farm-
ing operations botter than they do to-day. Again, it is a
well-known fact that monetary institutions of a somewhat
similar character have been established in other countries.
The hon. member for Centre Wellington has cited several
cases where institutions of this nature have been estab-
lished and successfully carried on. Now, what has been done
in other countries can be done here, and if the system has
proven a success elsewhere, why may it not be a success
here ? Therefore I think it is deserving of our attention,
and if this scheme is a crude one, perhaps it might be well to
appoint a committee of a number of members of this House
to look into the question with a view of devising sorme means
to overcome the difficulty under which the agriculturists of
this country are to-day. The merchant may apply to a bank
and by endorsed notes raise what money lie requires, but
it is not so with the farmers. Farmers, as a rule, are not
like business mon, and their business does not enable them
always to make money, or to have at hand at all times the
security they need te raise it without a great deal of trouble
and annoyance, and many times when it would be advan-
tageous to them to have a little money, they are unable to
get it on account of the restrictions that are imposed by
those monetary institutions to which they are now obliged
to apply. As to whether farmers' banks could be estab-
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a lished, I am not prepared to say; as to whether it would
, be advisable for the Dominion Government to issue all the

circulation of the country, I am not prepared to say; but
. I do believe that some scheme may ho devised whereby the
- agriculturists of this country should get their money at a
f lower rate of interest, and on terms that would be much

more favorable to them and much more likely to enable
them to carry on their operations with success to them-

i selves and with profit to the country.
- Mr. McMULLEN. The question that has been brought
- before the louse by the hon. gentleman for Centre Wel-

lington (h&r. Orton), is one of great importance, and I shall
be glad, indeed, to give him any assistance in my power,
as a humble member of this louse, to secure from tbis
Dominion monev at a less rate of interest on behalf of the
farmers than tbey are paying for it at present. I, believe
the farming industry of this country deserves the serious
consideration of every member of this House. It is, after
all, the most important industry, and if we can by any
means, snob as suggested by the hon. member for Contre
Wellington, secure to them the means of getting money at
a cheaper rate than they are now paying, I am sure it
would be the duty of every member of this Hlouse to second
the effort of the hon. gentleman. At the time the hon.
gentleman introduced this measure last year, I was in doubt,
and I was somewhat afraid, it could not be successfully car-
ried out. I was rather inelined to think that, perhaps, the
system ho proposed could not be very well carried out.
However, I am glad to second bis efforts in any way I ean,
in order to bring it into operation, and if it will be the
means of securirg to the agriculturists of this country
money at a less rate of interest than they are now paying,
it will undoubtedly be a blessing to them. My belief is
that the farmers should be placed in a position
where they can borrow money at a much less rate than
they have been paying the last number of ycars. I have to
express the regret myself that the institutions from which
the farmers have been borrowing money for years, have
been placed in a position to take advantage of the farmers,
who, in many cases, have been misled and decoived, and
have been called upon to pay rates of interest far in excess
they should have been able to borrow for. I am one of
those prepared to say that we should have a usury law. I
believe somewhat in a usury law. I should think that when
a man gots into such a financial position that ho is able to
manage his own affairs and lend the balance of his means
to his neighbor, it is only right that his neighbor should be
protected from exorbitant rates. However, that is not alto-
gether in accord with the lino that has been struck out by
the hon. member for Centre Wellington. If the banking
system euggested would, when put into operation, prove
advantageous to the farmers, which I hope would be the case,
it would receive my cordial and hearty support. I am pre
pared to do everything in my power to perfect the Bill
which the hon. member intends to introduce, and when it
comes up I will do anything to assist to bring it to a
successful issue.

Mr. McLELAN. Tho proposition which has been made
by the hon. member (Mr. Orton) is very wide in its opera-
tion and is of very considerable importance, as affecting the
whole of the circulation of the country. I regret the cir.
cumstances which caused my absence from the House dur-
ing the remarks of the mover of the resolutions. The ques-
tion of the change proposed requires very careful consid-
eration. I have had conversation with a number of the
principal bankers upon the matter of a Dominion issue of
notes, making the circulation of notes entirely a Dominion
one, and I have gathered the opinions of a number of them.
The Government is not yet prepared to come to a decision
upon the matter, but it is anxious to gather the opinions of
the country, of the House and of the banking institutions.
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I think no harm, but perhaps some good, might arise from
a free discussion of the question before the Banking Con-
mittee and in the House. If the House or the Government
wore to be considered in any way committed to the prin-
ciple of the resolution, if that.course were followed, I would
desire that the debate be adjourned in order that I might
have before me the arguments that the mover used before
considering them and replying to them. But it romains
for the House to say whether the matter might not be
allowed to go before the Banking Committee where it could
be fully discussed, without it being considered that the
House is committed to the principle of the resolution. If
such were the understanding I would have no objection to
the matter going before the Banking Committee where it
might be fully discussed, otherwise I would move the
adjournment of the debate.

Mr. BLAKE. I think the first suggestion of the Finance
Minister is the more accurate one. As the hon. gentleman
was unable to be presont to hear the remarks of the mover
I think the debate should be adjourned, and a question so
vital, comprehensive and important should not be referred
to the Banking and Commerce Committee before there has
been a full and exhaustive debate in this louse.

Mr. ORTON. This subject has been brought before the
House on the present occasion for the second time, and
there never seems to be any intention on the part of the
flouse to discuss it. I cannot willingly consent to the pro-
position to adjourn the debate. The order would, under such
eircumstances, not be reached before the end of the Session,
and the Banking Committee would not have an opportunity
to carefully consider the character of the Bill. I hope the
House will allow this Bill to go before the Committee,
which is the proper place for it, to be carefully considered
and discussed. There can be no doubt that thie is an abstract
question and one that can be more properly discussed
there than before the House. After it bas been considered
by the Committee it would come before the House and then
discussed by it. I hope the Government will see the pro-
priety of allowing the Bill to go before the Banking and
Commerce Committee.

Sir RECTOR LANGEVIN. I really believe it would be
better that this matter should not be deferred by moving
the adjournment of the debate, but that the motion should
be adopted, of course without prejudice. It will be under-
stood that the principle of the Bill will be voted on only
when the report of the Banking Committee comes back to
this House. When we shall have the labors of that com-
mittee before us, their report and the evidence taken,
the flouse will thon be in a position to consider the whole
matter. This is the second time the hou. gentleman has
brought the matter before the House. Last year the House
could not take it up as it was too jate in the Session ; but, as
the hon. gentleman has come early in the present Session, I
think it would ho fair to the hon. member that the resolu-
tion should pass through the committee, that ho should in-
troduce his Bill, and on the motion for the second reading
the Bill should be sent pro form' to the Committee on
Banking and Commerce, and thon the committee would
consider the matter and evidence taken upon it, and re-
port. Afterwards we would be able to take up the matter
and decide whother the Bill so reported should go through
the House or be deferred another year.

Mr. VAIL. It seems to me this is a very important
matter, and as the Government has had at least one year
to consider it, they should be now in a position to an-
nounce what they intend to do in regard to it. They have
a majority in this House and on the Banking Committee,
and if they choose to take the responsibility of endorsing
the Bill sO far as to send it to the committee, they must
take the responsibility. For my own part I quite agreo

Mr. MvLILAt.

with the position taken by the leader of the Opposition.
The debate should be adjourned, and if the Government re-
quire further information, they should obtain it; but at all
events the resolution should be fully discussed in the
House before it is sent to the committee.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I trust the Government
will tell the House and the country what they propose to do
on a question of this great importance. Questions of this
magnitude, involving a total change in the whole banking
and financial system of the country, ought not to be de-
cided upon or appear to be decided by this House in any
particular way without prejudice. The Government of
this country are called upon to instruct and lead the
House in such a matter. If they approve of
the principle without committing themselves to the
details of the hon. gentleman's Bilt, thon it is perfectly
right to send it to the Banking and Commerce Committee.
But according to the practice and all precedent it ought not
to be sent there unless the House is convinced that the
principle of the hon. gentleman's resolution is a desirable
one, and should be shaped into a Bill. Are we to waste
the time of the Banking Committee-bocause there will be
a very long discussion-for days and days in trying to set-
tle the details of the measure, and thon find the Govern-
ment are opposed to the principle of it ? I do not think it
is a question that can, with any propriety, be referred to a
committee comprising forty or fifty members only out of
211. It is a question of first rate magnitude, and I cannot
understand how hon. gentlemen opposite can possibly
absolve themselves from the grave responsibility which they
will incur if they appear to sanction the principle of this
measure without having given due consideration to all the
important consequences involved in it.

Motion agreed to; and House resolved itself into Com-
mittee on resolutions.

(In the Committee.)
On resolution 3,
Mr. M ILLS. I should like if the promoter would

explain how lie expects parties to invest capital in these
banks at 5 per cent. interest, when under the National
Policy, which the bon, gentleman supports, they can get so
much higher a rate for their money when otherwise
invested.

Mr. ORTON. All I can say is, that after having given
the matter very careful consideration, I have come to the
conclusion that there is a fair prospect for any farmers'
bank established under the principles of the Bill, and that
farmers who are not obliged to borrow, but have their farms
clear of encumbrances, will be easily induced to become
stockholders in these banks, because by putting mortgages
in them they eau become the possessors of legal tender
notes, based on the credit of the Dominion of Canada.
There would be only that amount of interest payable that
results from the number of notes of tbat character that are
presented at the Treasury Department for redemption, and
only upon the amount sufficient for the redemption of those
notes. For that reason I think there is every inducement
not only to farmers, but to capitalists and men of means to
commence operations and lend their money on proper
security. I think it will have the effect of increasing the
benefits which Canada bas already derived from the National
Policy, and that it is a fitting addition to that policy which
the people of Canada have adopted.

Mr. MIL LS. The hon. gentleman has not yet made clear
what inducement there is to a farmer to take stock in a
bank in which the rate of interest is limited to 5 per cent.
rather than to invest in other institutions where a higher
rate is paid. Thon it is provided that the period of accom-
modation will be much longer than in the ordinary banks,
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and therefore the rate of profit will necessarily be less, and
that being the case, the hon. gentleman should explain how
ho expects farmers to take stock in these banks rather than
in other banking institutions where the rate of interest is
higher and less restrictions placed upon them. Thon the
hon. gentleman knows that, under the arrangement ho has
snggested, the dividends will be very much less than in
the ordinary banking institutions, even at the same rate of
interest.

Mr. LANkDERKIg. It appears to me that the hon. gen-
tleman is not quite serions with regard to this Bill. He
pretends to be acting in the interest of the fariners by com-
pelling them to mortgage their farms and raise capital with
which to carry on a banking business, and thon he will allow
them only 5 per cent. interest. He gives them the privi.
lege of mortgaging their farms to get capital to stock these
banks and thon ho strikes a blow at the farming interests
of this country by legislaLi ng against them and providing
that they shall not charge more than 5 per cent. interest.
If this is legislation in the interest of the farmers, I think
the farmers should know it, and wake up to their interests.
Some time ago the hon. gentleman pretended to legislate in
the interests of the farmers. At that time wheat was $1.50
per bushel, and under his benefioent legislation, it is now
75 cents a bushel. To-day the farmers can get 6,7 or 8 per
cent. for their money, but ho wants to legislate so that
they will only get 5. Why, Sir, it is a direct slap in
the face to the farming community. As I represent
a large farming community, everything intended to
benefit them shall have my hearty and cordial support.
I believe farming is the foundation of the success of the
country, and every restriction should be taken away from
that industry; but why the hon. member sbould propose to
limit the farmer to charging 5 per cent. while ho allows the
loan companies and the banks to charge 8 or J per cent.
and then .clain to be the friend of the farmer, I cannot
understand. If the farmers are going to mortgage their
farms, they should be allowed to mortgage them for what-
ever money they can raise. I should like the hon. gentle.
man to be serions in this matter; it is too important to trifle
with the agricultural constituencies. I stand here as the
representative of a farming constituency and as the son of
a farmer, and I do not like to see the farming interests
treated as they are now proposed to ho treated. I should
like the Governmont te pronounce on this measure. It is
said that it is going to change the whole banking systom of
the country. I think i Ltis an insult to the farmers that they
should be bound down to charge only 5 per cent. when you
allow others to charge as high a rate of interest as the
money will fetch.

Mr. ORTON. In reply to the hon. momber for Bothwell
(Mr. Milis) I would say that by this measure a farmer with
an improved farm can mortgage it without paying interest
by placing it in the hands of the Treasury Department,
while loaning his money at 5 per cent. With regard to the
remarks of the hon. member for South Grey (ir. Landerkin)
who has attempted to cast ridicule on this attempt to
benefit the farming interest of the country, I would inform
him that this Bill is more in the interest of the farmers who
borrow money than the usurers, and when ho goos back to
his constituents, I think he will find that they will not
allow him to come back an't cst ridicule on anything that
is introduced for their benefit. If ho says it is of ho bene5t
to the farming interest to get money at 5 per cent. his head
must be very thick. It must ho patent to every man in
this House, as well as outside of this louse, that it would
be an immense boon to this country to get the rate of
interest reduced, it would enable ail our industries to com-
pote with the industries of the world at a greater advantage.
The farmers will still have an opportunity of loaning money
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at higher rates if they can find customers to borrnw from
them- at higher rates.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The hon. gentleman cannot con-
strue anything I said as casting ridicule on the farmer;
but the manner in which ho introduces this measure
is, I say, a direct insult to the farmers of this
country. Ho does not treat the matter as if ho were serions.
Do yon suppose the far mers I represent do not understand
this question better than that, or that they will misunder-
stand my position? If the hon. gentleman wants to do
what is right, lot him assail the big banking institutions,
but not compel farmers to loan money at the low rate of 5
per cent. This is to ridicule the farmers. This is class
legislation maIe in the interests of the chartered banks
against the farmers. I hope the hon. gentleman will not
settle this question as he did the price of wheat by bring-
ing it down from $1.50 to 75 cents.

Mr. HESSON. I think the hon. member for South
Grey does want to introduce something in the way of
ridicule, beoruse we supposed we had a question here at any
rate that was not to be treated on party grounds. The
hon. gentleman starts out by pointing to the efforts of the
Government, on a provious occasion, to benefit the people
of Canada-efforts which brought down wheat from 81 to
75 cents a bushel, which, I suppose, was the result of the
National Policy. There was no necessity of dragging in
such a far-fetched matter as that. The hon. gentleman
lives in au agricultural community, and, I suppose, the
greatest mistake they made was in sending him here. If
ho was as sincere as ho professes to be, in his desire to help
the farmers, ho would be able to see the benefit of this
scheme to the farmers, not only to the borrowers, but the
lenders. If a farmer has his property in real estate, which
lies inactive, and which represents to him say a value of
810,000, and ho mortgages it to the extent of one half its
value, ho becomes the possessor of bank stock to the extent
of $5,000, and he gots per cent. interest on his asset which
costs nothing. The hon. membr for Bothwell asks, why
not invest in the other banks that pay larger interests ? I
would like to ask him in what way they could get more
than they have invested, whether in specie or bank notes,
except by adopting the proposition of my non. friend. The
farm, which is, after al, the best security-better than a
bank bill or specie, because it romains after the specie is
gone-is perfectly safe and is earning 3 or 4 per cent.,
while the farmer has a mortgage on his farm for which he
does not pay one cent except the cost of the writing, and I
think the Bill should reduce the cost of even. that. Now,
let us see what, the advantage is to the unfôrtunate bor-
rower. I say it is sufficient inducement for any man who
owns good real estate in Canada, to invest in such a bank,
because ho gets interest at 4 per cent., which, on a mort-
gage of $5,000, represents $200 a year, over and
above all ho earns out of his farm, while he runs
no risk. His unfortunate neighbor who has not the
advantage of being free fron debt, or has a mort-
gage on his farm at 7 or 8 per cent., can go to that
institution and get relief by obtaining a loan at 5 per cent.
I think the limit is properly fixed at 5 per cent.; and I do
not think the hon. gentleman who gets up in this House
and urges that we should raise the rate of interest, will find
that to go very far with those who want to borrow. I
think there is a great deal in this measure to justify this
House in considering it fairly and honestly, not only in the
interest of the owner -of real estate who seeks to inveet, but
in the interest of the unfortunate man who has to borrow.
I think it is worthy of more serious consideration than ie
given to it by the hon, gentleman who gets up here and
says we are casting ridicule on the farmers of this country.
But the hon. gentleman wants to drag in hie paltry .politics
again.
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Mr. LANDERKIN. No, it is your paltry politics.
Hr. HESSON. It is not worthy of any gentleman

representing an agricultural constituency, to take such a
position. I can hardly imagine the hon. gentleman is sin-
cere, because hoeis usually very jokey ; he is usually full of
good amusing incidents, and I fancy ho was not sincere. If
ho wants more information my hon. friend will give him
ail ho wants, for his sole object is to have the intelligence
of the House drawn on this question.

Mr. LANDERKIN. This is a generous move in the
interests of the farmer. The Bill proposes that the farmer
may mortgage his farm; this mortgage may be deposited
with the Government. and ho take the chances of
a commercial speculation. The farmer may lose his
farm and be thrown out in the streets as the result
of a bad speculation. A society called the Grangers
has been formed by the farmers. In forming it,
did they propose to increase their facilities for credit ? No.
Their object was, on the contrary, to bring things to a cash
basis. The hon. member for Perth (Mr. Hes on) pretends
to speak for the farmers, I know not by what right. Be
cannot have studied this question or ho would know that the
objeet of the Grangers is not to extend credit, but to limit
it, and to reduce the farmers operations as much as possible
to a cash basis. That is what the farmers want. It is not in
their interest to get up a bank which will have the effect
of ruining perbaps ail those who engage in it, and thon
compel those men to lend at 5 per cent. only, when all the
other banks are allowed to charge what they eau get. The
thing is perfectly absurd. I can tell the hon. gentleman,
that the farmers understand their own business; they have
discussed this question in their Granges, and they have
fome to the conwolrqin fo do awav with the credit system
ass much as they possibly can. The amount paid by this
countiy to keep up the credit system, is a very heavy bur-
don on the community; through it we are obliged to keep
up a whole army of officiais, and to it many a farmer owes
his ruin.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. member for South Grey (Mr.
Landerkin) has the happy faculty of turning everything to
political account. The farming community, on learning
the lino of argument ho adopts in this case, may well ex-
claim: "Save me from my friend 1" They have, when com-
pelled to borrow money from the banks, to pay for it from
8 to 12 per cent. The banks usually charge 8 per cent.,
but as no money will be advanced for a longer time
than three months by the banks, the customers
have to pay compound interest on the capital
four times a year, snd this Billî s intended to
furnish the means whereby this difficulty will be met by
enabling the farmers to get money at 5 per cent. The hon.
member for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin) says why not com-
pel the banks to lend at 5 per cent.? That we have tried
unsuccessfully to do, and our want of success has shown
the necessity of devising some other means to meet the diffi-
culty, such as the one now proposed. The hon. gentleman
says the Grangers recognise the necessity of curtailing the
credit system and are endeavoring to establish a cash basis.
Does he believe that the Grangers could not carry on busi-
ness more successfully if they had the means of borrowing
money at cheaper rates than they can at present? But
the hon. gentleman says it is an injustice to the farmer to
compel him to lend at 5 per cent., when the bankse can
lend at what they like. There is no compulsion in the
matter. This Bill simply furnishes the means by which
the farmer can get money at 5 per cent., and thon invest it
in any way ho likes. The greatest benefit must resort to the
farming community inthe event of this scheme being worked
out sucoessfully. The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Mills) saye: If the farmers can raise money, why not
allow them to invest it in ordinary bank stock which

Mr. BESOoN.

realises a larger rate of interest ? But the farmers cannot
raise money without means being derised for raising it, and
this Bill will put it in their power to raise money on latent
capital, on which to-day they get no profit at ali. If
a farm is worth 81,000 and the farmer can raise $500
on it, for which he will get 5 per cent., that is $25 a
yeoar, ho will receive that on latent capital on which to-
day ho reahises nothing, and ho may invest the money
in any bank or in any other manner he chooses. This
proposal simply puts in the power of the farmer the
means to borrow, and I can tell the hon. member for
South Grey (Mr. Landerkin) that in his part of the
country the farmers have been obliged to borrow in days
past at from 15 to 18 per cent. Would it not ho much
botter for them if they could borrow at 5 per cent? I can
only say that, year after year, the hon. the mover of his
Bill (Mr. Orton) bas been struggling to obtain this boon
for the farming community, and I think his efforts deserve
commendation and not ridicule.

Mr. LANDERKIN. These resolutions have been before
the House trom year to year, for I do not know how many
years. If the hon. gentleman was serions, why did ho not
press them before? Re bas generally allowed them to go to
the second stage, ho has allowed the hon. member for East
Grey and others to say their few words, and then the Bill
disappeared; it was slaughtered at the end of each Session.
Its only object seemed to be to gain a little popularity for
its supporters and there it ended. This farce has been
carried on for years, and now the Government take the
unusual course of allowing the Bill to go to the Banking
and Commerce Committee without affirming the principle
of the measure. If there is anything to relievo the farmer,
I do not think it comes well out of the mouth of any hon.

'gentleman to say I will notbe as active and as alive to their
interests as those persons who boast they are the friends of
the farmer. They have a good way of showing it. They
want the farmer to îmortgage his farm in order to carry on
a banking business and to get 5 per cent. interest, while
they allow chartered banks to manage the banking busi-
ness and charge what interest they like. If these are the
friends of the farmers, I think the farmers will say:: "From
our friends, good Lord, deliver us."

Mr. ORTON. The hon. gentleman, I sce, has changed
ground somewhat.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I hope you will do the same.
Mr. ORTON. His attempt to ridicule has failed, and the

ridicule has been brought on his own head; and, when he
returns to the county of Grey, I have no doubt the farmers
there will teach him bis duty to his constituents, and that,
when such an important question as this comes up, ho will
not have again an opportunity to cast ridicule upon an
honest effort for their good.

.Mr. LANDERKIN. An honest effort, did you say ?
Mr. ORTON. When the hon. gentleman says I was

absolutely compelling the farmers to ask only 5 per cent.,
he is stating what is absolutely untrue.

Some hon. ME \IBERS. Order.
Mr. ORTON. I think I am perfectly in order.
Mr. LANDERKIN. 1 rise to a point of order. Will

you have the kindness, Mr. Chairman, to read the clause of
the Bill where 5 per cent. is to ho taken ?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. LANDERKIN. I wish, Mr. Chairman-
Mr. ORTON. I simply stated, Mr. Chairman -

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. CHI4IRMAN. The hon. member for'Wellington

(Mx. Orton) has a right to explain what ho said,
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Mr. LANDERKIN. Mr. Chairman-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order.
Mr. LANDERKIN. It is a point of order.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. ORTON. What I stated was that, if he said so, i

was not a statement of fact.
Mr. LANDERKIN. That is just the point.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order.
Mr. ORTON. It was not a statement of fact, because it

must have been made from an entire misconoeption of this
Bill. It is not what the Bill or the resolutions propose to
do, and the hon. gentleman evidently spoke as if he were
not familiar with the question under consideration, and
therefore I think, perhaps, it would have been better if he
had not made any remarks at ail. However, ho changed
his ground, and attempted to show that on former occasions
I had not pressed these resolutions as far as I possibly
could. I maintain that I have, on every occasion on which
I have brought them forward, pushed them as far as I pos.
sibly could, as far as the House would permit me to puish
them; and it is the leader of the hon. gentleman's own
party who is now trying to hamper the progress of those
resolutions.

Mr. BLAKE. No.

Mr. ORTON. He has attempted to place me in the
position in which I was placed before, and it is not the first
time that the leader of the Opposition has endeavored to
place impediments in the way of reducing the rates of
interest to the agriculturists of this country; but I am
glad to find that this Session the resolutions are likely to
advance a step further, and I hope they %will go so far as to
lead to the adoption of the Bill in some form, in order to
carry out what I have in view, which is to give facilities to
our farmers to carry on their business on a cash basis.
Reference has been made to the Grangers. This Bill will
be the means to enable the farmers to carry on their
business on a cash basis instead of asking credit from thoir
storekeepers, and being charged 8 per cent., compounded
every three months, which is the course usually adopted by
country merchants. This will enable them, if they have not
enough money from their crop to pay their store and other
bills, to borrow at a low rate money to pay cash, and
the result is that they will be able to buy their goods at a
cheaper rate, and will not have to pay the high rate of
interest which they have had topay in consequence of a
talse and injurious credit system.

Mr. MILLS. I think the hon. gentleman has not
explained some very serions features which are presented
by the resolutions before you. The hon. gentleman pro-
poses, by these resolutions, that the agricultural class of
the population shall have the right to mortgage their roal
estate to the extent of half its value, that the Government
shah issue notes to the half value of the property, and that
the property shall be liable to that amount. The hon. gen-
tleman assumes, ail through the observations that he as
made, that in no case can the land become liable, that ea ery
borrower is perfectjy good for the amount ho receives.
We know that icequuntly land changes its value. There
may be a destruction of buildings, or changes in trade, or
an alteration in the circumstances o the people in a partie-
ular district, which may diminish the value of the land by
more than haI' so that the amount for which the lands
imay be mortgaged may be greater than the cash value Of the
land at the particular time. Now, the parties who obtain mon-
ey ln this way may after all find that their lad is not worth

the amount of money they have received. What is to be the
effect? Is not the land of the rest of the oommunity, which is
mortgaged for half its value, liable for any loss austained ? Io
this the only banking institution in the world which is to
run no risks and is never to be liable to failure under any cir,
cumstanoes? The hon. gentleman has proposed a scheme
which resembles in some respects the national banking

t institutions of the United States, and yet we know that
many of those institutions have failed, and that those inter-
ested in them have lost all the capital they had invested.
It seems to me that, in a proposition so important and
serious as this, one which the hon. gentleman says is of
suclh vast consequence to the agricultural portion of the
community-I must say I do not quite agree with him
in that view, but assuming that his view is correct-
js it not perfectly plain that the hon. gentlemen who
sit on the Treasury benches are those who ought
to take charge of this measure, who ought to take
it into consideration, form an opnion upon it, and
guide the House in roference to it ? The Minister of Finance
and the Minister of Publie Works have abdicated their
functions in this matter, and placed the guidance of the
House in reference to it in the hands of the hon. gentleman
who has taken charge of this measure. i think we are
entitled to know what are the opinions of the Government
upon this question. The hon. gentleman has threatened
my hon. friend from Grey (Mr. Landerkin) on this matter.
He has undertaken to speak for his constituenta, and has
stated that they will desert him, and will disapprove of his
action on this subject, and that ho will not again ho returned
to this louse. The hon. gentleman, perhaps. cannot say as
much with regard to his own constituents. He may not b.
able to speak with as much confidence as to their views, as
he has spoken with regard to the constituents of my hon.
friend from Grey; but, if it is a matter of such importance
to the people of Grey-and I suppose to those in every
other portion of the country-how is it that the
hon. gentleman has not succeeded li the past
four or five years in impressing his leaders with
the importance of the measure ho has in hand ?
The hon. gentleman who sits bohind him ardently sup-
ported this measure, but not more ardently than he sup-
ports the gentlemen on the Treasury bonches. He seems
to think it is a matter of immense consequence to the agri-
cultural population of this country. How is it that he bas
not told those gentlemen that this is a matter of such vital
consequence to the agriculturits tOf this country, who have
been fleeced on the right hand and on the left by capitalists
who have wronged them by giving them the money that
they want ? IHow is it that he has not pointed out to his
leaders the importance of this measure, and impressed them
with their duty in this matter ? Those hon, gentlemen
ought to have made themselves conversant with the merits
of this measure; they ought to have been able to explain
their views to this Honse ana to guide the House on this
particular question; but what do we find ? Why, that the
Minister of Finance has yet everything to learn with regard
to it. He says he does not know anything about the mat-
ter, and he could not be expected to know, because he had
not read the lucid and luminous speech made b
the hon. gentleman who proposes this measure. Well,
had the hon. gentleman ever spoken to the Minister
of Finance? lias he impressed him with the very
great importance of this measure, and its utility
to the agricultural population ? Has he ever spoken
to him upon the subject before introducing it into
Parliament ? Has he taken these steps to induce the
Government to take up this important question, which 1e
of such vital consequence to nine-tenths of the population of
this country? Why is it that the hon. gentleman, while
ho has been lecturing my hon. friend with regard to the
importance of this measure, has not succeeded in impreming
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those who guide him in this flouse in reference to this
subject ? Now, Sir, I think that before this House takes
any action, before this House engages in any enterprise of
this sort and supports a hare-brained scheme, such as it
seems to me this one is, we ought to know the views of the
Government upon this subject. The Finance Minister
ought to have given his opinion upon a question of this
kind, and ought to be prepared to lead the House and to
direct thom in the course which he thinks the public interest
demands on a question of such mom ent, as the promoter of
this measure says it is. I trust, Sir, that we will receive
some light from the Government, that we may learn from
them what their views are, and that the House, before it
commits itself to a position of this sort, will know what dre
the views upon this question of those upon whom the res-
ponsibility of directing the affairs of the country rests at
this moment.

Mr. ORTON. In reply to the hon. gentleman who refers
to the fact that the land basis of this proposal is one that
varies in value, I may say that I have confined it strictly to
improved faim land as the basis of this money circulation,
and I maintain that improved farm lands to-day are the
only property that is not liable to any serions change in
value, and the change in value usually is in the direction of
an increase and not a decrease. Had I included city, or
town and village property, it would have been much more
of a speculative character, and much less safe than it is
under the present mode that I propose, I maintain that
it is a far safer basis than the banking system in operation
to-day. Sir, I can quite appreciate the position of some
hon. gentlemen opposite. We all know very well that
several of our hon. friends have taken a great interest in
loan societies; robably they desire to assist the farnmers
in that way y lending thom money from the loan
societies. I believe the leader of the Opposition is
the largest stockholder, perhaps, in one of the larg-
est oan societies in Ontario, and ho may perhaps think
he is doing the best he can for the farmers by loaning them
money through a loan society of that character. But I
thinkI should be allowed the privilege of differing from him
in opinion, and of believing that it would be to the advan-
tage of the farmers to have money at a much lower rate of
interest. In reference to the hon. gentleman's remarks
about the Government, I may say that I feel they have eon-
ceded a great deal in allowing this Bill to go a stage further
in this louse, with the object of getting further information.
I havanot the slightest doubt that when this Bill is su .
mitted to the Banking and Commerce Committee, a sub.
committee will be appointed and they will probably have
power to send for skilled and scientific mon who understand
questions of finance, by whom a large amount of informa-
tion could be gathered, and the Bill put in such a shape as
to attain the object sought for. As I stated before, it is not
a new principle at all. It is a principle that las succeeded
in other countries, and there is no reason why it should not
succeed here ; there is no reason why the people of Canada
should not have money at as low a rate of interest as the
people of other coantries.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not know whether the place in
which my little savings may be invested, is very material
to this discussion, though I am quite willing to admit that
I have a small sum of money in a loan society. But if
that bas anything to do with the public, it does not affect
my public action. My public action is based upon the idea
that the proper conduct of this business in Parliament
would be attended to by the Government pursuing the
course of announcing a policy on a question of such great
importance. That las been the recognised view in times
past; it was the view which the Finance Minister himself
recognised in the course·of the few observations he made.
He stated that ho had not been able to hear the hon. gen-

Mr. MILLs.

tieman's speech; ho was unfortunately ont, of the ouse,
and consequently had not been able to hear those argu.
ments by which the mover sought to support lis Bill; and
having, as the hon. member las, no doubt, a great and
deserved confidence in the powers of the honè gentleman,
he felt that ho would derive much light from hearing that
speech, and perhaps le led to conclusions different
from those which, very obviously, ho had formed,
guided by that gentleman's lu minous speech. It was under
these circumstances that the hon. Minister of Finance
himself stated his inability to do that which ho conceded
it was lis duty to do, namely, to give to the House some
light, and leading himself upon this subject, and suggested
the propriety of the adjournment of the debate. I hap.
pened to agree with the Minister of Finance, and for that
the hon. gentleman las been, to use perhaps a somewhat
unparliamentary term-though I hope not au offensive
one-has been slanging me two or three times because I
agreed with one of his leaders in the view that that gentle-
man ought to have an opportunity, before expressing an
opinion, of listening to, or of reading-since he could not
have the extreme felicity of hearing lis eloquence-to have
an opportunity of reading, at any rate, lis views before
coming to a conclusion. I had thought, that upon an
occasion so important as this, when a financial moasure of
such vast msgLitude was under the consideration of the
House, that the Finance Minister would have made it lis
business, unless some extraordinary public emergencyshould
prevent lis attending in his place, to hear the discussion,
and, enlightened by that discussion, and particularly by the
speech of the mover, to state those sage conclusions which
might animate us and direct us mu the course of our public
duties. But some overwhelming circumstance, I suppose,
prevented lis attendance. It could not be that ho was afraid
of being converted by the hon. gentleman if he listened to
lis speech; it could not be that he could have pre-
ferred to read the speech in the Ransard instead of hearing
the hon. gentleman deliver it; so there must have been
some overwhelming emergency which deprived us of the
benefit of the Finance Minister's presonce during that
portion of the discussion which was so important. Now,
the hon gentleman says that I have thrown an impediment
in the way, because I, the leader of a very small mimority
in this House, concurred with the Finance Minister and
supported the organ of the Government in the view that he
should have an opportunity of knowing what the mover
had said before reaching a conclusion. Now, I will tell the
hon. gentleman my opinion about this mode of conducting
this business. My opinion is that the Government is
desirous of strangling this measure privately in the Banking
Committee, instead of publicly announing an opinion
adverse to the hon, gentleman. My opinion is that they
wish to give him an opportunity of making capital lu the
Centre iRiding of Welington and parts adjacent, by adopting
the course of abrogating their own functions and of pursuing
the unparliamentary and unreasonable course with respect
to the conduct of public business, of agreeing to such a mea-
sure of such great importance without announcing a policy
upon it. The hon. gentleman now, not for the first time,
enlightened the House with lis views upon this subject. lie
lad spoken them before. The Minister of Finance had
bard theim upon former occasions; he had had an oppor-
tunity of reading them. As an hon. friend of mine had
said, the hon. gentleman, an ardent supporter of the Gov-
ernment, in close communication with them, had frequent
opportunities, no doubt, of private discourse with the Min-
ister of Finance and other members of the Goverument, and
of bringing them to lis views. He las not yet succeeded
in bringing them to bis views, but he has succeeded in
arranging with them that he shall not be publicly exeouted
upon the floor of the House; he las succeeded in providing
for a private strangulation under which this measure wilI
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disappear after a little while, not to appear again in form or
substance. That is the whole of it.

Mr. ORTON. This is not the first time we have lis-
tened to the hon. gentleman's fine spun sarcasm directed
against hon. members of this House. As far as his efforts
in that direction concern me, I can tell him that they pass
over me perfectly harmless. Evon when he introduced
that very elegant phrase that I had been casting "slang"
upon him, I maintain that his statement is not correct. I
have not been casting slang upon the hon. gentleman. I
have simply made remarks about the course he bas
taken, and 1 think there is not an hon. member in this
House who does not kow that had I taken the course
wbich he advocated, this Bill would be shut off for this
Session. When I explained to the Finance Minister that
there would be an opportunity before the Bill came before
the Banking and Commerce Committee for him to read any
statements I have made and aiso to discuss the matter,
ho at once acceded in my suggestion, and the Government
have shown their honest inclination to do what is
right in connection with this Bill, while the hon. gentleman
opposite, in a manner completely out of order, imputed
other motives to the occupants of the Treasury benches. I
do not know whether he measures them according to bis
own bushel when he was on this side. of the House, whether
ho thought that would be the way in which he would have
treated this Bill and strangled it. It may be so. But, at
all events, so far as my honesty of purpose is concerned, I
wish to tell the hon. gentleman that I have the greatest
fait in this Bill attaining the object I desire, thAt is giving
to the people of this country money at a cheap rate of
interest soas to stimulate every enterprise and industry in
the Dominion. Whether I shall succeed or not in carrying
a majority of the House or of the Banking and Commerce
Committee in favor of the Bill this year, I have good hope
that iu the end it will succeed inmsome way or other,
through the rinciples incorporated into this measure, in
securing the object I have ln view.

Mr. HESSON. I was struck with the remarks which
fell from the leader of ihe Op1position with respect to the
hon. member introducing this Bil, with the simple object of
gaining popularity in Centre Wellington. If the hon.
gentleman will reflect for a moment he will discover what
that impies. It implies that this Bill will be popular with
the farming community; and that fact should act as a
stimulus to the hon. member to go on with the Bill and
perfect it.

Mr. LANDERKIN. If such is the case, why did not the
Government take it up ?

Mr. HESSON. I desire further to say that instead ' it
being the 'desire of the Government or of the flouse to
strangle this question in a quiet way, the proposition now
made was the proper one, namely, to refer it to one of the
largebt and most intelligent committees in connection with
the Bouse. I have yet to learn that that is strangling the
Bill.

L It being t ix o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

Âfter Recee.

FIRST READING.
Bill (No. 71) to amend the Post Office Act, 1875 (from

the Senate.)-(Sir Hector Langevin.)

SECOND READING.

Bill (No. 5) to extend the juridiction of the Maritime
Uourt of Ontario.--(r. Allen..)

1NSOLVENT BANKS, LOAN COMPANIES, &c., AND
TRADING CORPORATIONS.

Mr. EDGAR moved the second reading of Bill (No. 15),
further to amend the Act respecting insolvent banks, insur-
ance companies, loan companies, building societies and
trading corporations.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). There are some pro-
visions in this Bill to which I desire to cal the attention of
the louse, because they somewhat seriously affect the
wnding up provisions of the companies that are mentioned
in the preamble, The purpose of the Bill is to give to
clerks and other persons in the employ of the company, in
or about its business or trade, a preference in regard to
their claims for arrears of salary or wages due and unpaid
them at the time of the making of the winding-up order,
not exceeding three months of such arrears. Assuming
the principle to be sound, and I do not for my partcontest
that point, it is worthy of consideration by theR ouse
whether the time for which preference is to be given
should be as long a period as three months, as it would, of
course, in the case of companies employing large numbers
of bands constitute a very large preference, indeed, and one
in regard to which creditors could have no information
before the making of the winding up order. Then there is
the provision that they shall have preference:

Il And also for sueh salary or wages, for a period not exceeding two
months of the unexpired portion of the then current year of service,
during which period they shall be bound to perform, under the direction
of the liquidator, any work or duty connfcted with the affairs of the
company, which the company might have directed thcm to perform,
undtr their respective engagements."

So there would be substantially, under the provisions of
this Bill, not only a preference for three months' wages,
but also in effect a preference for damages or the
cessation ef employment to the extent of two months'
wages, although it is true the Bill provides that in regard to
those two months' wages the employeeshall be at the service
of the liquidators. The second clause, however, I think is one
which the hon. gentleman should withdraw fr-om bis Bill,
because it invvivcs retrospective legiAlation and makes a
preference where nione exists at present in regard to corn.
panies now being wound up. It is quite possible the observa-
tions 1 have made do not strictly apply to the principie of the
Bill, but inasmuch as it is one ofgreat importance, and those
three leatures are the leatures which the House should
observe with caution, 1 think it is only right to mention the
matter, and especially the last clause to whieh I referred.
I think it would be desirable that the Bill should be referred
to the Committee on Banking and Commerce.

Mr. EDGAR. In regard to the reference to the Banking
and Commerce Committee I was going, myself, to suggest
that course.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

RETURNS ORDERED.

Return statii g name, rank and corps of all officers compesing the staff
of Major-General Middleton, and the capacity in which each served. - (Mr.
Casey.)

Return showing names of all Militia oficers and non-combatants
appoined as transport and supply offIcers, giving rank and corps of
Mihtia officers, with dates of appointment, rates of pay, by whom
appointed, and on whose recommendation, and total paymentu to each to
date.-(Mr. Oasey.)

Return to date of al Rmoneys paid to Bell & Lewis, Howard Wright, J.
Stewart and Mr. Sinclair for transport service diiring the rebellion. with
copies of all contracts, transfers, and correspondence, telegram, to.,
connected therewilh, stating in each case the rate per ton, point between
whichservice was performed, and distance between sucb points.-(Kr.
Oasey.)

Return of names of ail persons employed, as purchasing agents showin
when by whom, and on whose application appointed, rate o pay ad
îeîgtL or omploymnt.-(Mr. QO.e.)
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Retura of names and appointments of the medical and hospital staff

(other than regimental), showing whetber they were in the Active
Militia and if so, their rank and corps, with rates of pay and length of
service ln ail cass.-(Nr. Casey. )

Return of names of the staff paymasters appointed, showing whether
non. combatants or not, with rank and corps of such as vere in the Active
Militia ; with rate of pay and length of services in ail cases.-(Mr. Casey.)

Return of names of all officers, surgeons and assistant surgeons in the
Active Militia, who volunteered for service in the North-West, with
rank and corps.-(Mr. Oasey.)

Return of naies, rank and co rps of the officers composing the Military
Claims Commission, while at Winnipeg ; stating also any subsequent
changes in the personnel of the commission, with rossons for the same.-
(Mr. <asey).

Return of ail horses purchased for use during the expedition, showing
name and rank (if any) of persons by whom purchases were made, and
number purchased by each ; authority for purchase, price paid, and final
disposition of the horses by sale or otherwise, when the service was
over, with price received for such as were sold.-(Mr. Oasey).

Return of ail horses, ponies, cattle, furs, waggons, carts and other
property seized by the Mounted Police or expeditionary force, while on
service in the North-West between 27th March and lst August, with the
disposition made of the same ; the names of persons from whom such
seizures were made, and the amounts (if any) paid, received, or now
payable or receivable, on account of such property.-(Mr. Casey.)

Return showing ail purchases of foo-, material, medical supplies and
comtorts, forage and equipment, by tender and otherwise, showing
quantities, price and names of persons from whom purchased, for the use
of the North-West expeditionary force, with schedale of quantities of
each description remaining unused at the end of the campaign, and the
final disposition of the same by sale or otherwise, with amounts received
for such as were sold.-(Mr. Oasey).

Return showing the total amount paid to date, or now payable on
any claim recognised by the Government in connection with the sup-
pression of the North-West rebellion, under the following heads,
namely :-Transport service. Pay of officers and men. Subsistenee.
Equipment. Arms and ammunition. Medical and hospital supplies.
Horses. Forage. Commissions, if any, for payient of maney or pur-
chase of supplies ; distinguishing payments made under any of these heads
to the Canadian Pacific or Hudson's Bay Compaies.-(Mr. Casey.)

Copy of the Order in Council appointing certain persons as Inspectors
or Commissioners of Indian Affairs in the North-West, in the year 1878,
together with the report, if any, of said Inspectors or Commissioners.-
(Mr Landerkin.)

Statement, in detail, of ail law or other costs or expenses incurred by
the Dominion since 1870, in connection with the western and northern
boundary of Ontario; when and to whom paid.-(Mr. Oameron, Huron.)

Return showing :-1. A copy of all contracts with I. G. Baker & Co.
for supplies agreed to be furaished by them to the Mounted Police for
the years 1884 and 1883. 2. A cipy of all accounts of I. G. Baker &
Co. for such supplies for said years.-(Mr. Gameron, Huron.)

Return showing :-1. A copy of ail contracts with I. G. Baker & Co.,
for supplies agreed to be furnished by them to the Indians for the years
1884 and 1885. 2. A copy of ail accounts for souch supplies for said
years by said I. G. Baker & Co.-(Mr. Cameron, Huron.)

1. An account, in detail, of ail the law costs incurred by the Dominion
in testing in the courts the Liquor License Acta of 1883 and 1884, and
to whom paid. 2. A statement, in detail, of the costs of carrying into
effect and attempting to enforce said Acts, and to whom paid. 3. A
statement, in detail, of all salaries or payments or allowances made to
any official or person under the said Acts; when paid, and to whom. 4.
A statement, in detail, of ail other expenses incurred under the said
Acta. -(Mr. Oameron, Huron.)

Copies of all correspondence between the Government of the United
Kingdom and the Canadian Government, or any members, officers or
employees thereof, respecting the medals to be given to the volunteers
who served in the recent insurrection in the North-West.-(Mr. Amyot.)

Copy of any complaints made to the Department of the Interior
against E. Brokovski, an intelligence officer in the employment of the
Government; also copies of all reports of the said 8rokovski to his
Departmental superior during the years 1884 and 1885, or such periods
of said years as lie was employed by the Department of the Interior;
together with ail letters or communications asking that the office held
by said Brokovski be abolished.-(Mr. Gameron, Middlesex.)

Oopy of the appointment of Angus Mc)onald, of Upper Washabuok,
Victoria County, N. S., as census enumerator in 1881; also ail copies
ot ail correspondence between the Gavernment, or any member thereof,
and any other person relative to the cancellation thereof.-(Mr. Kirk.)

Copies of petitions and letters from Rev. H. Leduc and Daniel
Maloney, in relation to complaints of the people of Edmonton, Fort
Saskatchewan and St. Albert, and ail correspondence arising ont of
such petitioni.--(Mr. Rykert.)

Return bowing the amount of notes of the several banks of the
Doinuion in circulation on the first of March last. The amount of Dom-
Inion notes in circulation and in the hands of the banks on the same date.
And the amount of gold held by the Goverument and the banks for

Mr, TaoxP&o< (Antigonish).

the redemption of Dominion and bank notes at the same date.-(Mr.
MeMullen.)

Return showing the amount held by the Government through the
several Savings Banks and Post Office Savings Banks throughout the
Dominion, on the 30th June laut, 1885, giving the location of each
Savings Bank or Post Office Savings Bank and the sum held by the
Government through esch separately.

Sir IECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the fouse.

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 8:50 p. m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
0

THURSDAYY st April, 1886.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERas.

SCOTT ACT ENFOROEMENT.

Mr. McMULLEN asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Governament to introduce any legislation during the present
Session that will tend to aid in enforcing the prohibitory
provisions of the Scott Act ?

Mr. T HOMPSON (Antigonish). I do not understand
from the question precisely the kind of legislation which
the hon. mem ber desires to enquire about. It will be found,
however, that some of the difficulties which have arisen in
the enforcement of the Act will be removed by legislation
which is now before the House, and by some which it is
intended to introduce in a few days.

PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS.

Mr.CHARLTON moved the second reading of Bill (No.1 1)
for the more effectual prevention of cruelty to animals. He
said: In taking charge of this Bill, Ifeel that I have assumed
a responsibility of considerable magnitude. The char-
acter of C'iri>t an civilisation is to promote kindness, for-
bearance and mercy, and the days of brutal instincts are
fading into the past, and become less pronounced as Chris-
tian civilisation advances. We have fallen upon the better
days of hospital§, of charities, of schools, and the spirit of
religion reaches not only to men, but down below men to
the animal creation. As Coleridge has very well said:

"He prayeth best who loveth best,
All things both great and small;
For the dear God who loveth us,
He made and loveth ail."

This s4irit of philanthropy, Sir, has been very strongly
manifested through the creation of societies in varions eoun-
tries for the prevention of cruelty to animals. We have in
England the Royal Society, among the patrons of which
are the Queen, the Prince and Princess of Wales, and a
great number of the English nobility. We have in Canada
the Metropolitan Society of this city for ,he prevention of
cruelty to animals, and it is under the auspices of this society
that i have introduced this Bill. Among the documents of
societies I have with me, are the reports of the New
Hampshire Society, the fHumane Society of New York,
Henry Bergh, President; the American liumane Society,
of Washington, the Woman's Branch of this society ;the
District of Columbia Society, the Western Pennsylvania
Humane Society, and the Woman's Branch of it. I also
have lettera here from Mr. Bergh, and from Mr. Anderson,
who introduced a Bill of similar character into the British
House of Commons. The Bill has been drafted by the legal
advisers of the Metropolitan Society of Canada, Messrs.
Bishop, Green and Wicksteed. The Bill proposes to con-
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solidate the Canadian law with referene to cruelty to
animals, and introduces many new provisions. The 2nd
clause provides a penalty for unlawfully and maliciously
killing cattle; the 3rd clause, for unlawfully and maliciousl
attempting to kill; 4th, unlawfully killing other animals:
5th, for acts of wanton cruelty; 6th, for injury done to
animals while driving, &c.; 7th, keeping places for baiting
animals; 8th, for using birds and animals for live targets
9th, promoting cruelty; 10th, neglecting impounded ani
mals; the 11th clause refers to the keeping of animals
having infections or contagious diseases; 12th, bringing in
animals infected into public places; 13th, offering for sale
i n markets any infected animal; 14th, cattle transported by
railway, provisions for the unloading and feeding o
stock; 15th, feeding cattle at the expense of the owners in
transportation by railway, if the owner makes no provision
for it; 16th, floors of cars to be cleaned and littered; 17th,
provides a penalty; 18th, proceedings upon complaint;
19th, proceedings in case of search warrant. The Bill is a
consolidation of our own law; very few of the features of
the Bill are new, and some of them are copied from the
Imperial Statutes. A Bill of a somewhat similar character
was placed in the charge of Mr. iRichey, of Halifax, and was
submitted to a select committee two Sessions ago, and
waa reported upon by that committee. Whether the Min-
ister of Justice will require the reference of this Bill to a
select committee, or will permit it to be taken into consider-
ation by Committee of the Whole, I will now see. If the
hon. gentleman requires to have the Bill referred to a select
committee, it will be unnecessary to make further explana.
tion of the provisions of the Bill.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I think I must avail
myself of the hon. gentleman's willingness to have the Bill
referred to a select cominittee. In so far as it contains new
features, I think it is well worthy of consideration,
especially with reference to those clauses which provide,
for instance, for the prevention of the use of birds or
animals as targets, and the provision with respect to the
neglect of impounded cattle. In se far as the Bill is a con-
solidation, I think it is objectionable, because it is pro-
poses to consolidate into a Statute, to be be called "an Act
for the more effectual prevention of cruelty to animals," a
number of provisions which do not properly belong to that
head ; it proposes to consolidate provisions belonging to
enactments relating to the preservation of property, tho
spread of contagious diseases among animals, and pro-
poses likewise to consolidate provisions with respect to pro-
cedure which are not applicable solely to offences against
an Act like this, and are to be found in the criminal law appli-
cable to all procedure of a ike kind. For these resons, while
there may be much in the Bill that would be valuable, I
think it is desirable to have those views considered, and I
therefore concur with the hon. gentleman in having it
referred to a select committee.

M ,tion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

Mr. CHABRLTON. I move that the- Bill be referred to
a select committee composed of Messrs. Patterson (Essex),
Cameron (Huron), Wright, Weldon, Beaty, Shakespeare
and the mover, seven members. We might also name two
more nembers from the Province of Quebec.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I would suggest to the hon.
gentleman to increase the number to eleven, by adding the
Minister of Justice, the Minister of Militia, Mr. White
(Bastings), and Mr. Mackintosh.

Mr. CHARLTON. I agree to that.
Motion agreed to, and Bill referred to Select Committee.

INTEREST ON MONEY SECURED BY MORTGAGE.
Mr. McMULLEN, moved the second reading of Bill

(No. 12) to amend the 4ct relating to interest on mort-

gage secured by real estate. He said: In moving the seond
1 reading of this Bill I oonsider it my duty to offer some ex-
r planation why I consider such a measure necessary. The
r system of borrowing money followed by farmers often ser-

iously affecta their position. In many cases they have un-
dertaken to borrow money for long periods, to be repaid by
annual instalments. I am glad to say that the Bill which
I am now seeking to amend term*tiated many of the
abuses which grew up under that system; but, while I did

a so, there still remain some provisions that require amend-
ment. It is desirable that the farmer, after borrowing

3 money on his farm, and after contracting to pay it off by
instalments, should have the right after a lapse of time to

f pay off the principal, The rate of toterest has fallen con-
siderably during the last few years. I know in my section of
country there are farmers who borrowed money some years
ago at 8 and 9 per cent., and at the present time companies
and private individuals from whom they borrowed are ex-
acting those very excessive rates of interest. Many of our
farmers, unfortunately, have got themselves into very
straightened financial circumstances by being placed in
positions of this kind, and it becomes the duty of Parlia.

3 ment, when evils of this kind are found to exist, to apply the
remedy. I believe it is right that the borrower under all

. circumstances should at least have the advantages possessed
à by the lender. The lender with his capital can help him.
- self, but the borrower is absolutely in the hands of the

lender, who may exact from him interest and exactions
that in the end may prove very serious, and may possibly
turn him out of house and home. It is our duty to protect
the poor against the encroachments of the rich. In my
own section of country I have known several cases were
mortgage companies, having liens upon farms, have con-

* tinued to charge the high rate at which the moneywas
loaned many years ago. These companies have maintained
the rates and refuse to accept payment of principal except
with the addition of a bonus. The last two years have
been very trying ones for many of our farmers, and I have
known several cases where they have sought to get release
from the financial bondage into which they have unfor-
tunately fallen, but the companies have retused to release
them. They say : You have entered into a contract
to pay a certain rate of intere.qt, snd we intend
to hold yonestrictlytofthatecontract. Perlhapeit
is the duty of Parliament to respect the rights of
private individuals in matters of contract; but if there is
one thing in which they should interfere, it is in order to
release t e poorer classes from the bondage into which they
have fallen in connection with payments of instalments and
interest on mortgages. It wili be in the interest of the
poorer classes to amend the Act placed on the Statute book
in 1880. In that year the hon. member for Centre Welling-
ton (Mr. Orton) introduced the Act which I am now seek.
ing to amend. It-provided that a mortgagor, after a loan
has been in existence for five ycars, after paying three
months' interest in advance, should have the right to
pay off the entire amount of the mortgage. I seek to
amend that clause so that after a mortgage has been
in existence for three years, the mortgagor, by giving
three months notice, shall be entitled to pay off the
mortgage. I do not think it is right that the mortga2or,
in order to be able to pay off the mortgage, should be required
to pay anything more than interest U to the time of psy-
ment; it is unfair to ask him to pay tSree months' interest
in advance when the money is in the hands of the lender.
By simply giving notice he should be allowed to pay off a
mortgage. That is one of the provisions of my Bill. The
other provision is, that where a mortgage is sub-
ject to a rate of interest in excess of 6 per cent., and
has been in existence for more than a year, the
mortgagor shall have the right to pay off the mortgage by
giving six montha' notice or six months' intereet. Il my
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,own section of country very serions difflculty has arisen in
regard to the disposing of farms. Many of our farmers
have been under the necessity, through falling into debt or
failure of crops, of disposing of their farms. I have known
several cases where the mortgagee has declined to accept
the money to pay off the mortgage, and in consequence
some sales have been lost. I know a case in which the
mortgagor had died. I happened to be one of the execu-
tors of the estate, and when we commenced to realise it
we found the difficulty staring as in the face of getting rid
of the mortgage. The company declined to accept the
principal unles they were paid a bonus, and the result was,
we were compelled to lease the farm for some two years,
and hold it until the mortgage expired, and thon sell it and
pay off the mortgage. During that time the value of the
property had declined very much, and the estate lost con-
siderably, owing to the fact that the executors were not able
to pay off the ineumbrance. In order to meet such cases
there should be some provision that whenever it became
necessary, owing to a man being hampered financially, to
realise by selling or improve his condition by borrowing,
there should be some means by which he could get relief.
There are farmers in my section who are paying 10, 12 and
15 per cent. on chattel mortgages, and the reason is
that they are unable to raise money, on account of the
companies refusing to allow them to pay off the prin-
cipal on a mortgage on their land. I do not contend
that all these advantages are always taken by companies,
because tbey are taken also by private individuals; and I
want the law so amended as to apply to all parties borrow-
ing money, both companies and individuals. 1 know farm-
ers who have first-class real estate on which they could
borrow money easily at 6 per cent., and who yet are paying
to-day 10 per cent., and the mortgagee declines to accept
the principal and afford relief. Some may say that the
farmers who are in this position should have taken steps to
have had clauses inserted in the mortgage that would pro-
tect them. But farmers are not, as a rule, well versed in
financial transactions, and in many cases they are only too
willing to enter into arrangements for a number of years
when borrowing money, which arrangements they find
themselves unable to carry out, and in a few years they
faill into the grasp of the companies and monoy lenders, and
probably, at the end, find themselves turned outofhouse and
home. Cases of this kind I desire to remedy by this Bill ;
and I say that it is right, notwithstanding the right of
contract between private individuals, that in cases of this
kind some relief should be afforded by law, rather than
to permit those who are unfortunately involved in difficul.
ties of this kind to be ground ,out of everything they are
possessed of. We should give the borrower all the advan-
tage he possibly can get, because it is generally the case
that the lender can look after himself. It is well known
that in Canada the rate of interest has dropped within a
few years, and we should give those who are subject to the
exactions of exorbitant lenders the opportunity of paying
off their encumbrances and obtaining money at a cheaper
rate if possible; we should relieve those who are in bondage
to financial agents and money lenders, and who are to-day
paying excessive rates of interest under chattel enortgage,
to get money to pay the interest on their real estate mort
gages; I say we should give them a chance of liberating them-
selves from this bondage. I know of several cases within the
last year in which farmers have been compelled to borrow
money under chattel mortgage on their stock at 12 and 15
Per cent. to pay of real estate mortgaiges at 7 or 8 per cent.
They offer to pay off their mortgages in full, but this offer
the lenders will not accept, but, on the contrary, they say :
We will renew the mortgage; and they put principal and in-
terest together and give a longer time at the old rate. This
Bill is intended for the relief of such classes by, in the first
place, permitting the mortgagor, in the case of a mortgage

Mr. MOMULLwZ.

which bas been in existence three years and bears interest
at 6 or a less rate of interest, to pay it off on three months'
notice, and in case of a mortgage which bas been in exist-
ence over a year, he may do so by giving six months'
notice, and that is, I think, long enough time to give the
lender a chance of finding other investnents for his money.
These are the principal provisions of the Bill of which I
move the second reading.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). The first section of the
hon. gentleman's Bill contains a provision which is very
unusual, and would, I think, be very unwise. It proposes to
amend sections four and five of the Act of 1880, by enabling
a person who bas been charged and who has paid an ex-
cessive amount of interest, not only to rocover that interest
back again, but to recover double the amount. The second
section of the Bill proposes that the Act of 1880 shall be
amended in this respect: The Act of 1880 provides for the
paying off of a mortgage at five years; and the hon.-gentle-
man proposes to extend that right to mortgages
drawn at three years. That clause, of course, is a matter
entirely for the consideration of the House. The Act of
1880 was passed after long discussion by the very
narrow majority of seven members, and it may be con-
sidered doubtful whether it is wise to go a step further in
making that Act more stringent than it is. If it were net
for the fact that the clause in principle already exists in
the Act of 1880, I should doubt very inuch the power of
this Parliament to enact it, because it seenis to me that it
is not a provision relating to interest properly, but
relating to contracts for the securing of money. low-
ever, inasmuch as the Act of 1880 already contains that
provision, it is merely a question of extending it further,
and, therefore, I do not feel warranted in pressing on the
House my own view that it is really a matter with which
Parliament cannot deal at all.

Mr. MoMULL EN. With regard to what has been said
by the hon. Minister of Justice, I may say it is very often
found that private individuals as well-as societies, in calcu-
lating the arrears of interest, extract from the borrower
more than is really due. Farmers, as a rule, are not capa-
ble of making exact calculations of the interest due on their
m-rtgggos, while the Icnders are generally very acute and
acourate calculators, and, as I say, I bave known casas in
which they bave taken advantage of the ignorance or the in-
experience of borrowers to exact more than was due. This
provision is intended to doter them from such practices,
and I think it is not too much to compel lenders in such
cases not only to repay the interest, but to'pay back double
the amount, and thereby deter them from -such exactions.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I do not think that the first
provision of the hon. gentleman's Bill is quite fair, as it
would result in people borrowing money and refusing to
pay the interest. I think the law as it stands at present
is sufficient to collect back the amount which is overpaid,
and I think no more should be allowed. ihe hon. gentle-
man's Billihas, bowever, one good feature about it, and
that is the provision changing the time from flve years to
three, for there is no doubt that there is a good deal of
hardship in the five year arrangement. The present Billwas
only passed aftter a determined effort on the part of many
men in this House interested in loan societies.
It is no harm for me to say that, and I do not intend any-
thing offensive ; they contended-that contracts then existent
should be allowed to run the full length of the contract,
but thei louse by a narrow majority decided that the time
should be reduced to five years. I contetid that the money
market is at present so changed that we can now afford to
go a step further and make mortgages payable at the end
of three years. I have no hesitation in saying that there
has not been a Bill passed in Parliament for the lut five
years which has done to much good to the farming oom.
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munity as the one which this Bill proposes to amend.
know that many mortgages againt farmers have been pai
in full which would have been still in pxistenee, and theî
are many farmers in Ontario who have to-day money d
posited at 4 per cent., and who would be glad to use it t
pay off their mortgages which are bearing interes
at 7 per cent. If the la'w were changed so that the
could pay off those mortgages at the end of three year
it would be a great advantage to the farmers of the ciou
try. Some people may say this is interfering with cou
tracts. Well, the companies seem to have no trouble i
lending their money. I will give an instance. A ma
dies, leaving a good farm, which his executors offor f>
sale. A gentleman with money is prepared to buy th
farm and to pay cash for it in full. He goes to the com
pany having the mortgage, and offers to pay it off, but th
company refuses to take the money, and insists that th
mortgage must romain for the time it has to run. Th
resuit is that the executors cannot sell the farm, becaus
the purchaser will not buy it with a mortgage agains
it. Thon the creditors cannot get their pay. The matte
rans on, the creditors press for their money, and at last th
farm has to be sacrificed to pay them, and the widow and
orphans suffer. Now, it is our duty in this House to mak
a law that will meet cases like this. It may be said tha
this does not often happen. I do not know how it i
in other Provinces, but in Ontario it is an
every-day occurrence; and we, as honest men, should d
what we can to help those who are left without the assist
ance of the bead of the house. I know that there isa
feeling in this flouse that this matter should not bi
dealt with at ail; but that feeling is only in the minds o
those who have money to lend, and not in the mind of th
man who wants to borrow money or to sell is property and
finds a mortgage staring him in the face. The Minister o
Justice says this is a matter for the House, but if the hon
gentleman will agree to reduce the time for paying off the
n ortgage from five years to three, ho will have an Act which
will be to his credit and to the credit of this Dominion. Som
hon. gentlemen say that the mover of this Bill lends money
himself. If ho does, it is ail the more to his credit that he
introduces a Bill into this House which is going to benefi
the borrower.

Mr. ORTON. I am very glad indeed to find that the hon
member for North Wellington (Mr. MeMullen) has becom
such an enthusiastic convert to the principle I have been
advocating in this Bouse for a number of years, and that he
is now so far advanced as to introduce a Bill to improve the
Act which I had the honor to bring into the flouse in 1880.
At the time that Act was introduced it was proposed that a
borrower of money should be allowed to repay Lis loan at
any time he liked upon giving three months' notice, or upon
paying three months' interest in advance. Notwithstanding
ail the offorts which I and those who believed in the
principle I advocated could make in this flouse ahd before
the Banking and Commerce Committee,it was atterly impomsi-
ble to get the Bill carried through the Committee in its best
form; and amongst those whostrenuously opposed the tbree
years amendment was the leader of the Opposition.
There were other clauses in tbat Bill which I hoped would
be carried through this flouse by this time. Under the
special privileges enjoyed by the old loan societies, borrow-
ers were subject to ail sorts of fines and penalties, and if
they desired to pay off their mortgage in advance of the
time it was due, they were forced by the lona companies to
pay often more than they originally borrowed, after pay-
ing interest and principal for perhaps ton or twelve years.
The Bill I proposed had for one of its objects the relief of'
the farmers of Canada from the grind ing tyranny of the
old loan societies; but it was held by this flouse and strenu-
ously urged by the leader of the Opposition, that it was an'
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I interference with contract, and that it would be impossible
id to carry out such a sweeping measure. I think if some
re relief were given to the farmors of Canada in this direction it
e- would be only right and just. The retroactive actions of these
o loan societies should niot be allowed to be perpetuated in

st this country; they are wrong and utterly dishoneat in
y principle. I say it is unjust that snch special privileges
s, should ho perpetuated in this country in order to enrich the
n. money lenders. If they are enabled to get back their
n. money without suffering any possible loss, that is ail the
n justice thut should be given to thom. However, I am glad
n to welcome this Bill as a stop in the direction of the efforts
r i made in 1880, and I shall bc very glad to aee itpassed; at
e any rato, tho clause permitting the borrower to pay back his
i. loan at the end of three yeurs. While welcoming this, I
e must say that I congratulate the hon. gentleman on his
e conversion to the principle of the Fariners' Banking and
e Loan Bill, which I brought up the other day, and which is
e of a similar character to this. I hope he will not only suc-
t coed in this Bill, but that his advocacy of it will help tu
r create a sentiment in favor of doing justice to the agricul-
e turists of this country by the means I have proposed.
d Motion agreed to, and Bill rend the second time.0
t

PROTECTION OF WOMEN AND GIRLS.

n Mr. CHARLTON moved the second reading of Bil (No. 20)
o to punish seduction and like offences, and to make further

provisions for the protection of women and girls. He said :
a In again returning to the advocacy of this moasure, I must
e corfess that the task is somewhat disappointing. Pive
f timles this Bill bas been presented to this Luse, twice it
e bas received the approval of the House, and upon oach

occasion it has been rejocted by the other Chamber. The
f only thing I have to console me rn this apparenrtly hopelesa
- struggle is the belief that I am acting in a good cause, and

that the adage :
eThe fight for the right when once begun,

Though often lost is often won,"
will hold in this case, and that ultimately this Bill, or one

t similar, will be placed on the Statutes of Canada. I see al-
roady indications of public opinion being aroused on this
subject. During this Session I have presented petitions to

. the House from thousands of ladies praying for the passing
e of the Bill, and I believe the Christian and moral sentiment
1 of Canada is enlisted in its favor. I may b. permitted to

say a few words with roference to the public opinion which
calte for a measure of this kind, because reflection had been

. cast upon me by many who desire a more radical measure,
and who say this one does not go as far as many of the
social and moral reformers wish it to go. But I have been
actuated, not so much by what I believe the provisions
ought to ernbody, as by a desire to secure what I believe
the House would be willing to grant. The first Bill Iintro-
duced was much more sweeping in its character than this ;
many of its provisions were rejected, and, learning from ex-
perience, I have omitted such provisions, retaining only
those I have reason to believo will meut with approval from
the House. I expect, in urging the passage of tnis measure,
to be very mueh aided by recent legislation in the House
of commons, England, which received the assent of the Crown
on 14th August, 1885, and which is much more radical in its
character than that I now propose. Later on, I will have
occasion to refer more particularly to the provisions of the
Inmperial Statute. The Biut, the second reading of which
[ now move, does not differ materially from that which has
been four times acted on already by this Hous. In press-
ing it upon these varions occasions, I have been subjected
to many gibes and to sone abuse; I have been character-
ised as the apostle o cant, I have been accused of legislating
for the purpose of creating brazon females; but I will lave
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it to -the House to judge what amount of importance should
be attached to these charges, when we consider this fact
that there is scarcely a civilised State in Christendom that
has not on its Statute book legislation more radical in its
character than that which I propose.

No doubt, the usages of society and the opinions of me
tend to man's impunity for a class of offences that lead to
woman's outlawry and ruin. If we take the celebrated
instance of Col. Baker, who was guilty of an outrageously
indecent assault upon a female in a railway carriage, anc
whose conduct 35,# members of one of the leading clubs
of London declared did not detract from his character
as a gentleman-if we look at that instance as indicative
of the opinion and state of society in England, we have in
glarihg light the fact that society gives the man immunity
in cases where the ruin of the woman would be the in
evitable corsequence. The charge has been often made
that this Bill is dangerous, because it inflicts penalties upon
men and not upon women. We have been told that women
are guilty of enticing. It is the old excuse of severa]
thousands years ago: "The woman that thou gavest to be
with me she did take of the tree and gave me to eat." The
excuse is unworthy of a man, that the woman is to blame
for ber fall from virtue. We ought not t exact from
women a standard of morality that we are not as men pre
pared to conform to ourselves ; we ought not to expect that
the woman should be treated differently from the man; and
so long as Society inflicts upon woman penalties and
consequences which it does not inflict upon the
man, the woman is entitled to protection from the
law. The degradation of woman is a crime against
society. The pure Christian home is the only safe founda.
tion for the freo and enlightened State. Vice in the shape of
social immorality is the greatest danger that can threaten
the State; and ti iuy oi the Legisiaturo, the duty of the
Goveirnment, it io take measures, so far as it can, to punish
infractions of morality and to conserve the mo!ality of
the public. Last year, out of 18,700 summary convictions
in Ireland of women, 11,463 were the convictions of pros-
titutes, or a proportion of 61 per cent. Surely the creation
of a class so degraded and vicious ought to be guarded
against by every means possible, and i think that the advo-
cates of this Bill are justified in their demand that crimes
of the nature it covers shall be placed in the same category
as other crimes punishable as misdemeanors. There
is in the breast of civilised man an instinctive
sense of justice that would in any community,
wherein our language is spoken, prevent the phnish-
ment of a woman for the murder of her seducer.
There is not a jury in any English-speaking commonwealth
that would find a woman who avenged her honor by the
murder of her seducer guilty of a crime, and there is
scarcely a jury in any English-speaking commonwealth
that would punish 'a relative of the female who would
avenge the honor of his sister or of any relative by inflict-
ing the punishment of death on ber seducer. This is an
instinctive sense of justice, and a feeling of this kind
warrants us in saying that a Bill of this character should
be placed on our Statute book.

TheJBill introduced contains a provision copied from
the recent Act in England, which makes it a misde-
meanor to seduce a girl under sixteen years of age.
While the English Bill makes no provision as to previous
character, this Bill requires that the girl should have
been of previously chaste character. I appeal to any
father or brother who may be present to say whether
there is a man in this assembly who has a sister or a
daughter who would not consider that the seduction of
that sister or that daughter, when under sixteen years of age,
was a miademeanor; whether there is any man iere whose
instinctive sense of justice would not demand the punishment q
of her seducer. I do not believe there is a gentleman in thiis'
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1 House who. would not say that the seducer of a girl under
, sixteen years of age was a criminal, and should receive
t punishment such as this Bill provides. The next feature of
s the Bill provides foi the punishment ofseduction of females

under twentyone years of age under promise of marriage,
n as the former Bill did, and I do not believe there is a father
o or a brother in this House who would not consider it a
d crime to the sister or the daughter if she had been seduced
y by a designing villain under promise of marriage, who would
d not consider that that designing villain should be
s punished, and who would not take the law in his own bands,
r if there were none on the Statute book, and avenge the
e injury himseolf. The Bill provides that such a wretch shall
* be guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be punishable accord-

ing to the provisions of the Bill. The next provision is in
- regard to mock marriages, and is that anyone who betrays
e a woman by a mock marriage shall ho guilty of a misde-

meanor and shall be punished.
When this Bill was under discussion on former occasions,

LI various objections were urged to it. In the other House, the
thon Minister of Justice, Sir Alexander Campbell, said that
any woman who deserved sympathy would not enter the
court. Admitting that, in the great majority of cases, that
may be the case, is that a sufficient reason for
denying redress to a woman deserving of gym-
pathy who might choose to enter the court? If the
sense of shame would prevent one woman from entering
the court, is that any reason for not providing a remedy,
is that any reason for leaving the crime unpunished ? The
leader of this Government, Sir John A. Macdonald, 'offered
as a reason for refusing the passage of this Bill that in
States where the law was on the Statute book it did not
prevent seduction. If we were to argue -that, in Ltates
where there was a law against murder, it did not prevent
murder; or that where there was a law againbt th* t it did
not prevent theft; or that where there was a law against
larceny, or against perjary, or against forgery, because,
forsooth, those crimes were committed, the law was uscless,
and ought not to be on the Statute-book-would this flouse
accept that as an argument ? If not, it should not accept
as an argument the statement that the passage of the law
in those States where it is in force bas not absolutely pre-
vented the crime of seduction. Another argument has
been used against the Bill, that it would place men at the
mercy of women. If we had no experience of the matter,
if the discussion was purely theoretical, this argument
might be considered to have weight, but there are
upon this continent at least thirty commonwealths
that have had for many years Statutes of this
character upon the Statute book, and the practical
working of those Statutes proves that the assertion is un-
founded, and that this evil which is dreaded of placing men
at the mercy of designing women has not been well founded.
Thon it was asserted that abuse3 under this law would lead
to its speedy repeal, that it was useless to put it on the
Statute-bogk because the abuses would be so great that it
would remain there but a short time and then would be
repealed. Weli, the laws which have been placed on the
Statute-book, for instance, in the State of New York, where
they have been for thirty-eight years, and in 1he Western
States at the formation of their institutions, remain on the
Statute-book. Not oneof those lawshlas been repealedand there
has not been one movement in favor of their removal from
the Statute-book; there has not been a demand from any
fraction of the population for thoir removal.

With reference to the criminal laws upon this subject, and,
in fact, with reference to jurisprudence at large, we are with-
out any compilation or manual which gives us the compara-
tive jurisprudence of different countries. Such a work
would be of enormous advantage. It would enable us to
compare in parallel columns the condition of different
eountries. As it is, we have to wade through the revised
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Statutes of different countries and compare them, at the cost
of a great deal of labor. But, when the trouble is taken to
examine the laws of varions countries with reference to
violations of the laws of chastity, we find that, with refer-
ence to adultery, England and her colonies are almost
the only civilised countries in the world, with the
exception of the State of New York, that have not
such laws. The firt Bill which I introduced into this
House made adultery a crime. That provision was
expunged from the Bill because it did not meet with the
approval of the louse, but I find that a provision against
adultery existe in almost every State of the American Union;
that it existe in France, where the wife and her accomplice
may be imprisoned for a period of from three months to two
years, and the male offender may be fined from 100 to
2,000 francs; that in Germany the two parties may be
punished by imprisonment for six months. However,
perhaps that is foreign to the subject now before the louse,
as adultery is not made an offence by the provisions of this
Bill. I referred, a few moments ago, to the fact that
the late English Statute made the seduction of a
female between thirteen and sixteen years a mis-
demeanor, without reference to ber character. The
law in Germany makes it a misdemeanor to seduce a
female under sixteen years of age,provided sheis of previous-
ly chaste character ; and it seemed to me that it was only
just that that provision should be inserted in this Bill.
Seduction under promise of marriage is made a misde-
meanor in most of the American States and in most civil.
ised countries, Livingston, in his iatroductory report to
the code of crimes and punishments for Louisiana, makes
use of the following language:-

Seduction is not, I believe, punishable in England, unlesa preceded
by a conspiracy. Yet, if we consider the base profligacy of the aet, by
which the most implicit confidence is destroyed and the mot solemn.
promises are deliberately broken, not only to the utter ruin of the un-
suspecting victim, but to the disgrace and misery of ber connections, it
is one in which the immorality of the act and the misery it inflicts both
require exemplary punishment."

And believing that this is the case, a provision for the pun-
ishment of seduction under promise o marriage is inserted
in this Bill. Now, we have in a very old code of laws a pro-
vision with regard to seduction-we have in the Mosaic law,
in the 22nd chapter of Deuteronomy, at the 28th verse, the
following provision

"If a man find a damsel that is a virgin, which is not betrothed, and
lay hold on ber, and lie with her, and they be found, then the man that
lay with her shall give unto the damsePs father fifty shekels of silver, and
ahe Fhal be his wife; becauoe he bath humbled her, he may not put her
away &il bis days.."

So long ago as in the days of Moses, a provision was made
rt quiring that the seducer of a virgin shouldmarry her and
pay the penalty of his crime as well. By the law of France
the seducer muet either marry the victim of hie wiles, or
Pettle a dowry upon her. In Germany seduotion under
sixteen years of age is punishable by six months imprison-
ment. Even in Canada seduction on shipboard is pun-
i- hed, and if seduction in this country is a crime on board a
ship, I am unable to see why it should not be made a crime
on land. By the Roman law seduction in the case of
a member of the better clase was punished by the confisca-
tion of half hie estate ; in the case of a member of the
lower class by corporal punishment and imprisonment. If
we look at the provisions of some of the American States
wO shall find that in the State of New York seduction
is punishable by a fine of $5,000, or by five years im.
prison ment, or both five years imprisonment and $5,000 fine,
at the discretion of the court; ii New Jersey, seduction under
promise of marriage by a married man, is punishable by five
years imprisonment and a fine of $5,000, and by a single
m:ni the maximum degree of punishment is the same, the
provision being that marriage may bar conviction ; in
oeio, a male over 18 years of age seducing a female under
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18, is guilty of felony; in Rhode Island, seduction under
promise of marriage is punishable by five years imprison-
ment, or $5,000 fine; in Arkansas, seduction is punished by
imprisonment, or $5,000 fine; in Nebraska, seduction, five
years imprisonment, or $3,000 fine; in Michigan, sedue-
tion, imprisonment for maximum term of ton years; in
Illinois, seduction, $1,000 fine, or five years imprisonment;
subsequent marriage bars conviction; Minnesota, seduc-
tion, five years maximum punishment, subsequent mar-
riage bars conviction; Kansas, seduction under promise of
marriage, $3,000 fine, or two years imprisonment, or both,
at the discretion of the court; in South Carolina
the female may take civil action in her own
behalf; in Alabama, seduction under promise of
marriage, or by temptation, deception, or flattery, is a
felony punishable by from one to ton years imprisonment;
in Wisconsin, seduction by promise of marriage is punish-
able by five years imprisonment as the maximum term; in
Oregon, seduction under promise of marriage, three to six
months in common jail, or one to five years in penitentiary,
and a fine of from $500 to 81,000; Connecticu, seduction,
firet offence, one year and $ 1,000 maximum punishment,
for second offence, one year and $2,000 maximum; Penn-
sylvania, seduction under promise of marriage of a female
under twenty-one, 85,000 fine, and three years imprison-
ment, or both; Virginia, Georgia and North Carolina,
seduction nuder promise of marriage is a felony. Now,
here are twenty States, the penalties of which I have
enumerated, and in all the States of the American Union
seduction is treated as a misdemeanor or a felony. With
regard to recent English legislation, the 69th cap. of 48 and
49 Vic., assented to on the 14th of August last, provides for
the protection of women and girls, and punishes for pro-
curation ; for procuring the defflement of a woman or virgin,
by threats, or fraud or by administering drugs; for the
defilement of a girl under the age of thirteen years,
which is made a felony, punishable by transportation. It
also provides punishment for the defilement of a girl be-
tween thirteen and sixteen years of age, without reference
to previous character, which is declared to be a
misdemeanor; a householder permitting defilement
of a young girl on his promises to be guilty
of a misdemeanor; it makes provision with regard
to the seduction of a girl under eighteen with intent to have
carnal knowledge, and makes this a miodemeanor; it makes
provision with regard to unlawful detention with intent to
have carnal knowledge ; power, on indictment for rape, to
convict of certain misdemeanors ; power of search, and a
provision with regard to outrages on decency, and with re-
gard to the suppression of brothels. This is a measure
much more stringent, much more sweeping, and much
more radical than the measure I submit to the Hlouse to-
day. The first section of this Bill provides that any person
who-

" Seduces and has illicit connection with any girl of previouuly chaste
character, or who attempts to seduce and have illicit connection with
any girl of previously chaste character ; being of or above the age of
twelve years and under the age ofsixteen years,"-

This limitation is dopted because our Statutes make the
carnal knowledge of a child under 12 years of age a felony.
The English Statute places the limit at 13 years. I thought
it not best to change the limitation established by our own
Statute, and made the period between 12 and 16, the period
when the seduction of a girl of previously chaste character
should be declared to be a misdemeanor. The second eub-
section of the first section provides for the punishment of
any person who has unlawful carnal knowledge with a
female idiot, or imbecile woman or girl. The second sec-
tion provides that any person «ho, under promise of mar-
riage, seduces and has illicit connection with any unmarried
female of previously chaste character under 21 years, shall
be guilty of a iûisdemeanor; and provides also that in oase
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of marriage this shall be a bar to conviction. The third
section makes a mock marriage a misdemeanor. The
fourth section makes provision with regard to inducing
resort to a house for illicit carnal knowledge. In case the
girl is under 12 years of age, and is enticed to a house for
this purpose, it makes the crime a felony. The fifth section
provides that taking a girl ont of possession of her parents
or lawful guardians shall be a misdemeanor. The sixth
section makes provision with regard to the detention of a
woman in houses of ili-fame, and is as follows:-

"Any person who detains any woman or girl against ber will,-
"(1) In or upon any premises with intent that she may be unlaw-

fully or carnally known by any man, whether any particular man or
generally, or,-

"(2) In any brothel,-
"Sha be guilty t a misdemeanor, and being convicted thereof shall

be punished as hereafter provided.
" Where a woman or girl is in or upon any premises for the purpose

of baving any unlawful carnal connection, or is in any brothel, a person
shall be deemed to detain such woman or girl in or upon such premises,
or in such brothel, if, with intent to compel or induce her to remain in
or upon any such premises, or in such brothel, such person withholds
from such woman or girl any wearing apparel or other property belong-
ing to ber, orwhere wearing apparel bas been lent, or otherwise sup-
phed to such woman or girl by or by the direction of such person, such
person threatens such woman or girl with legal proceedings if she takes
away with ber the wearing apparel so lent or supplied,-

" No legal proceedings, whether civil or criminal, shall be taken
against any such woman or girl for taking away, or being found-in pos-
session of any such wearing apparel as was necessary to enable ber to
leave such premises or brothel. •

That is copied from the English Act. The following pro-
vision is also copied from the English Act:

" No person-shall be convicted of any offence under this Act upon the
evidence of one witness, unless such witness be corroborated in some
material particular, by evidence implicating the accnsed."

The provisions of the Bill broadly stated are: That the
seduction of a girl of chaste character between 12 and 16
years of age is a misdemeanor; that the seduction of a
woman under 21 years under promise of marriage is a mis-
demeanor; that mock marriage is a misdemeanor ; that
carnal knowledge of an idiot or imbecile woman or girl is a
misdemeanor ; that a woman detained in a brothel may be
allowed in escaping to make use of any means or wearing
apparel without being subjected to a Criminal prosecution
for the same ; that the charges brought under this Bill shall
be corroborated bymaterial evidence other than the evidence
of the woman ; that any man charged with a misdemeanor
under this Bill shall be a competent witness in his own
behalf ; that no prosecution shall be commenced under the
provisions of this Bill after the expiration of one year from
the time the act was alleged to have been committed. These
are the provisions of this Bill ; the provisions of the Bill
introduced and passed by this House, with these provisions
added from the English Act, which was assented to on the
14th August, 1885. I move the second reading of the
Bill.

House divided on motion of Mr. Charlton for second
reading of Bill.
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Macmaster,
Bill read the second time.

THE SHORT LINE RAILWAY IN NOVA SCOTIA.

Mr. TUPPER moved for:
Copies of all correspondence between the Goverument of the Dom-

inion of Canada and the Government of Nova Scotia, in reference to
tbe Short Line Railway in Nova Scotia, and legislation affecting the
ssme.

He said: As this House is aware, in 1882 the Great Amer-
ican and European Short Line Railway Company began, in
the Pi ovince of Nova Scotia, the construction of a work of
considerable importance, as was shown by the substantial
grants made at that time and subsequently by this Parlia.
ment. The road which was undertaken to be constructed
by the company begins at Oxford, in Cumberland
County, running thence to the town of Glasgow, in the
county which I have the honor to represent, and
connecting by the Eastern Extension Railwa ter-
minated at Louisburg in the Island of Cape areton.
The construction having proceeded up to a certain
point the company become embarrassed, and after
having done considerable work stopped its opera-
tions in 1883, with a debt of $150,000 or thereabouts unpaid
and owing the sub-contractors of the company and the
different persons who had supplied materials to the road.
Nothing was done by the company, or in connection with
that great public work, so important to Nova Scotia and to
the different Provinces of the Dominion, in connection with
our railway system, and the company remained in a state
of insolvency from that time down to the present day. In
July, 1883, the manager of that company, who was also
superintendent of the construction company operating, in a
manner, with the original company, gave wbat purported
to be a mortgagu on the road-bed and all the company's
property in the Province to trustees of the sub-contractors.
This document, drawn up in the form of a mortgage with
power to sel], was dated 31st July, 1883, and was recorded
in the different counties in the Province. After that, in the
year 1885, application was made by the trustees to the Pro.
vincial Parliament to ratify this document and remove al
doubts as to its validity, and in fact to give it effect, sinoe
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the manager, as it appeared, had not affixed the seal of the
Company, and it was not really, in law, effectual. Legisla-
tion was sought, as I say, by the trustees, and was finally
passed on the 24th of April, 1885. The Legislature of Nova
Scotia deemed it necessary to provide in the Bill legalising
that assignment, the following clause :-

"This Act shall have no force or effect until published in the RyalGazette by order of the Governor in Council. Such orders shall not beassed until arrangements satisfactory to the Governor in Council shall
gave been made for securing to the creditors of the contractors men-tioned in the indenture set forth in the schedule to this Act, out of themonays realised from the sale of the property and asets herein refer-
red to, the aums due to them for labor and materials used in the
construction of the railway."
In the month of July, 1885, as this House is aware, $8125,000
was put in the Estimates to relieve the debtors and pay
the claims in connection with the construction of this roady
and steps were afterwards taken in the most satisfactory
manner to carry out the wishes of Parliament as expressed
in that vote, and these claims were nearly all settled and
paid off. The parties interested in the different
counties, however, were unable to understand-although
that action was taken by this Parliament, and although the
trustees mentioned in the Act approached the Local
Government and the arrangement was not impugned by
any one in the Government and was approved by them, I
am informed, in the month of June-.[ say the parties inter-
ested in the different counties were unable to understand
why the Local Government hesitated in the matter, and de-
layed the proclamation provided for by the 5th section of
the Act which I have read. I understand that correspon-
dence took place between this Government and the Govern-
ment in Nova Scotia suggesting the proclamation of this
Act, and it is to obtain the correspondence that I have made
this motion. It is to ascertain what reasons the Local
Government put forward for their delay in carying out the
wishes of the Legislature of Nova Scotia that I now move,
because, as this flouse will see, it was not a matter of
policy with the Goverunment; it was virtually a trust
repotsed in the Government by the House in connection
with a private Bill, that on the Council being satisfied that
the interests of the parties concerned were to be guarded
and protccted, that Act should corne into force and have
eth ct. I am informed that though satisfactory security
was offered, and though that vote was passed in June,
yet that no proclamation was made until the 6th of
January, 1886, to put the Act in force. The effect of
that delay would be apparent to those who are interested
in the undertaking. Its effect was to postpone, for some
time at least, the accomplishment of the project, as capital-
ists would not be inclined to undertake any work of the
kind with the title in the condition it was in, owing to the
misfortune of this company, because the company had
vested in it the necessary right of way over which the road
was to be built in the different counties. I have been in-
duced to move for this correspondence owing to the fact
that one of the papers in the city of Halifax, which is sup-
posed to reflect to some extent the views of the Local Gov-1
ernment, gave this extraordinary reason for the virtual
viol ition of their duty by the Local Government in neglect-
ing to proclaim this Act as the Legislature had provided:
Thut capitalists were endeavoring to make some arrange-
ments for the completion of the work, and capitalists had1
apprcached the Local Government and requested them to(
duiay prociaiming this Act sothat their arrangements mighti
b mire satisfactorily carried ont. Had the arrangementsE
been satisfactorily carried out, of course no one would com-i
plain, but still the Government took upon its shoulders a
very heavy responsibility when it interfered to
that extent with a scheme not within the pur-
view of the Local Legislature, a scheme in reference to
which it had not accepted, and had no responsibility, and as(
1 believe for the rasons I have given, in direct violation of

their duty. They had no right to use either for good or
evil, legislation of a private nature-legielation of the nature
I have explained, for political purposes or any other pur-

oses. There was a duty imposed on them, as pointed out
y the fifth clause of that Act, and they should have fol-

lowed that strictly. Of course it would be entirely out of
place to discuss the attitude of the Local Governmeut with
reference to this work, and I am ziot attempting to do it.
I have simply endeavored, as briefly as I could, to show why
I make this montion, and I hope the correspondence when
it is brought down will throw pon% light upon the matter.

Mr. KIRK. I am glad to see that theb hon. member for
Picton has not altogether lost interest in the short line rail.
way. I believe that Une was originated in order that it
might have an influence in securing for that hon, gentleman
the position be now occupies in his lHouse. When I saw
last year that the Government had placed in the Estimates
the sum of $ 50,000 to build a branch railway from Stellar-
toe to Pictou, I thought that the short lino from Oxford to
New Glasgow was abandoned altogether. I am glad, how-
ever, to see that the hon. gentleman has some little interest
in it still, and that he is not endeavoring to strangle his
own child. A number of yeurs have passed by since this
road was projected. In 1882, when a subsidy was obtained
from this Parliament for. the purpose of constructing it,
and a contract was awarded for its construction from
Oxford to New Glasgow, the people of the county of Pictou
and the other counties interested were led to believe that
the road would certainly be built, and that at a very early
day. I think 1884 was fixed as the latest tine at which
the road would bc built. I remomber the discussions which
took place on the subject during the elections of 1882. The
bon, Minister of Railways at that time, Sir Charles Tupper,
was the father of the young gentleman who was running
for the representation of the county of Pictou, and, no
doubt, it was felt that the combined influence of the father
and the son would secure the construction of the railway in
a very short time; and I remember that the late Minister
of Railways, in 1883, declared on the floor of this flouse
that the existing company had all the means necessary to
build the roaJ. W"hen ho was asked abouL the poition ard
financial standing oftho company, be saiù:

1I have taken great pains to ascertain the finan ial standing and
position of this company, and I think I am in a position to state that
whatever work they wiii engage in they wilI carry through."

And ho had no doubt at ail as to their financial ability.
He was asked whuther ho had uny assurance that thuy
would undertake the work in edpe Breton, and ho
said that ho had every assurance that they would
undertake the work in Cape Breton as well as from
Oxford to New Glasgow, and that they would certainly
carry it out. Well, Sir, the work has not been accom-
plished. The bon. member for Pictou (Mr. Tu pper) bas
just told us that this company, who were stated
to be able to carry out any work they undertook,
failed in 1883 and are in a t4ate of insolvency now.
We know that the Dominion Government last year took a
vote of $125,000 from this louse to pay engagements
which this company entered into and were not able to pay.
Now, I am curions to know whethor it is the intention of
the Government to complote the road from Oxford to New
Glasgow. It is a line. in which not only the counties through
which it passes are interested, but all the eastern counties,
especially the counties of the Island of Cape Breton. We
are told that the company intended to extend the road to
Sydney or Louisburg. I have been informed that a com-
pany of French capitalists mado an offer to the Dominion
Government to bauild the road, and that the Government
refused to give them the contract for the whole road from
Oxford to Louisburg, but were willing to give them the
contract for that portion from the Strait of Canso to Louis
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burg-that they would divide the contract into two parts,
giving one company the road from Oxford to New Glas-
gow and another company the portion from Hawkesbury
on the Strait of Canso to Louisburg. I cannot say whother
there is any truth in this or not. If there is
the Government are bla meworthy for making a division of
the lino. If any company have offered to bnil1 the whole
lino, I think the offer should be accepted and the contract
with the European Short Lino Railway Company annulled.
When the vote was taken last year to build a road from
Stellarton to Pictou, I thought the Government had no in-
tention to build the line from Oxford to New Glasgow, and
I have been informed that that is the case. Well, Sir, I do
not know what special claim Pictou has for so many roads,
if it is the intention to build both lines. There are
other counties that require railroads as much as Pictou. I
cannot understand why the Government should undertake
to spend so large an amount of money to build a railroad
from Stellarton to Pictou, parallel to one from Truro -to
Pictou, which is already in operation. I suppose we must ac-
count for it by the fact that the late Minister of Railways en-
gaged to do so before ho left office, and probably by the fact
that the county of Pictou has two members representing it
in this Blouse. But there are five members reprosenting
the Island of Cape Breton in this House, all of whom sup-
port the Government, and I waht to know what influence
those hon, gentlemen exorcise over the Government they
support. It seems that the whole five have not sufficient
influence with the Government to obtain the con-
struction of a single mile of railway in their island.
I am inclined to think that these hon. gentlemen did not
press their claims quite as strongly as they should; I am
inclined to think that if these five gentlemen had pressed
their claims as strongly as the members for Pictou have,
and secured a seat for one of themselves in the Cabinet-
the seat which went for eighteem months begging for a
member-they would have succeeded, and possibly aiso have
obtained the road from New Glasgow to Louisburg. I am
sure it cannot be said that the Island of Cape Breton bas
not men representing her in this House who are capable of
filling a position in the Cabinet; I am sure that is not
the îeàson the seat went begging for eighteen months;
but I am inclined to think that these gentlemen did not
press their claim, or one of them would have got the posi-
tion. Be that as it may, they neither have got the position
nor a mile of railway. I hope the hon. member for Pictou
(Mir. Tupper) does not wish to strangle the road from
Oxford to New Glasgow. I am sure that it would be of
very much greater imp&Atance to the counties they repre-
sent, to Cumberland, Colchester, and Pictou also, as well
as the Island of Cape Breton and other eastern counties, to
have the Oxford lino built than the lino from
Stellarton to Pictou, which would be of advan-
tage only to the town of Pictou itself. I notice
that there are several charters passed for building
a linoeof railway to Louisburg and the Strait of Canso. I
do not know why it is the Government encouraged the
issue of charters for more roade than one. The effect of
issuing so many charters will be to keep Cape Breton
from having the road they so long desired.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness) I am glad to find that the
hon. member for Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk) is taking so much
interest in the extension of the railway system in the Is-
land of Cape Breton. Baving enquired into the advisa-
bility of building a railway through the island, I deem it
my duty to say a few words in connection with this mat
ter. It is welî known by all interested in the building of
the short lino railway from Montreat to Sydney or Louis-
burg, that during the last past three years 1, at least, have
taken an active part-not only I, but all those who repre-
sont oonatitucenoies on the line between Montreal and
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Sydney or Louisburg. During the early part of this term,
several meetings wero held by those interested with a view
of securing a short lino railway from Montreal to the
eastern parts. At all those meetings, as is well known to
those who attended the committees, I urged strongly that
the lino between Montreal and Sydney or Louisburg
should be kept intact, that the lino should not be divided at
any intermediate point lor two reasons: first, because
dividing the lino at any intermediate point between
Montreal and Sydney or Louisburg would largely ibcrease
the cost of construction; and, secondly, because I believed
that if the lino were to be divided at any intermediate point
it would necessarily culminate in the doleat of the eastern
end. In the Session of 1884, we were informed that, for
reasons which I could never ascertain, it was determined to
divide the lino at an intermediate point, New Glasgow.
When that information was convoyed to the representatives
of the Island of Cape Breton, we held a consultation and
arrived at the conclusion which we placed on paper. The
conclusion arrived at was written in a letter to the thon
Minister of Railways, remonstrating against dividing the
lino at New Glasgow or any other intermediate point. This
letter is publishod in the Sessional Papers of 1885, No. 137.
It was addressed by all the represontatives from Cape
Breton to the Minister of Railways :

IdOTTAWA, 5th March, 1884.
" Da"n Si,-As it was found necessary to give the Pictou Branch,

which cost over $2,400,000-$600,000 in cash and 160,000 of acres of
Crown lands-in order to induce a company to construct a railway
from New Glasgow to the Strait of Canso; and as the said company
and the Loqai Government of Nova Scotia successively sold their
intereste in the said Pictou Branch and Eastern Extension, from New
Glasgow to the Strait of Canso, for $1,200,000, which is only half the
original cost of the Pictou Branch alone, we consider that a subven-
tion, consisting of Eastern Extension alone and $3,200 per mile, is totally
inadequate for the construction of a railway from the Strait of Oanso to
Louisburg, in view of the facts :

I(1). That the Pictou Branch pays each year about $80,000, as
repeatedly estimated by both political parties in Nova scotia, over
running expenses;

" (.2). That the Eastern Extension actually earned $9,000 less than
running expensessiast year.

r"nA railway from New Glasgow to Louisburg would prove a valuable
feeder to the Intercolonial Railway from New Glasgow to Halifax,
through which the trade of that section of the Province of Nova Scotia
woffld naturally flow. The railwiy eust of New Glasgow must be
treatednsamply as a feeder to raiiways west of New Glasgow. Tbat
section, fromNew Glasgow eastwards, will never carry as mach traffic
eastward as it will westward. It will therefore be a valuable subven-
tion to railways west of New Glasgow, whether run by the Government
or by a company. The Short Line from Montreal to New Glasgow
would not have as much interest in extension eastward of New ulasgow
as the Intercolonial Railway from New Glasgow to Halifax. As soon as
the Short Lins from Montreail will be finished eastward to New Glasgow
it will cease to have much interest in a line east of New Glasgow that
will contribute its traffie principally to the Intercolonial Railway be-
tween New Glasgow and Halifax. The company constructing the Short
Lins from Montreal to New Glasgow wiil therefsre naturally decline to
build east of the Strait of Ganso without a much larger subsidy than
should suffce to enable a company to build from New Glasgow to the
Strait of Canso, and will require a larger aubsidy than would now
suffice to induce the same company to undertake the Cape Breton sec-
tion concurrently with other sections of the Short Lins from Montreal
Io Louisburg. Any railway scheme, therefore, such as agreed upon by
the maritime members supporting the Government, having in view the
shortest practicable route between Montreal and 3t. Andrews, St. John,
Halifax and Louisburg, unless it provides that the Cape Breton section
of that lins shall be commenced, prosecuted and finished concurrently
with the other sections of the Short Lins, either by the same company
or by the Dominion Government, will unfairly discriminate in favor of
the unconstructed sections of the lins west of New Ulasgow, and render
it more difficult to seocre extension from the Strait of (anso to Louis-
burg, after the Short Lins will be fnished to New Glasgow, than at
present.

" We have the honor to be, Sir,
"IYour obedient servants,

"C. OAMPBELL,
"H. CAMERON,
"MURRAY DODD,
"WILLIAM MACDONALD,
"HENRY N. PAINT.

"Hon. Sir OnALns TuppER,
"IMinister of Railways, Ottawa."

On account of this letter, I have a right to assume that the
sub-division of the line at New Gl*asgow was not exeouted,

446



COMMONS DEBATES.
but nearly as unfortunately for the interesta of a further
extension eastward, the line was sub-divided at Monoton,
and I felt tha t a sub-division at Moncton would have the
double effect which I originally and always contended, first,
of increasing the cost of the whole line, and, seoondly, of
preventing the construction of the road east of Moncton.
My fears, I exceedingly regret to say, have been realised.
As soon as 1 found that the line was divided at the inter-
mediate point, Moncton, I deemed it my duty, as a repre.
sentative of the Island of Cape Breton, to place my views
on record, and 1 did so by addressing a letter to the Min-
ister of IRailways immediately after the sub-division at
Moncton became known to us, and this is the letter which
I addressed to him:

"cOTTAWA, 16th April, 1884.
" DÂnE Sin,-In reference to the letter dated 5th March last address-

el to your Department by the representatives from Cape Breton Island
in the House of Commons, I beg to say that the argumenta used by us
agaînnt the utbsidizing cf the Short bine froim Montreal to Sydney
in two sections terminating at au intermediate point, New Glasgow,
N.S., je applicable with stili greater force against the sub-division ofsaid
railway at Moncton, New Brunswick. My own honest conviction is
that unless the company undertaking to construct and consolidate the
sections between Montreal and Moncton will also construct the section
now unconstructed between Oxford and Sydney for the aggregate of the
subventions offered by Parliament, no company can reasonably be ex-
pected to undertake the completion of the line between Oxford andSyd-
ney for subsidies offered for that section of the so-called 'Short Liue
from Montreal to Sydney.

" I may say further that if the Canada Pacifie Railway Company, or
any other company, will finish the unconstructed section through the
State of Maine to Mattawamkeag, I cannot conceive of any interest that
would induce the same company for the same proportionate subvention
per mile, te prosecute the 'Short Line' from Fredericton to Moncton.
The result of dividing the 'Short Line' from Montreal to Louisburg
into sections, terminating at Moncton, may not only deprive Cape
Breton of the advantages of the subsidies now granted, but aalifax as
well, in whose interests it appears to me the lins has been sub-divided.

" Disappointments in railway matters in Cape Breton for a long time
may tend to influence me to look at the dark side of the picture. But
common sense seems to point out the necessity of putting the whole lins
from Montreal to Sydney under the same management, and to suggest
the danger of giving any company the contract Of the sub.division
between-Montreal and Moncton, until the sub-division between Oxford
aud Sydney will bie undertaken by Eome company. At least, concurrent
operations on the unconstructedb sections should be tnstdontensurer
the suceqss of the enterprise for the subsidies now granted.

" The subventions now granted by the Dominion Parliament may be
suficient to ensure the undertaking and completion Of the 'Shart
Lins ' from Montreal te, Sydney if. given te ens company; but I have
no hope of any such result if the lins will be subdivided at any inter-
mediate point. Personally I bave ni preference to any company now
alleged tobe negotiating to build the whole ine or any section of it ;
my only aim is teo secure the success of the project. It is possible that
companies can be found who will undertake the completion of the sub-
divisions of the line at Moncton, but if they will not fait to complets the
line in separate sections and to operate them satisfactorily, it will only
prove to my mind conclusively that the whole lins under one contract
should be accomplished and operated for less money. In these circum-
stances I hope the Governmentwill pursue that course which will ensure
the undertaking and completion of the whole lins from Montreal to
Sydney, with ample security that ittwill be satisfactorily operated.

1I have the houer te ho, Sir,
'Your obedient servant,

9 4 .. 0AMERON (Inverness).
" Hon. Sm CiaRys Tupp, Minister of Railway RN e

Now, I regret to say, that my predictions of two years ago
bave been verified. I was most anxiOus that the line
between Montreal and Louisburg should be kept intact;
that it should not be subdivided at any intermediate point.
I thon felt, and I am now able to prove, that it was impossi-
ble to construct the line for the subsidy thon given. Since
that time, the subsidy from Montreal to Moncton has been
largely increased, and I am sorry to say that, up to this
time, the Minister of Railways has not seen his way clear
to increase the subsidy east of Moncton in the same propor-
tion. I hope, however, that in the near future he will see
his way clear to do so and that the people of eastern Nova
Setia and of the Island of Cape Breton will, at an early
day, realise that, of which in the past they bave only had
the opportunity of dreaming-a railway through the Island
of Cape Breton.

Mr. TUPPER. I have a word or two to say in reference
to the remarks of the hon. member for Guysboro' (Mr.
Kirk) who has very kindly undertaken to look after the
interests of the county which I am supposed to represent
in conjunction with my colleague from Pictou. I advise
the hon. gentleman, in undertaking that task, in order that
ho may help me with more effect, to study the interesta
of the county and the legislation cor'erning railways in
that county a little more accurately, and also the geo.
graphy of the county. I think, if he gives his attention
more to the geography of Pictou County, it will remove
from his mind the idea that the Government contemplate
building a parallel Une in that county. I think, alseo,
if he studies the legislation in connection with
the short lines, he will find that that scheme
was sanctioned in this flouse before I was
even a candidate for political honors in the county of Pictou,
and before any man in the county of Pictou had the slight-
est idea that I should be a candidate at the eneral election
for this House; because, as the statutes will show him, the
first subsidy was granted to this work in the year 1882,
when I bad not the honor of a seat in this House. ln
reference to his metaphors, also, I think ho wili do well to
brush them up a bit. He said first that this railway and
this legislation had given me political birth, and thon ho
alluded to my attempting to strangle my own child. I
think, if ho had studied that part of his speech a little more,
and had given more attention to the happy illustrations
that ho used, ho would not have said I was attempting
to strangle my own child, but the more correct figure
of speech would have required him to say that I
was attempting to strangle my political father. HIow-
ever, that is, i ask him. to study the question a little
more attentively before misrepresenting it on the floor of
this House, because it is idle for anyone to say that
when the Government took up this question and decided to
build a portion of the whole scheme, it was doing anything
to the detriment of the scheme as a whole. Surely when a
very important portion of the scheme is almost under
immediate construction, it cannot be said that the whole
scheme has been endangered thereby. That portion of this
railway system would have to be built some time or other,
and because tho Govern ment have begun it first, is no reason
why thore is a danger of not going on with the rest. But
my hon. friend could have ascertained that there was strong
reasons which induced the Government to build this portion
of the system from Stellarton to the town of Pictou, wholly
irrespective of any political interest or any personal
reasons. Re would have discovered that the Government
of this country is bound to maintain a ferry between the
town of Pictou and Pictou Landing, and in order to do that,
a charge is incurred of some $12,000 to $14,000 a year. Re
would have found that by this scheme, taking that $14,000
a year, it will provide ail the money requireI to build
the branch from Stellarton to Pictou, and finding
that, he would have understood that it was a wise policy,
that it was not at ail an exceptional policy, for the overn-
ment, while having that money, to obtain more in order to
build this portion, that it was adding to the most lucrative
portion of the whole Intercolonial Railway system, that it
was adding to that partof the Pictou branch which my hon.
friend from Inverness (Mr. Cameron), referred te as being
the most valuable portion of the Intercolonial Railway
system, and that there were interests wholly independent of
political considerations why this portion of the work sbould
have been taken up when it was. However, bon. gentle-
men will not be surprised at the attempt which was
made, as 1 foot, for the purposo of stirring up sectional
feelings between the Island of Cape Breton and soe ef
the counties on the mainland of Nova Scotia. I think the
hon. gentleman will fail in his object. The peopIe in the
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county of Cape Breton know that, standing as this scheme
does as a portion of the main lino, and this portion in the
Island of Cape Breton, when the Government has taken
hold, as they have done, of the portion on the mainland, it
gives them another assurance, if another assurance is
needed, that in due time the whole will be accomplished.
The members from that Island know that the
members from the county of Picton have never
halted in their endeavors to press on to a
satisfactory and speedy conclusion a work to which,
we believe, both parties in this House have from time
to time committed themselves. In reference to the allusions
of the lon. member for Guysborough (Mr. Kirk) as to the
seat in the Cabinet, and bis insinuation that this seat went
a begging, I may tell him that, whatever the custom is in
the party to which he belongs in Nova Scotia, it is not
the customin the Liberal Conservative party there to go
begging for seats in the Cabinet, or for seats to go begging
for occupants. That is not the system in vogue in Nova
Sootia, at any rate. He knows very well that the seat he
alluded to has been filled, not only to the satisfaction of every
Conservative member from Nova Scotia in this fHouse, but to
the holy horror of every member of the Grit party in Nova
Scotia, and indeed I may say, as an hon. friend observes, in
the Dominion. We know that position is filled in such a
manner as to give strength to the Liberal-Conservative
party, not only in that Province, but in the Dominion from
one end of it to the other. They know, and we have had
an experience of it during this Session, that the appoint.
ment bas met with hearty approval in Nova Scotia. I have
not, Mr. Speaker, in any way lost my interest, and never did
lose my interest, in his Short Line scheme. I believe
it is not only necessary, but that it will be beneficial to the
counties concerned, and beneficial to the trade of the whole
Province; and I shall not hesitate in doing all I possibly
can to bring it to a speedy and satisfactory conclusion.
One word with reference to the statement that representa.
tions bad been made upon the floor of this House in regard
to the financial standing of the company. These statements
are perfectly accurate. No matter what their views are, as
there is no power of controlling them, any one who will
look at the names of the parties connected with the Short
Line Company in New York, will know that the financial
standing of those men, such as Norvin Green and Erastus
Wiman, is enough to warrant the statements that were
made. At the time those statements were made there was
good evidence that those gentlemen intended to take this&
work up and push it to a conclusion. They attempted to
do so, and they spent a vast amount of money in the
attempt. But we do regret that for reasons of their own
they abandoned the work, and left it in its present unfor.
tunate position. But the members from Nova Scotia have
reason to believe' that this Parliament, having subsidised
this work as a Dominion work, the Governiment will do all
they legitimately can to complete the systom from one end
to the other.

Motion agreed to.
It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

PRINTING OF TUE VOTERS' LIST.

Mr. CASE Y moved for:
Statements from al revising officers in regard to the arrangements

made by them for the printing of the votera' lista in their respective
electoral divisions, showing whether tenders were called for for such
printing, or written contracts entered into for its performance, with
copies of such contracts; names of parties with whom agreements,
(written or verbal) were made for such printing, and number of times
lista are to be printed; stating rates ailowed per name or othewise,
number of names on first list, whether first list is printed by pouing
sub-divisions or noV, manner of making alterations and additions after
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first printing, and aIl other details of such arrangements, agreements
and contracts for printing said liste.
He said: My reasons for asking this information were
hinted at pretty strongly in a previous debate on a motion
asking for copies of instructions to revising officers. It will
be remetmbored by us all that the Act appears to provide
that the voters' lists shall be printed three times-first, the
preliminary list; secondly, a reprinting after the prelimin-
ary revision; and thirdly, a second reprinting after the
final revision of the lists. Of course, no price was fixed in
the Act. I am given to understand, however, on pretty
direct authority, that the Government bas made an attempt
to fix the price, and has given instructions to revising
officers as to the price to be allowed for printing these lisats,
and that price is 12J cents per naine for the whole work.
Now, that ise, on the face of it, of course, much more than
would appear to be the fair cost of printing the lists. But
it may, perhaps, be urged that they require this large price
on account -of having to print them three times over.
But again, Sir, I am informed, and the appearance
of the first lists now in our hands seems to bear out
the information, that it is not the intention to
have the list printed three times. The first lists which we
have already received have not been printed in the for m
specified by the Act, giving the names alphabetically for
each township or large municipality, but have been divided
up into polling divisions, which the Act directed should
have been done after the preliminary revision. On the face
of it, that seems to be a convenience to those who have to
use the lists; but I am referring to it now for the purpose
of showing the economy effected to the printer. For thee
first lists are printed, as I said, by polling divisions, with a
considerablo blank left at the end of each alpbabetical list
of the names in that division, and at the end of each polling
division, and I am told it is the intention to leave a certain
number of those copies in the sheet until the number required
for the preliminary revision have been issued, and the preli-
minary revision las been held, then to fill up those blanks by
inserting in the in a supplementary list of the names, added
at the preliminary revision; and in the same manner after
the final revision las taken place to strike out the names
which have been knocked off that revision by simply draw.
i a pen throngh those names; so that, as a matter of fact,
the names wilt only be printed once by the person who
contracte for the printing of the list. That is the informa.
tion I have had, and I make this motion to ascertain if it
is correct. Well, Sir, as to the proper and sufficient cst
of printing these lists in this manner, I have ascertained
what it has cost in my own county to print the voters' lists
under the system that has prevailed up to this year. The
township councils have almost invariably asked for tenders
for the printing of those lists, and given the contract to the
lowest tenderer. The result las been that in my county
the cost of printing the list las varied from 3 cents per
name in the larger municipalities, where it could have been
done the most cheaply, to something like 4 cents, or a fraction
over, per name; in the town municipality, where the lists
are smaller, the cost per name was naturally greater.
Now I say that, as a matter of fact, no more printing will
be required in this case, according to my information, than
in the other; the names will not have to be printed over
any more times, and the number of copies to be issued is
not very much larger. Of course we know that a small
increase in the number of copies to be printed has very little
to do with the cost of printing; the cost is principally in
setting up the type and striking off first copies. I contend,
therefore, that the cost of printing the present lists should
not be appreciably larger than the cost of printing the old
lists, whereas it appears on the face of it that it is three or
four times larger, in my county, at all events. In a riding
of, say, 5,000 electors about the size of my own, the cost
under the old plan was about Si cents per name, or about
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$170, whereas under the present system it will be somethingC
like $600, which is a very considerable difference in cost
when we multiplyit by the number of ridings in the Dominion,
I ask what prices are to be paid by the revising officers,
and particularly whether tenders have been asked. I do
not believe tenders have been asked in any instance. No
doubt those officers of the Government, like other officers and
the Departments, have been instructed to give the patronage
to papers which support the Government, aîd in this way
ail the money paid for the printing of those lists will go
into the pockets of papers supporting the Government.
Considering this is an expenditure incurred not for purely
Governmental purposes but for the convenience of the pub.
lic at large, I think it would have bien only fair if the old
system of letting by tender had been maint ined.

Motion agreed to.

INDIAN VOTERS.

Mr. CASEY moved for:
Copies of ail applications to be registered as voters on the first list

of voters for West Elgin, with ail statutory declarations as to the
qualifications of the applicants, and of all lists of Indians qualified to
vote, and statements (other than statutory declarations) as to the
qualifications of any Indians delivered to the revising officer for West
Elgin, or his clerk, by, or on behalf of, any or aIl of the sixty Indians
iesident on a reserve, whose names are registerel in said list, in polling
division No. 6, of the township of Orford, or statement ot the informa-
tion (other than such as is above specified) on which the revising
officer acted in registering such Indian voters.
He said: The object of the motion is to ascertain whether the
revising officer in my riding required the same evidence
in regard to Indian names which ho placed upon the roll as
he required in respect of white voters. The House will
remember the explanations given some time ago of the
extreme severity with which the revising officer of Elgin
dealt with the applications of white voters. He required
statutory declarations exactly in the wording of the Act,
giving ail the particulars as to qualification, and he threw
out such as failed in the least degree to come up to
technical accuracy. I am informed by a gentleman living
in the township where the Indian reserva is, that the same
severity was not shown towards Indian voters ; that, in fact,
the Indian agent at the reserve furnished the judge, who is
also the returning officer, with a list of the names of the
indians who were qualified to vote, and the judge on the
basis of that list inserted the names on the first roll. This
motion is simply to ascertain on what evidence the judge
acted in placing the names of those Indians on the list. It
is deeply to be regretted, and deserving of censure on his
part, if it should turn out that ho has dealt more leniently
with Indians than he did with whites who applied to be
placed on the voters' list.

Motion agreed to.

Mr. CASEY moved for:
Copies of all correspondence between the Superintea ient General of

Indiau Affairs, or any official of the LIdian Department, or the revising
officer for West Elgin, and Mr. Beattie, Indian sgent for the Indian
reserve in the township of Or*ord, in regard to his duties or action in
connection with the registration of Inlian voters, or as to the qualifioa-
tion of any Indian.

le said: I wish to remind the House that the Franchise Act
imposes severe penalties on any Indian Pgent who indaces
any Indian to have his name registered on the list, and I arn
aiso strongly under the impression that it is, if not illegal,
extremely irregular f£r an Indian agent to farnish a list of
qualified Indians at the request of the judge. If it is
illegal for an agent to induce any Indian to have his name
registered, it must be even more illegal I think for an agent
to put that Indian's name on the list wi hout consulting him,
and without having the same application from the Indian as
is required from a white man. My information was received
from the township. I do not know whether my informant
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was in a position to know the absolute truth or not; I think
he was. That was the impression in the neighborhood of the
reserve, judging from what was passing under their eyes,
that the agent furnished a list of sixty Indians to thejudge,
and the judge acted upon that, and it is for the purpose of
ascertaining the truth of these statements that I make this
motion.'

Motion agreed to.

MONEY SUBSIDY TO NOVA SCOTIA.

Mr. KIRK moved for :
Copies of all petitions from the Legislature of Nova Scotia and aIl

correspondence between the Government of Nova Scotia, or any member
thereof, and the Dominion Government or any member thereof; and aIl
Orders in Coutscil of either Government respeýcting the re-adjustment or
increase of the money subsidy paid, or to be paid, by the Dominion
Government to the Government of Nova Seotia, not already brought
down.

He said: In a speech recently delivered in London, I
noticed that the right hon. Premier of this Dominion is
reported as having said :

"In regard to the union of thos3 Provinces, aIl the Provinces came
into the Union with the voluntary consent of the people."

I cannot understand how any hon. gentleman could make a
statement of that kind, in face of the fact that at least one
Province of the Dominion did not corne into the Union with
the consent of its people, but was forced in against their
consent and their solemn protest. I refer to the Province
of Nova Scotia. The people of Nova Scotia had no oppor.
tunity of expressing any opinion upon the question of Con-
federation, but were forced into it by their Logislature,
without their consent, and by a Legislature which
had lost the confidence of the people. In 1865,
the Legislature af Nova Scotia passed a resolution provid-
ing for the appointment of delegates to meet in Charlotte-
town, delegates to be appointed by the Province of New
Brunswick and the Province of Prince Edward Island, for
the purpose of considering the question of a union of the
Maritime Provinces. These delegates met in Charlottetown
in the summer of 1865. They were there met by delegates
from the Government of Canada, and those delegates from
Nova Scotia were there and thon seducod and debauched by
those delegates from Canada,and they aftorwards carne up to
Quebec and there, in secret, framed a scheme for the Con-
federation of the whole of' the British North American Prc-
vinces. This they did without the authority or consent ( f
the Legislature of Nova Scotia. In 18(6 the scheme prc-
pared in secret at Quebec was submitted to tho Legislature
of Nova Scotia, and there a resolition was passed endorsing
the sheome, passed, as I said, by a Legislature that had lost
the confidence of the people, passed in face of the fact
that thousands, yes tens of thousands, of the people of
Nova Scotia had petitioned Parliament not te pass
the measure before submitting it to the people at the
polls. These petitions were, however, disregarded and a
resolution was passed endorsing the scheme and delegates
were sent to London for the purpose of having it made into
law by the Imperial Parliament. The people of Nova Scotia
also sent delegates te London for the purpose of preventing
the passage of' the Act if possible. These delegates carried
with them petitions signed by upwards of 30,000 of the
people of Nova Scotia, protesting against the passage of the
Act of Confederation and asking the Imperial Parliament
not te pass the Act until the people had an opportunity of
passing upon it at the polls. They were not successful,
however, and the Act became law. I cannot point to
anything more convincing as to the feelings of the people
than the fact that at the first election held immediately
after, 18 of the 19 members who were returned to this
Parliament and 36 of the 38 returned to the Legislature of
Nova Scotia were returned pledged to work fbr the repeal
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of the Union so far as it affected the Province of Nova must be obtained in some way. I have said that the feeling
Scotia. The Legislature of Nova Scotia, on its meeting in of discontent with Confederation is becoming more general
1868, passed resolutions asking the British Parliament to and more deeply fixed ; and I am not alone in this opinion.
repeal the Act so far as Nova Scotia was concerned. They I would refer to a resolution which was moved in the Nova
sent delegates to London for the purpose of having the Scotia House of Assembly in 1884, moved by a private mem-
matter brought before the Imperial Parliament, and for the ber in sympathy with the feelings of the people. I will not
purpose of obtaining a repeal of the British North America read the preamble on which he founded his resolution, but
Act in so far as it affected Nova Seotia. The delegates, how. will simply read the resolution itself:
ever, failed to accomplish the repeal of the Act, and Confeder-
ation became a fixed fact and remains so till to-day. The ' Therefore resolved, that in the opinion of this branch of the Legis-

lature of Nova Scotia it in the duty of the Government to earnestly
Imperial Government at that time requested the Govern- press upon the attention of the Federal Government the necessity that
ment of Canada, so far at least as it was in their power, by a exists of Nova Scotia having granted to it such increase of subsidy as
despatch from that Government to the Governor General of shall maintain the public services of the Province in a like state of
the DominionLordMo the arrangement efficiency as existed previous to Confederation ; and further resolved,Monck, t odify that failing to receive that favorable answer from the Government of
respecting the taxation and respecting the regulation of the Dominion to the prayer expressed in the foregaing resolution, it will
trade and fisheries prejudicial to the Province of Nova then become the imperative duty of the Goverament of Nova Scotia to

. demand a repeal of the British North America Act, 1867, in so far as itScotia until a trial of the Union was had. Well, Sir, this relates to the Province of Nova Scotia, carrying the appeal for justice
bas not been done by this Government. The arrangements or separation, if necessary, to the British Government for adjudication.'',
which have been made with the Province of Nova Scotia
since that time have not relieved that Province of the diffi. Now, Sir, the fact that a resolution like that was moved in
culty which it was feared by the people of that Province the Legislature of Nova Scotia is proof that a feeling does
they would labor under in the working of the Confederation exist in that Province against the continuance of Confeder-
Act. It is found, after eighteen years working of the Act, ation. The Government of Nova Scotia, not willing that
that the system has worked, so far as Nova Scotia i' the question of repeal should be considered at that time,
concerned, much worse than the people of that Pro. felt that it was their imperative duty first to apply to this
vince feared it would work at the time of the Union. Government for relief, induced the member who moved the
Confederation was objected to by the people, because the above resolution to withdraw it; and in order to make a
Act did not provide for sufficient revenue to maintain those regular application, a Joint Committee of the two Houses
local public works which were left under the control of the was appointed for the purpose of preparing an address to this
Local Government. It was also objected to because the Government for relief from their present embarrassed and
power to tax by any mode or system was taken away from straitened circumstances; and I believe the hon. gentleman
Ibe Province and placed in the bands of this Parliament. who represents Cumberland in this House (Mr. Townshend)
By that means the Province was deprived of the larger por- and was formerly a member of the Local Legislature,
tion of its revenue; a sufficient amount was not left for the was a member of that committee. That Joint Com-
purpose of maintaining provincial public works in a proper mittee prepared an address; and in it they set forth
state of efficiency; and it is found that the longer we remain the feeling of discontent which existed in the Prov.
in Confederation, the greater becomes the necessities of the ince at that time, that is two years ago. The following is
Province, and the less adequate becomes the revenue a paragraph of the address:-
which is a fixed one, to the requirements of the LocalI "That after 16 years under the Union, successive Governments have
Government. The fact that the taxes of the people have found that the objections which were urged against the terme of Union
been enorntously increased, while some of the most impor. at first, apply with still greater force now than in the first year of the
tant works of the Local Government have of necessity to be Union. And the feeling of discontent, with regard to the financial
left in a state of inefficient repair, has excited considerable rafngement, l now more general and more deeply fixed than ever
discontent among our people. There are only two possible
ways by which the Local Government can obtain sufficient This address was passed unanimously by both branches of
revenue to efficiently maintain these works-by direct the Legislature, and it was submitted to this Government
taxation, or by an increased subsidy from this Govern. by the Lieu tenant-Governor of Nova Scotia, on the 18th of
ment. I do not know that the people of Nova Scotia will April, 1884. This Government took a long time to consider
submit to direct taxation for that purpose, while this Gov. it. In fact, no answer was given to the Government of
ernment persist in taxing them so enormously as they are Nova Scotia when the Local Legislature met again in 1885,
doing. I do not make these statements because fhe pre- twelve months after it was sent to this Government. In
sent Government of Nova Scotia have had difficulty to 1885, finding the Government made no answer to the address
obtain money to support those public works. Successive submitted to it in 1884, the same private member moved
Governments, supported by both parties, have found it his resolution for repeal of the Union again. The Govern-
difficult ; and the Governments of both parties have applied ment, not willing to allow this resolution to pass, but, I
to this Government for relief, but they have always applied fancy, sympathising with it, until an answer was received
in vain. Then, the only source left to them is direct taxa- from this Government, proposed the following amend-
tion; but the people are looking in another direction. They ment:-
are beginning to feel that those who opposed Confederation " Wheres, previous to the union of the Provinces, the Province of
and warned them of the difficulties that Confederation Nova Scotia was in a most healthy financial condition;
would bring about, spoke the truth. It cannot be said that "And wkerea,, strong objections were taken at the time of the

te oUnion to the financial terme thereof relating to the Province of Nova
the lack of funds for local works is due to extravagance Scotia, as being wholly inadequate to meet the requirements of the
on the part of the Government of Nova Scotia. I do various services left under the management of the Provincial Par-
noV think there is any Government o? any Pro- liament;-vnt ohin theris aominion Gt of aeny moro- y"Anwherea, after seventeen years under the Union, successivevince of this Dominion which has been more Governments have found that the objections which were urged against
economical oince the time of Confederation than the the terms of the Union at first apply with greater force now than uin the
several Governments of Nova Scotia. I am sure there is firat year of the Union, and the feeling of discontent with regard to the
not a Province in this Dominion where the officials o? the encalerbeaorangements is now more generai and more deeply fixed than
Local Government are more poorly paid, and I believe "And wh'mas, these facto have been brought to the notice of lis
there is no other Province of this Dominion which has Excellency the Governor General and the Federal Ministry by an
fewer officials than that Province. Now these local public address unanimously passed by the Legislative council and the Rouge

of Assembly, and also by the representations of a delegation from the
works cannot be allowed to go down or to suffer, the money Provincial Uovernment, without satisfactory results up to this time

Mr. KisK.
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"Therefore resolued, that if the Government and Parliament of

Canada fail to make provision, during the present Session of said Par-
liament, to place the Province of Nova Scotia in a better financial
position in the Union, this House affirms that it will be necessary to
consider the advisability of taking steps to Becure a severance of the
political connection between the Province and the Dominion of
Canada."

This amendment was moved to the original motion for
repeal, and it was adopted by the House. By it you will
see that the Legislature of Nova Scotia bas determined that,
should this Government refuse to re-adjust the subsidy and
place the Province in a position to carry on ber local pub-
lic works efficiently, she will seek repgl of the Union;
and I have no doubt that the Local Legislature, now sitting,
will, in view of the fact that this Government have refused to
augment the subsidy, before it prorogues, pass a resolution
asking the Imperial Parliament to repeal the British North
America Act, so far as the Province of Nova Scotia is con.
eerned. It is not to be wondered at that the people of
Nova Scotia are dissatisfied with the present arrangement.
Previons to Confederation, the tariff of that Province was
scarcely 9½ per cent. With that tariff and a light Excise
duty and the revenue derived from Crown land, mines,
minerals and other minor resources, the people of Nova
Scotia had ample revenue for all their necessities; they bad
ample means to build their railways and maintain them,
to erect their lighthouses and maintain them, to provide
for their legislative expenses and the maintenance of
justice. They also provided liberally for education
and other public wants, and besides were able to
give to the road and bridge service, for the support of
their road and bridges, a grant of $250,000 a year for a num-
ber of years. Now, notwithstandi ng the pledges that were
made by the leading delegates, who were instrumental in
forming Confederation, that the taxes of the people, that
their tariff would not be unduly increased, the tarif lias
been enormously increased by more than 150 per cent.,
whilst at the same time our people are deficient in the
revenue necessary to carry on local publie works. The
people of Nova Scotia do not feel like submitting to this
enormous increase of their burdens whilst their public
works are suffering for lack of means. They believe that
it justice were done, they would have ample means for all
their wants. With her Castom tariff of 9j per cent. Nova
Scotia, previous to Confederation, went on prospering and
developing all her resources ; with this she built her railways,
educated her people, and during her whole existence accu-
mulated a debt of but $8,250,000. What is her debt to day?
We have been eighteen years in Confederation, and during
that time our proportion of the debt has accumulated,
making, including the $8,000,000, with which we entered
Confederation, a total debt of $28,000,000. What is there
to show for that enormous increase of debt ? Whore are
the public works built since Confederation ? We have one
solitary public work, the Intercolonial Railway.

Mr. PAINT. Where is the elevator ?
Mr. KIRK. That is in connection with the Intercolonial

Railroad. This is the only work we have in our Province
to represent this enormous increase in our proportion of
debt.

Mr. MITCIIELL Have you not got an elevator in
Halifax ?

Mr. KIRK. I have already answered that qugtion.
That elevator is in connection with the Intercolonial Rail-
way.

Mr. MILLS. What is it used for ?
Mr. KIRK. It is used to look at Besides that we have

idle manufactories, depreciated values of real estate and
other properties, silent shipyards, idle sailors, or, if employed,
they are employed in other countries, and impoverished
fishermen and far:ners. We have all these to represent the

enormous debt which has been piled up upon us. Is it any
wonder our people are dissatisfied and are looking forward
to a repeal of the Union ? Is it any wonder that the feeling
of discontent is becoming more deeply fixed than it was
ever before? What is the Government going to do
about it? Are they going to allow this feeling of
discontent to continue? Do they intend to increase it
and make it still more deeply fixed by increasing
the taxation of the people instead of reducing it?
If the earnings of the people of Nova Scotia are to be draggod
from them through the Custom bouse and expended aiy-
where else than in the Province, how can it be expocted
otherwise than that the people will be discontented, and
long for a return to a condition of things such as that which
existed before Confederation ? It is the most natural thing
in the world. It cannot continue long. The people who
once knew what it was to be free will nover submit to be
enslaved by any system or impoverished by any misrule.
The people naturally look back to the time when thoir taxes
were light, when they had plenty of money for their publie
wants, and when their taxes were expended among them.
selves, giving employment to their own people. The people
naturally look back to the time when they had control of
their own revenues and their own taxes, to the time when
those revenues were ample for ail their nocessitios. In
1856, under our old tariff of 9î per cent. Nova Scotia had a
Custom revenue of $571,588. In 1866, ton years later, the
year before Confederation, the Customs revenue had
reached $81,226,298. Supposing Nova Scotia had kept
on prospering in the sume ratio, and had not entered
Confederation, se would have had a revenue last year
of about $2,800,000. This sum would have been sufficient
to meet every obligation under which the country
was placed, would have built our share of the Intercolonial
Railway, would have provided for the cormmon roads, for
education, for lighthouses, legisiation, and ail general and
local works; while to-day the services which are charged to
the Local Government are, for the most part, inefficiently
performed; the road and bridge service kept in an inefficient
condition by borrowed money; whereas, if we had not
entered Confederation, with the present Customs tariff our
revenue would have been more than 84,500,000 per annum.
if the people of Nova Scotia are not paying that amount
into the Treasury bere to-day, they are paying the difference
into the pockets of Canadian manufacturers. The consider-
ation of these things and the lack of ho for the future lead
our people to believe that the only hope of relief is in the
repeal of the British North American Act, at least as far
as regards Nova Scotia; and, if I undemand the resolu-
tions passed by the Nova Scotia Legislatura last year, they
mean that the people of that Province, at the next general
election, will be asked to express upon this question Of
repeal, and I believe that the result will show that nine.
tenths ef the people of the Province of Nova Scotia are in
favor of the repeal of that Union.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). It is true that, in 1867,
eighteen out of the nineteen members from Nova Scotia,
who were then returned to this Parliament, were opposed to
Confederation. As I was one of them, I think I should say
a few words in reference to the motion of my hon. friend
from Guysborough (Mr. Kirk). I have, on former occasions
in this flouse, referred more than once to the injurious
effects which Confederation, from a local point Of view, had
on the interests of Cape Breton, one county of which I have
the honor to represent. I complained that, owing to the
action of the Local Legislature of Nova Seotia, in 1875, 1876
and 1877, under the guidance of the partywith which my
hon. friend from Guysborough was always associated, a
large amount of money, which before that time lay to the
credit of Nova Scotia in the Treasury of the Dominion, was
withdrawn for railway purposes in Nova Scotia proper,
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while they failed to expend any of that money in the Island
of Cape Breton. I complained, that under the promise of
spending $600,000 on the island, they secured the expendi-
ture of more than $2,000,000, which was placed to our credit
in the Treasury here, for Nova Scotia proper. This was
secured in view of a general election. I have not much
doubt that the party with which my hon. friend from Guys-
borough (Mr. Kirk) is associated will now, on the eve of a
general election, which will take place next summer, for the
Local Legislature of Nova Scotia, ask for subsidies for rail-
ways in Cape Breton. In fact, it has been the practice of
the party with which he is associated, on the eve of every
election, to ask for subsidies for railways in Cape Breton,
always with a view to secure similar subsidies for other
parts of Nova Scotia. But, while they always managed to
expend the votes passed in favor of railways in Nova Scotia
proper, they have always failed to do anything except to
make promises in regard to Cape Breton. Having at suffi-
cient length referred to these grievances on former occasions
I shall now confine myself to grievances which are common
to the whole of Nova Scotia, including Cape Breton. It is
true that I opposed Confederation, and the ground on which
I opposed it was principally the financial terms. It is true
that all parties in Nova Scotia complained that the finan-
cial terms under Confederation did not place a sufficient
amount of revenue at the disposal of the Local Legis-
lature to maintain the local services as efficiently
as they were -maintained before Confederation. They
also complained that, while Nova Scotia had not
so much revenue for the maintenance of the local
services after Confederation as she had previously, all the
other Provinces of the Dominion had more revenue for local
purposes after Confederation than they ever had before.
After our return to Parliament, those who were opposed to
Confederation pursued that course which they believed was
the best to secure an equitable basis of financial terms. 1
am therefore glad that my hon. friend, the member for
Guysborough (Mr. Kirk), has raised the question of the
terms for Nova Scotia on this motion. I would like to remind
him that on more than one occasion better terms have been
conceded to Nova Scotia, but they were invariably conceded
by the Liberal-Conservative party. While his political
friends here from Nova Scotia ask concessions to Nova Scotia,
I have no doubt that if, in the future, any proposal should
be made by the Government to make further concessions, his
Ontario political friends here, as on former occasions, will
oppose them. I find the evidence of that faet in the speech
delivered by the Finance Minister, in prospect, of the Liberal
party in this Housd On the 30th ult. the hon. member for
South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright), in his speech on
the Budget, said:

" We know perfectly, and noue probably knows better than the First
Minister, that about two weeks ago delegates from bis own Province
were here to represent to him that Nova Scotia required better
terme.'

He then referred to the agitation in Quebec in favor of
better terms, and proceeded to Ontario, concerning which
he said :

" Even in the case of Ontario, which bas a large sum to its credit, and
is, on the whole, in a good financial condition, there can be no doubt
whatever that there must be thrown on the municipalities a considerable
portion of the present expenditure, or, after a certain number of years,
they will also have to have recourse to direct taxation. I believe our
Local Governments, if they care to avail themselves of the possibilities
which exist in the better management of the Crown domain, might
obtain largely increased revenues in the space of a very few years,
which would entirely relieve them from the necessity of any application
here ; and it is possible that out of our present position good may come,
and those communities may be obliged at last to look the situation in the
face, and learn to rely on themselves, and not, as now, in making perio-
dical raids on the Dominion Treasury."

This expression of opinion of the far distant future Finance
Minister of the Liberal party, does not offer very great pros-
pects of better terms for Nova Scotia. There is a good deal of

Mr. CAMERoN (Inverness).

agitation in Nova Scotia relative to this question,although the
correspondence for which my hon. friend from Guysborough
(Mr. Kirk) has asked, is already in the hands of all the
members for Nova Scotia. I believe there is a method in
bis making motions of this kind before this House. I find
the Morninq Chronicle, the organ of the party in Nova
Scotia, on the 1lth March last, concludes an article on the
correspondence relative in better terms, in the following
words:-

" Nova Scotia will in future know enough, we trust, to'send to Ottawa
represontatives who will have firmness enough to persist in the demand
and finally obtain froe the Dominion Government, Nova Scotia's
rights."

I presume that in accordance with views here expressed
my hon. friend from Guysborough bas made a move in this
direction; a review of the history of the better terms
agitation shows that there is no hope from a change of
Government in connection with this question. Only
eighteen representatives now in this House were present in
this Parliament when Confederation began. The first
question that was discussed in this House in connection
with Confederation was on Friday, 7th November, 1867,
when the Hon. Joseph lowe, in his debate on the address,
clearly defined the position of the party who were then in
Opposition in Nova Scotia. Ie said:

" Before proceeding to discuss the question before the Chair, he would
allude to his own position in connection with the leadership of the
Opposition. He declared that it would have been an act of great
impertinence on his part to have assumed the leadership of any body of
men holding views with respect t, Confederation at variance with bis
own. It would also have been inconsistent with bis duty to bis ovn
county. No one in bis county went to the hustings pledged to any
side of any question in the polities of Canada. No man there concerned
himself about the policy of the existing Canadian Government. He felt
incapable of assuming leadership in a House where two languages were
used, with one of whichb he was not very familiar. He therefore felt,
with bis peculiar views on Confederation, that it was far better for him
to take a position in the body of the House. No one from Nova Scotîa
had any side in the party politics of Canada."

After alluding to several paragraphs in the address, Mr.
Howe said in conclusion:

" The mere parchment does not make Union, the Act of Parliament
does not create harmony. The Act might be acceptable to the Cana.
dians, and why not ? They obtain a vast seaboard, they extend their
limits, and had they done it fairly and honorably, no man with a head
on his shoulders would have complained. But the people of bis own
Province have been tricked into this scheme, and he very much regretted
that it had not been approached in a manner which might have led to
the perfecting of a measure which would have rendered unnecessary
such a speech as he was compelled to make. Though he did not expect
to command a great deal of support from the Bouse, and had no desire
to waste the time in needless debate, he stated that he would move one
brief amendment, expressing regret that the measure had not been sub-
mitted to the people of Nova Scotia before its adoption. With respect
to the measures of the Government, while holding a seat in that Bouse,
he would, if he believed them to be good, support them ; or, if otherwise,
oppose them, but he would seek no factious course to delay the pro-
ceedings of the House, or provoke acrimonious feelings among the
members."

The anti-confederate party led by Mr. Howe, pursued the
best possible course to secure better terms for Nova Scotia,
although it failed to secure repeal of the Union. The
agitation of 1867 and 1868 resulted in better terms being
granted in 1869, which was vigorously opposed by the party
with whom my hon. friend is connected in this House. That
increase was discussed on Friday, l1th June, 1869, Hon. Mr.
Rose,Minister of Finance, moved that the House go into Com-
mittee on the Nova Scotia resolutions, and explained the
negotiations that led to the proposition to increase the
subsidy to Nova Scotia:

" Ie showed that the debt of Nova Scotia had increased frorm the
time of the Quebec Conference, in 1864, to the date of the Union, in
1867, by $4,440,000, and the increase of interest $323,000. Of this
increase of debt $3.700,000 had been laid out in railways which were
the property of the Dominion. For the three and one-balf years pre-
vions to Confederation the revenue from local sources in Nova Scotia
was on an average $161,000, and the gross amount of ber subsidies
under the Union Act was $331,000, making a total revenue of $494,000
available for local purposes. The average yearly expenditure for the

452
1



COMMONS DEBATES.
period was $776,000, leaving an annual deficit of $284,000. In 1867
the total revenue, including the subsidies, was $567,000, local expendi-
ture $868,000, leaving a deficit that year of $301,000. l 1868, the esti-
mated revenue was $456,000, estimated expenditure, $663,000, leaving
a deficit of $207,000 to be made up by direct taxation. Members said
Mr. Rose would find the details of these figures in the tablesthen laid on
the Table of the Honue. It was evident trom them that Nova 8eotia
would have had to resort to keep up the deficiency by direct taxation."

This was the statement made by the Finance Minister of
this Dominion in 1869. And he proposed to amoliorate
these terms by an increase of about $150,000 annually for
ten years, still leaving a deficit of $134,000 a year, and
about $70,000 only, afterwards leaving a defloit of $214,000
annually. Mr. Blake, in rising to move the amendment of
which he had given notiee, said:

" He regretted this question had not been brought up sooner. He
admitted the great importance of the proposition of the Government. It
amounted to an increased aggregate of expenditure capitalised at over
two millions. Hie amendment he did not consider as involving the
question of whether the increased subsidy should b. paid to Nova Scotia.
If it could b. shown that the conditions of Nova Scotia under the Union
were unjust he was heartily willing to modify these conditions. But the
question involved in hie amendment was a constitutional one, and he
would not enter into the merits of the proposition of the Government.
With reference to the despatch of the Colonial Secretary on the subect,
he held there was nothing in it to justify this Government in mang
iodifications in the Union A et. That despatch, he said, merely directed
the attention of the Govern ment, to the subjects of taxation, of the regu-
lation of trade, and of the fisheries, all of which subjects were under the
control of the Canadian Government."y

He then went on to show how dangerous any interference
with the financial teims of Union was to the smaller Pro-
vinces, and concluded by stating :

" There was no telling where this kind of work would end. if it were
once admitted that this Parliament had the right to modify he Imperial
Act. The monetary conditions of the Union were not only essential but
vital, and should not be left tothe tender mercies of this Parliament.
Such, he was sure, was not anticipated by any one at the time of Con-
federation. He believed that if the proposition that this Parliament
could modify the Act of Union, relative to its financial conditions, was
carried, it would be destructive of the permanence of the constitution.
He concluded by moving that all the words after 'that' be left out,
and the following inserted instead thereof :_

"l'The British North America Act, 1867, has fixed and settled the
mutual liabilities of Canada, and of each Province in respect of the
public debt, and the amount payable by Canada to each Province for
the sunport of its Government and Legislature.

'' 'That the said Act does not empower the Parliament of Canada to
change tihe basis of Union thereby fixed and settled.

' That the unauthorisedassumption of such power by the Parliamnt
of Canada would imperil the interests of the several Provinces, weaken
the bond of Union, and shake the stability of the constitution.

"' That the proposed resolutions on the subject of Nova Scotia involve
the assumption o: such power.

" ' Ar.d that therefore this louse, while ready to give ils best con-
sideration to any proposals to procure in a constitutional way any
needed changes in the basis of Union,,deems it inexpedient to go into
committe on the proposed resolutions."'

No one knew botter than the leader of the Opposition that
the adoption of that amendment would virtually defeat the
proposai to give botter terms to Nova Scotia. In speaking
to that amendment, lon. Mr. Howe said :

" Nova Scotia did not care how they got the money, whether through
Imperial Parliament or otherwise. Be held that it was ridiculous to
suppose that the Act framed by the members of the Quebec conference
could never be changed by any Canadian Parliament. All he could
say if such were the case, he wished the Act had never been passed.
Hilsbon. friend had agreed that that would be a dangerous principle to
establish, not to Ontario and Quebec, but only to the smaller Provinces
of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick. Well, if they, in the lower Pro-
vinces, were willing to run the risk, surely gentlemen from the other
Provinces should have no objection."

Hon. Dr. Tupper, now Sir Charles Turper, pointed out:
"It was found that the means at the disposal of the Nova Scotian

Government were not sufficient to carry on efficiently the publie ser-
vices, and that a great part of the debt was incurred in building public

Re went on further discussing that proposition, and then
said

It had never been supposed that we could suddenly paes from theconcition of isolated Provinces, and arrange, at a single stroke of thepen, ail the financial questions that would actuall arise lu the adjust-ment of the financial terms of the Act of Ur ion. It was intended thatsubsequently a commission should issue, that the Local Governments
should each appoint a commission, and one also jointly; and to these
commissioners were to be entrusted the examination of the financial
affaira of all the Provinces, and an adjustment of the debt on a satisfac-
tory basis."

This statement of Hon. Dr. Tupper proves that it was the
intention to have placed the cost of our railways after the
adoption of the Quebec scheme, which were handed over
to the Dominion, to our credit, from which Nova Scotia
would receive local revenue in interest at 5 per cent., which
would give $220,000 a year extra. le concluded:

" Now he had found that the power which was always behind th,
gentlemen opposite had assumed a position of hostility to the smaller
Provinces, immediately after the re-adjustment of the scheme at West-
minster Palace. The additional concessions then granted to his own
Province were made the subject of the most frantic appeals to the pre-
judices of the west, m the organ of these gentlemen. Under these
circumstances, he wae in the difficult position of not being able to
obtain that support in the Bouse, which was necesary, in order to
enforce his views in regard to Nova Scotia."

Notwithstanding the efforts of the hon. members of the
Opposition on that day, these resolutions passed, and I find
on the division against any concessions, the following:
Béohard, Blake, Bourassa, Burpee, Cameron (Huron),
Geoffrion, Mackenzie and Mills, the only gentlemen in the
Opposition to-day who had seats in Parliament at that time.
Nor was that the only stage at which opposition to better
terms was made by the bon, gentlemen with whom my
hon. friend is now associated. I find that on the 12th of
June, 1869, Hon. Mr. Wood moved, in amendment to the
second reading of the resolutions with reforence to better
terms for Nova Scotia, the following :

I That all the words after 'that ' in theB said motion be left out, and
the followiri$ inserted instead thereof : ' It be resolved, 1bat in the
opinion of this Bouse it is expedient to disturbthe financial arrangements
settled between the Provinces composing the Dominion of Canada as
settled by the British North America Act, in favor of Nova Scotia,
without t the same time making provision forincreasing in due propor-
tion and on principles alike just to the Province of Quebec and Ontanjo
the amount of debt allowed by the British North America Act to the
hlte Province cf Canada, and the half yearly pay ments to the Provinces
of Quebec and Ontario respectively."

If this amendment had passcd, it would also destroy the
obtaining of better terms for Nova Scotia, and i find that
the same gentlemen who voted in favor of the first amend-
ment, also voted in favor of this amendment. I find also
that a Bill was introduced, and that the Hon. Mr. Holton
moved an amendment to the Bill at its Eecond reading, that
amendment being as follows:-

"Resolved, that in the opinion of this Bouse any disturbance of the
financial arrangements respecting the several Provinces provided for in
the British North America Act, unless assented to by all the Provinces,
would be subversive of the system of Government under which this
Dominion was constituted, and if effected, as proposed by tbis Bili, in
favor of one Province, without at the same time providing for a general
revision and readjustment of those arrangements, would be manifesly
unjust to the other Provinces."

Which was negatived on a division ; and there appeared on
the division list the names of the same hon. gentlemen to
whom I have already referred against giving better terms
to Nova Scotia. This was not ail. On the third reading of
the Bill, an amendment was moved by the hon. gentleman
now leading the Opposition in this House, and that amend-
ment would have had the effect of destroying any prospect
of botter terms in future. Mr. Blake mo ved to add the

works, which became the prop.rty of the Dominion. With thee facts following as section 5
la vie-w ha thought tb. Huuse should gire tue meet genarons and iberal
interpretation t hee Union A ld in thedirection of giving increased "The grants and provisions made by this Act and the British North
means to enable Nova Scotia to efficiently perform her local services. America Act, 1867, shall be in full settlement of ail demands on Canada
fe would not ask for an increased subsidy to Nova Scotia on the ground by Nova Scotia."
of a just consideration of ber claims, but on the ground of a legal con- This was adopted, and it will thus be seen the hon.Eideration of the Union Act, which could do away entirely with the b h el e N
Objection raised by theb hon. member for West Durham." leader of the Opposition, by his filth whe to theNova
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Scotia coach, clogged any proposition which might be made
in the future in favor of better termas for Nova Scotia. To
this an amendment was moved by the hon. member for
Yarmouth (Mr. Killam), one of the parties associated with
myself at that time. lie moved, in amendment :

" That the Bill be recommitted for the purpose of expunging clause 5."

This was negatived, and on the list I find that the whole
House, with the exception of Messrs. Anglin, Cameron
(Inverness), Chipman, Forbes, JKillam, Le Vesconte, Mac.
farlane and Power, voted against it Therefore at this
particular time we find that the whole House was corn-
mitted against giving any further concessions to Nova
Scotia, and that the opposition to better terms to Nova
Scotia originated with the hon. leader of the Opposi-
tion in this House. Is it any wonder, then that one of the
most prominent Liberal members for Nova Scotia, at a
public meeting in Halifax, declared in these words how
impossible it was to get any better terms for Nova Scotia
even if the Opposition should attain power:

" Nor have I any hope from a change of Government at Ottawa; as
the leaders of the Opposition have opposed-step by step, and inch by
inch-every concession made to Nova Scotia."

This was the opinion of the late lamented P. Power, Esq.,
who then represented the city and county of Halifax in this
House, and who was in the minority in that division. Now,
Sir, after the experience of the Liberal-Conservative party
in 1S71 and 1872, owing to the political capital which was
made 'on the question cf better terms for Nova Scotia, par-
ticularly in Ontario, I am not at all astonished that the
Liberal-Conservatives of Ontario particularly should feel
an unwillingness to pass through a similar ordeal in the
future. I distinctly recollect that the two main planks
in the platform of the Reform party of Ontario in 1871
and 1872 against the Dominion Government and the
Liberal-Conservative party of this Dominion were, first on
account of granting botter terms to Nova Scotia, and sec-
ondly, because Riel was not hanged for the murder of Scott.
There is no doubt that the appeal to the prejudices of
Ontario in reference to the botter terms to Nova Scotia,
consigned many a friend of the Liberal Conservative party to
political death, and I have Lo doubt whatever that if the pre-
sent Government would give additional better terms to Nova
Soolia, a similar agitation would be commenced in Ontario,
and would have a similar effect. The second plank in the
platform was embodied in a resolution, moved in the Logis-
lature of Ontario, by Mr. Blake, on the 3rd of Februa.'y,
1871, as follows:-

" That the cold-blooded murder (for bis outspoken loyalty to the
Queen) of Thomas Scott, lately a resident of this Province, and an
emigrant thence to the North-West, bas impressed this House with a
feeling of sorrow and indignation, and in the opinion of this House
every effort should be made to bring to trial the perpetrators of this
great crime, who as yet go unwhipt of justice."

It will thus be seen that instead of local issues in the Pro-
vince of Ontario, the two distinct issues raised were directed
against the conduct of the Liberal-Conservative party in the
House of Commons. This, I have no hesitation in saying,
I conbidered then, and I consider now, was a very unjasti-
fiable course to be pursued by any politician either in the
great Province of Ontario or in any other Province. I
always contended, when I held a seat in the Legislature of
Nova Scotia, that the members of the Local Legislature
should attend to their own business, and not raise issues in
which the Dominion Parliament alone had any concern.
However, in face of all opposition from the party who were
thon in Opposition as they are still, we secured botter terms
to Nova Scotia to the extent of $150,000 a year for ton years,
and about $70,000 a year from that time up to the present
time ; and I have no hesitation in admitting that I felt a
deep debt of gratitude to the Liberal-Conservative party for
having granted these concessions at that time, and I feel

Mr. CAmauoN (Inverness).

assured that the people of Nova Scotia have not felt differ-
ently, and I have reason to believe that they will not forget
it in the future. I find also that on the 21st of May, 1873,
resolutions were submitted to this louse, the purpose of
which was to readjust the indebtedness of the several Pro-
vinces in the Dominion:

" The Order of the day being read, for the third reading of the Bill to
re-adjust the amounts payable to and chargeable against the several
Provinces of Canada by the Dominion Government, so far as they
depend on the debt with which they respectively entered the Union,

" The Bon. Mr. Tilley moved, seconded by the Bon. Mr. Tupper, and
the question being proposed, that the Bill be now read the third time,

" The Hon. Mr. Cauchon moved, in amendment, seconded by the Hon.
Mr. Holton, that all the words after 'now ' to the end of the question be
left out, and the words re-committed to a Oommittee of the Whole
Bouse for the purpose of adding the following words after the first
section : 'provided always that the last amounts go towards equalising
the debts and subsidies between all the Provinces according to the
population, real or assumed, with which they entered the Gonfederation,'
nserted instead thereof."

It is true, that this would not very likely change the
adjustment of the indebtedness of the several Provinces; but
while there was a shade in favor of Ontario and Quebec,
the Liberal party in this House were determined to have
even that small shade for those Provinces against the other
Provinces. I find that in favor of this amendment were
Bain, Béchard,'Cartwright, Casey, Casgrain, Cockburn, De
St. Georges, Edgar, Geoffrion, Landerkin, Mackenzie, Mills,
Thompson and Trow. This re-adjustment placed to the
credit of Nova Scotia the sum of $1,344,780, the interest on
which was payable into the local treasury from that time up
to the present ; and while I admit it was not a material
concession to Nova Scotia, yet opposition was offered
even to that. I quite agree with the hon. member for
Guysborough that the Liberal party in Nova Scotia was not
the only party that asked for better terms for Nova Scotia.
On the 2nd of January, 1879, the leader of the Governmont
of that day sent a memorial to the Dominion Government,
which was as follows:-

The Government of the Province of Nova Seotia has bad under
consideration for some time its financial position as it stands now, and
the resources it will possess for the future to meet it various obligations,
and the annual recurring necessary expenses.

" The condition of the local revenue is of such a character, and so
inadequate to meet our requirements, even upon the scale of the closest
ecanomy, that it has been decided by the Government that I should lay
before you in as comprehensive a form as may be, an abstract of the
financial history of this Province since it entered Confederation in 1867,
up to the beginning of the present year, in order that the actual
resources of the local revenue may be fairly and fully understood, and
the necessity for some re-adjustment made more apparent than a mere
superficial view of the situation is likely te convey."
After giving figures and facts to show that Nova Scotia
was not in a very satisfactory financial condition, the
memorial concluded as follows:--

" The question now suggests itself, how can the needed remedy be
applied ? The facts stated above prove, I think, very clearly, that a
revision and readjustment of the present subsidy may be made in accor-
dance with the reasonable requirements of our Province, so that it may
be placed, in a revenue point of view, on an equal footing with its sister
Provinces.

" The Hon. Mr. Mackenzie, in bis letter of 29th yanuary, 1877,
addressed to the Hon. P. C. Hill, maintains that there is only one way
in which this can be done, viz., 'allowing a pro rata payment to all
the other Provinces at the same tirne."

"In the face of the facts which have been adjudged in this statemen
of the case of Nova Scotia, the position of Mr. Mackenzie ceases to be
tenable. How can it, with such a return as the following, taken from
tie blue books of each Province:

Per Head
Income. Population.

Ontario......................$3,177,210 $1 96
Quebec....................... ......... ......... 2,428,216 2 03
New Brunswick.............................. 618,113 2 16
Prince Edward Island..................... 326,274 3 45
Nova Scotia-in future say......... 500,000 1 29

"But should there prove to be serious or unsurmountable difficulties
in this method of adjustment, relief to our necessities may be found in
another direction, and in a way which could not be justly challenged
or objected to by any of the other Provinces."

Then he claims the fishery award should be sub-divided
among the Maritime Provinces, and in this way the increase
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of subsidy so necessary, to Nova Scotia particularly, should.
be attained. Again I find in the very correspondence which
my hon. friend asked for in this House and submitted to
the Local Legislature of Nova Scotia, that a communication
was recently sent by Sir Alexander Campbell, thon acting
Secretary of State, in which I find the following paragraph,
in answer to the claims made by Nova Scotia for better
returns:

" This shows that the amount of $8,000,000, which was provided by the
British North America Act, as the amount to be placed to the credit of
the debt account, has been augmented on several occasions, the first
increase being made in consequence of the Act of 1869, when the amount
was increased to the sum of $9,186,756, this increase to take effect from
the date of Confederation. Taking this increase Into consideration it
will be found that the balance at the credit of the Nova Scotia debt
account on the 30th June, 1868, was $924,455.35. In 1873, by the Act
of 36 Victoria, chapter 30, $1,344,780 was added, and the amount was
supplemented in the following year under the Act 37 Victoria, chapter
3, by $199,490. The Act of 37 Victoria was simply passerd to remove
doubts in reference to the intention of 36 Victoria on this subject. And
again by the Act 47 Victoria, chapter 4, another increase of $739,368.71
was made, which should make the balance at the present time to the
credit of the debt account about $3,260,000, on which the Province of
Nova Scotia would be receiving interest at the rate of .5 per cent., or

ay, $163,000 each year, had the large withdrawals for railway exten-
sinu, est and west, in Nova Scotia proper, not been made from the
capital of the account. On the lst July last, only the sum of $1,052,345
out of the $3,260,000 was left to the credit of Nova Scotia, representing
an annual income of $52,615, an annual loss of over $ 10,000.
This state of affairs has been brought about by the political
friende of my hon. friend from Guysboro'.-

"It has been mentioned before that the amount ($9,000,000) which was
paid by the 'British North America Act,' as the amount to be placed
to the credit of the debt account, bas been augmented on several
occasions, the first increse being made in consequence of the Act of
1869, before referred to, when the amount was incresed to the sum of
$9,186,756, this increase to take effdct from the date of Confederation
Taking this increase into consideration, it will be found thit the balance
at the credit of the Nova Scotia debt account, on the 30th Jane, 1868,
was $924,455.33. In 1873, by the Act of 36 Vic, Cap. 30, $1,344,780 was
added, and the amount was farther supplemented in the following year
under the Act 37 Vic , Cap. 3 by $199,490, and again by Act 47 Vic,
Cap. 4, another increase of $793,368.71 was made, which should make
the balance at the present time to the credit of the Debt Account about
$3,260,000, on which the Province would be receiving interest at the rate
of 5 per cent., or, say, $163,000 per annnm, had the large withdrawals,
for railway extension before mentioned not been made from the capital
of the account. In consequence of these withdrawals, however, the
amount on the first day of July laut, ac;ually at the credit of the account
and on which they are receiving interest is ouly $1,052,315, representing,
say, $52,615 of income. It will, therefore, be seen that, had the capital
been allowed te remain unimpaired, the Province would now have been
in receipt of over $110,000 more of yearly revenue from this source."

At this point, I desire to remind my hon. friend from Guys-
boro (Mr. Kirk) that the total withdrawal of its capital
account in the Dominion Troasury from the credit of Nova
Scotia, was owing to the actions of his political friends in
Nova Scotia; and it ill-becomes them now to clamor for any
further concessions to Nova Scotia, while they soemed dis-
posed to squander in this manner the revenue which had
been placed at their disposal through the generosity of the
Liberal-Conservative party. In conclusion, I desire to call
the attention of the House to the following facts:-First.
That, before Confederation, Nova Scotia had an average of
$776,000 for local works, for the maintenance of which she
is hold responsible by the British North America Act;
Second. That all the older Provinces of the Dominion, except-
ing Nova Scotia, have now more revenue for the mainte-
nance of local works than they ever had before Confedera-
tion; Third. That even if the Legislature of Nova Scotia did
not withdraw any of her capital from the Dominion Trea-
sury, that Province would now only have a local revenue
of $673,000, which is $103,000 less than the average
revenue for years before Cjnfederation, and over $200,000
less than would be sufficient, in view of the increased
population, to maintain her local services, as efficiently
as they were maintained before Confederation. But
even if the Opposition obtain power, there ie not the
shadow of a hope for botter terms for Nova Scotia from that
source, as botter terms cannot be secured without the repeal
of the fifth clause of the Botter Terms Act of 1869. This

fifth clause was added at the suggestion of the leader of the
Opposition. It provides that "the grants and provisions
made by this Act and the British North America Act shall
be in full settlement of all demande on Canada by Nova
Scotia." I dqem it much more necessary that this fifth
clause should be repealed than that we should have any
further correspondence relative te better terms for Nova
Scotia submitted *to this louse. 1 therefore deem it my
duty to move in amendment to the motion of the hon.
member for Guysboro':

That all the words after "That " he omitted, and the following sub-
stituted: -

" in the opinion of this House it le expedient to repeal the fifth
section, chap. 2, 32-33 Vic., of the Dominion Statutes, which provides, that
• the $rants and provisions made by this Act and the British North
America Act of 1867 shall bE in full settlement of all demands on Canada
by Nova Seotia."'

Mr. McDOUGALL. In rising to second the amendment
of my hon. friend from Inverness (Mr. Cameron), i desire
to say that it was not my intention to make any remarks
on this subject, but, having heard this afternoon the
observations of the hon. member for Guysboro' (Mr.
Kirk) with reference to the interests of Cape Breton,
I desire to say a word or two. I was astonished to
hear the hon. member for Guysboro' at this stage giving
the attention ho has given to the railway interests of Cape
Breton, and I was further astonished, on hearing him speak
with reference to the motion now before the House, to find
him omitting any reference whatever to tho interests of
Cape Breton. The hon. member for Guysboro' is asso-
ciated with hon, gentlemen in this flouse who, on provious
occasions, undertook to deal with the question of the
expenditure of money on railways in the Province of Nova
Scotia and in the Island of Cape Breton, and who took very
good care, on all those occasions to expend all thoso
moneys, by the passing of Acte in this House and the pass-
ing of Orders in Council, in such a way as to deprive the
Island of Cape Breton of a mile of railway, as it stands to-
day. On the settlement of the botter terme, to which my
hon. friend from Inverness referred at such great length,
there was placed at the credit of the Province of
Nova Seotia the sum of $2,269,235. At that time the Gov-
ern ment of Nova Scotia adopted the policy of expending
this money on railways in Nova Scotia. When that policy
was adopted, the hopes of the people of Cape Breton wore
raised; they hoped that at a very early period they would
have a railway extended through ihat island; but that
money was voted by Parliament and expended in various
sections of the Province, but not a dollar of it was expendeI
in the Island of Cape Breton; and now my hon. friend from
Guysboro' advocates the granting of further concessions
to the Province of Nova Scotia, without saying a word as
to the obligations to the Island of Cape Breton. As to tho
way in which that money was exponded, without consider-
ing the claims of Cape Breton, I will give the coun-
ties in which the money was expended, and the amount
expended in the several lines of railway in those
counties. The following were the amounts so expended :
In Annapolis and Lunenburg, 8140,000; in Digby
and Yarmouth, 8679,000; in Pictou, Antigonish and
Guysboro', $643,345; in Cumberland, $144,2d0. This
absorbed, within a fraction, the $2,000,000 which wore
placed to the credit of Nova Scotia by the passage of the
Botter Terme Act. The hon. member for Guysboro', in
addressing the House this afternoon on the question of tho
Short Line Railway, made a reference to my hon. friend from
Pictou (Mr. Tapper), and asked him if ho had the intention
@f strangting the Short Lino Railway, or of extending it intcò
the Island of Cape Breton. I am not surprised at that hon.
gentleman basing his argument on suspicion, from the very
fact that he, to-day, supports a party who have adopted a
system of strangling all means by which we could expect,
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in the eastern part of the Province of Nova Scotia, that
whieh weclaimed we had a right to have. I remember the
time to which my hon. friend from Inverness referred,
when the present leader of the Opposition brought in a
clause in amendment to the Better Terms Act, which would
have had the effect of preventing the Province of Nova
Scotia from getting any further consideration from that
date. That was a system of strangling. Subsequently to
that, the Government of Nova Scotia applied to the
Dominion for assistance towards the building of the railway
east of the county of Pictou, or from Pictou through the
Island of Cape Breton. At that time, they desired their
friends in Nova Scotia to have the transfer of the Truro
branch to the Government, in order to assist in the building
of a line through to Louisburg or Sydney in the Island of
Cape Breton; but, notwithstanding that the representatives
and the people of Cape Breton urged the Government to
give that road, what was done by our hon. friends on
the other side of the flouse at that time ? They passed
a Minute of Council by which the transfer of the road was
made to aid in the building of a road which was limited by
the Strait of Canso, and which did not provide for the
expenditure of a single dollar or the construction of a mile
of railway in the Island of Cape Breton. That was another
specimen of strangling the construction of railways in the
Island of Cape Breton. In the next place, the Government
of Nova Scotia in 1882 adopted and passed a measure
known as the Syndicate Act, for the consolidation of the
railway system of Nova Scotia. They provided, and Par.
liament ratified that, for the extension of the railway system
of Nova Scotia into Cape Breton. What did hon. gentlemen
opposite do? What did my hon. friend from Digby (Mir. Vail)
do? When the present Local Government came into
power in Nova Scotia, he lent his services to that Govern.
ment in order to strangle the operation of that Act. That
was another act of strangling the building of roads in Cape
Breton by hon. gentlemen opposite. The next thing was
that the Government of Nova Scotia, in whose interests the
hon. member for Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk) has brought
this up to-day, took over from the company, under the
powers obtained by them from Parliament, the Eastern
Extension Railway, and what did they do with the
road and the privileges they had obtained in the direc-
tion of building a line through the Island of Cape Breton ?
They came to the Government of the Dominion and asked
if they would not take it over for the price which they
paid for·it or for less, and they imposed no condition as to
the extension of the road to the Island of Cape Breton.
They came to this Government and handed over this road
and their interest in the Pictou branch without any
condition whatever, and without the slightest hope
that that property would be used towards the exten-
sion of the road into the Island of Cape Breton. Now, Sir,
this is the last step towards strangling the building cof that
road in the Island of Cape Breton, which these gentlemen
engaged to do. I take it that this stop now taken tends
in the same direction. It will have a tendency, pos-
sibly, to lead some people to believe that this Government
bas not the disposition which we had a right to expect of it,
to extend the railway system of the Province of Nova Scotia
and of the Dominion into the Island of Cape Breton. The
hon. membar for Guysboro' referred to the economy
which characterised the management of the Government of
Nova Scotia. Why, Sir, the economy that characterises
the present Government of Nova Scotia is explained by the
fact that they handed over this road at about half its value
without providing any consideration for that part of the
Province to which they were under obligation to extgnd
this railway:system. Without detaining the House any
further, I have much pleasure in supporting the amend-
ment of the hon. gentleman for Inverness,

Mr. McDoUGALL.

Amendment (Mr. Cameron) negatived on the following
division:-

YEAs:
Messieurs

Allison,
Burpee,
Cameron (Inverness),
Daly,
Gilimor,
Gordon,

Allen,
Amyot,
Auger,
Bain (Boulanges),
Bain (Wentwortb),
Baker (Missisqtioi),
Béechard,
Benoit,
Bergin,
Blondeau,
Bourassa,
Bowell,
Bryson,
Bnrnham,
Cameron (Middlesex),
Campbell (Renfrew),
Campbell (Victoria),
Carling,
Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Cimon,
Cockburn,
Oolby,
Coughlin,
Dawson,
Dickinson,
Dundas,
Edgar,
Everett,

King,
Kirk,
Landerkin,
Langelier,
McDougald (Pictou),

McDougall (C. Bieto),
Paint,
Robertson (Shelburne),
Stairs, and
Vail.-16.

NÂsI:
Messieurs

Ferguson (Leed2&Gren)McLelan,
Fleming, NIMIMlleu,
Foster, Mitchell,
Gagné, Moffatt,
Geoffrion, Platt,
Glen, Ray,
Guay, Rinfret,
Harley, Robertson (Hastngs),
Hesson, Rose,
Hiliard, Scott,
Holton, Small,
Homer, Somerville (Brant),
Innes, Somerville (Bruce),
Irvine, Springera
Ives, Taschereaui
Jackson, Tassé,
Jamieson, Taylor,
Jenkins, Tbompson (Antigonish)
Kilvert, Trow,
Langevin (Sir lector), Tyrwhitt,
Lesage, Wallace (Albert),
Livingston, Wallace (York),
Maedconald (Kings), Watson,
Mackintosh, White (Hastings),
M cmaster, Wigle,
Macmillan (Middlesex),1Wilson, and
Mecallum, Wood (Brockville).-92.

Main motion (Mr. Kirk) agreed to.

ADJOURNMENT-PROTECTION OF THE
FISHERIES.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think that considering the time that
has been taken up with Government matters this Session,
the least we can do is to have an opportunity to pre-
sent some matters in which private individuals feel some
interest. I have had a Notice of Motion on the paper for
nearly a month, and I hope the Minister will allow me to
present it to the [[ose. It is a request for papers and
information upon a very important subject connectel with
the fisheries of the country. I beg to move for

Copies of all fishery regulations and of instructions to fishery
officers or othera commandiug the alleged Marine Police Force of
Canada under the Fishery Act of 1863, relative to fishing practices by
United States citizens exercising privileges conceded by the Treaty of
Washington, in common with Canadian fishermen.
Now, Sir, I shall take but a few minutes with this motion,
it being so late, and seeing such an anxiety on the part of
members to adjourn. I will state very briefly wbat the
object of the notice is. It is very well known than an inter-
national question arose between the United States and the
Government of England arising out of some American
fishermen going to the Bay of Islands, under the supervision
of the Newfoundland Government, for the purpose of catch-
ing bait. These American fishermen fished with illegal nets,
and fished at a period which was contrary to the municipal
regulation of Newfoundland. They were driven off by the
people of Newfoundland. The owners of the vessels made
a claim through their Government upon the British Gov-
ernment, and the British Government, notwithstanding
that these American fishermen are alleged to have fished
in defiance of the municipal regulations of that country,
paid them the damages which were settled upon for having

456



COMMONS DEBATES.
been driven off. Now, with regard to what occured in
Newfoundland it may be thought that this Honse has very
little to do, but, Sir, the same principle that was concerned
in the case of Newfoundland, and one of very great impor-
tance, affects the settlement of ail questions along the
whole coast of Canada. But, Sir, a case arose in our own
country where some American fishermen, during the
existence of the Washington treaty, came within the three
mile limit in Aspy Bay, off the coast of Nova Scotia, and
with illegal nets commenced taking bait, and with illogal
traps and nets took bait for the purpose of deep sea fishing
within the three mile district, and within the muni-
cipal jurisdiction and territory of the Dominion of Canada.
We have it from the blue books published by the British
Parliament that that question was taken up and dealt with
at Washington by the British Minister, and was settled.
The American fishermen, it was alleged, came within the
three mile limit and fished with illegal nets. The fisher-
men along the coast of Nova Scotia, finding the Americans
were fishing with illegal nets, which were prohibited by
the municipal regulations, sanctioned by the fishery depart-
ment and by the fishery laws passed by this Legislature,
drove them out and prevented them using their nets, and
the American fishermen went away. They came back the
next day and bought bait from the Canadian fishermen, and
went on with the fishing as they intended to do if they had
caught the bait themselves. They made a claim for dam-
ages am9unting to $5,000 or 86,000, through the United
States Government, against the British Government, and
they claimed that they bad suffered those damages from the
illegal act of the Canadian fishermen in driving them out
for violating the municipal laws of Canada. The point I
want to make is this: I believe it to be a fact that the
British G.overnment settled the damages, which were
fixed at $600, and conceded the fact that American
fishermen thus violating our laws and being driven
from within the three mile limit were entitled to damages,
because they paid $600 damages to American fishermen.
Either the contention I make now, that foreign fishermen,
coming within the three mile limit, are liable to the laws
and regulations of this -Parliament, which our fishery offi-
cars are instructed to carry out, or they are not. If they
are liable, then the British Government or somebody else
did wrong in establishing a principle, in recognising as
correct the contention of the Americans that they are not
bound by the municipal regulations of Canada, when they
come within the three mile limit over which our territorial
rights extend, which may prove a very serions difficulty to
us in enforcing any future regulation, should a new treaty
be made. Some one is to blame in regard to this matter.
Either the British Governmont have done this, with or
without the consent of the Governmont of Canada. My own
impression is that the British Minister at Washington did
it withont the consent of the Canadian Government. If he
did, I should like to know what correspondence took place
between the Cinadian Government and the British Govern-
ment or the British Minister at Washington, and whether
the Government of Canada protested against the recognition
of that principle. If the Canadian Government have pro-
tested, if they have asserted the fact that we have a right
to make our own laws and to control ail the fishermen,
whether American, French, English or Canadian, while
fihing within the three mile limit, if they have
protested against that settlement, then I have nothing fur-
ther to say about the matter, and I should be very
glad if it is so. If they have not done so, if the documents
show they have neglected that duty, then I wish to bring
the question before this Parliament and show the absolute
duty there is on the part of Parliament of Canada to take
such steps as will protest against the recognition of a
principle which may in future seriously interfere with the
carrying out of and enforCement of our laws and regula-

us

tions, and the obtaining for our fishermon those equal rights
which, if that principle is recognised, they cannot obtain.
It is very well known that within the lat few years a
system sprung up on the part of the fishermen of the
United States when they exercised rights under the
Washington Treaty, I stated the other day when making
a motion somewhat analogous to this, as I said last year
when I took part in the discussion on the division of the
Fishery and Marine Departmont, what I thought was the
duty of the Government in relation to this matter. I said:

" The hon. the I'irst Minister said that no damage was being done to
our fisheries by the Americans fishing within the three mile limit. The
right hon. gentleman is not well informed on that point."

The hon. gentleman had stated that he did not think any
great damage was boing doue.

" Within the last three, four or five years a system of fishin bas
been establishel by the Americans which has been most destructive to
the fisheries, and wilI ultimately rmin them, as the Americans bave
ruined their own fisheries. The Americans corne in wiLh schooners aud
with nets, and, with three or four or five miles of nets, scoup a whole bay,
taking ail kinds of fish, and for every one marketable mackerel two or
three unmerchantable young mackerel are thrown overboard."

From interviews I have had wit h practical fishormen, I
find if I had said 100 I would have been a great deal nearer
the truth.

" Complaints have been made by fishermen of my own county of this
practice, and they have asked whether any protection ean be obtained."

At the same time I went on and stated this principle which
I stated to the House to-day, and the First Minister then
said: IlWell taken, a good point." Mr. Speaker, it is a
good paint, and it is a very important point, f>r if we have
500 fishermon round the shores of the bay of the county
which I represent restricted to certain limitations as to nets,
perhaps ton, twenty or thirty fathoms, to a particular man.
ner of disposing of the refuse from their fish, and if we find
three or four American fishermen with one, two or three
miles of nets, which are prohibited by our regulations, and
if we have te compete with thom, and the principle is
recognised as settled by the Aspy Bay decision, the sooner
this House knows it and takes the necessary stops to protest,
the botter, in order that Canadian fishormen shall not be
placed at any disadvantage as compared with foreign
fishermen and that a law shall not bo applied to one as
against the other. I am satisfied the acting leader of the
ERouse is anxious to adjourn, and I shall not take up the
time of the House further, but simply move the rosolution,
and at the same tine read the recommendation I made in
the last report I signed as Minister of Marine and Fishories,
shortly after the adoption of the Washington Treaty:

" The admission of the United States citizens and American fishermen
to our in-shores, in pirsuance to the Washington Treaty, will necessi-
tate the constant employment of cruisers to maintain order and regulate
the fishing. It will be necessary to protect our own fishermen from
injury and molestation, and to enforce the observance of our fishery laws.
Als, It will be desirable to adopt somo ge.aeral system of regulation to
prevent or correct any such abuses in the common pursuit as are calcu-
lated to inflict prmanent damage to our estuary ani river fisheries. A
comprehensive code of rules was adoptid unier the fish ry cinvention
between Great Britain and France in 1839, to obviate collisions and dis-
putes between the vessels and subjects of the respective powers. These
regulations were framed by m xid commission, analogous it is presumed
to that contemplated by article twenty of the present treaty. In the
meantime the existing fishery lrws, supplemented if necessary by regu-
lations of the Governor General in Council, may suffice to avert any
present injury from improp r or unseasonable fishing; and for the pres-
ent, at least, two marine police vessels should be kept on active duty."

What I advised at that time and what I contend for now is
this: We should have had, and we should have now, pro-
tection for our fishermen in the exorcise of those rights
which the law gives them and to which they are entitled;
and I make this remark more with a view to the future than
to the present. It is true the fishery treaty has come to
an end, but there is an anxiety in Canada, notwithstanding
the course taken by the American fishormen, as there is
amongst a large body of men interested in the fisheries of
the United States that the renewal of that treaty, if it doea

1886. 457
f



COMMONS DEBATES. APrIL,

occur, should occur within a reasonable time. I have brought
forward the motion with a view of warning our Government
that if they renew that treaty with that Newfoundland
decision, and that Aspy decision standing in their face, we
will find the contention of the American fishermen, as
was stated during the existence of the Washington
Treaty, that they were not bound by our municipal laws
while within the three mile limit. I have brought this
matter before the louse for the purpose of endeavoring to
find ont how we stand in relation to it; first, if this
demand-has been made, next, if it bas been made, by whose
authority it las been made. If it bas been made purely on
the responsibility of the British Government, then I want
to know whether our Government has protested against it
so as to prevent its being acknowledged as a precedent if
future arrangements1 are made. I bring forward the
motion not with any desire to censure the Government, but
to ý find out the facts, and then if we find ourselves in a
false position, to warn the Government and to bring to the
notice of the House the importance of putting ourselves
right in the matter, with a view of preventing decisions
whidh may have been made by the British Government on
the responsibility of the British Minister at Washington,
perhaps on the direction of the Foreign or Colonial Minister
in London; being held to bind us in the future. If that bas
been doue, I wish to ask the House to protest against the
principle which is pernicions in itself and is detrimental
to the future interests of our fishermen.

Motion for adjournment withdrawn.

Mr. FOSTER. 1 am sorry that my hon. friend took so un-
seasonable a time as this appears to be, to bring up this
matter in the way in which he has brought it up. I doubt
very much if the information he bas asked for, judging by
what he has outlined in his speech, if rigidly adhered to,
will prove to be the information that he desires. lowever,
I may say this that not only what he bas asked for shall
be brought down, but that all the papers in connection
with the matters of which he as spoken, se far as they
can be, will be brought down ; and lithink that the hon.
gentleman will find that he bas preferred charges before
the information bas been before the House, which, if the
information had been before the flouse, ie would not have
preferred. It has always appeared to me to be rather
singular that hon, gentlemen should make a motion for
papers asking for information, and then should build up
without that information, certain charges about the truth of
which they are not fully informed,and concerning information
for whieh they are at the moment asking. [have no doubt
at all that it will be found that the United States fishermen
and foreign fishermen, under this treaty, fishing in Canadian
Waters, were considered to be as they are considered to be,
under the rules and regulations which govern our own fish-
ermen. I have no doubt it will be found, as indeed it is,
that.they are subject to all reasonable municipal regulations.
However, it is another matter both with our own people
and with others fishing within our limits, as to how these
regulations shall be enforced. I think my hon. friend said
enough to lead this Hlouse to see, that in this case the regu-
lations were not attempted to be enforced by the proper
officers, but that certain persons took the law into their
own hands, and probably the claim for damages arose
largely on account of that circumstance. My hon. friend is
very anxious for the integrity and the good name of Canada
with reference to the protection of our fisheries. So, I am
sure, is the Government, and so, I am sure, is every mem-
ber of this House; and although he as taken the oppor-
tunity on this occasion, and a preceding occasion, to warn
the Government and to say what he thinks the Government
ought to do, it is probably within the memory of the louse
that what he warned the Government to do, and advises
thèm to do, is in the exact lino of what ho already knows
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they have done. For instance, the other evening he warned
and advised the Government that the proper kind of vessels
were sailing vessels, and that steamers were a very wrong
kind of vessel for the protection of the fisheries. Well, the
hon. gentleman must have read before that that the Gov-
ernment were advertising for these same fast sailing
schooners, and I think it will be in the memory of hon.
gentlemen that the first fishing protection fleet which was
organised by my hon. friend also contained one of these
objectionable steamers. However, I shall not prolong the
discussion to night. Af ter these papers are brought down,
and other papers as well, probably several hon. gentlemen
will wish to speak on these different matters and we will
have a more seasonable discussion and a better opportunity
of giving our views and arriving at our conclusions.

Mr. VAIL. I merely wish to remark that my hon.
friend the Minister of Marine and Fisheries (Mr. Foster),
misunderstood the member for Northumberland. I did not
understand him to make any charge against the Govern-
ment; but was merely warmnig the Government that in
case of any arrangements hereafter being made between
the two Governments, they should bear in mmd that certain
claims were made by the Amerian Government, and that
they were acknowledged to a certain extent to have been
right in consequence of the British Goverument having paid
a:sum of money in liquidation of those claims. I think the
hon. Minister of Marine and Fisheries (Mr. Foster), should be
obliged to the hon. member for bringing this matter before
the House, and not only the Minister but the whole flouse.
It is certainly a matter which has attracted a good deal of
attention. The Minister of Marine says that the member
for Northumberland has called the attention of the Govern-
ment to certain things which he knows have been carried
out. How was he to know that ? If my memory serves me
the Americans were driven off the shore of the harbor of
Newfoundland for using seines or nets on a Sunday. The
Americans made a demand-and it shows the value they set
on our inshore fisheries-they made a demand for something
like 825,000 for one day for the two or three vessels inter-
ested. The British Goverument took the matter into consi-
deration, and I am inchined to think, though 1 do not know
for certain, settled the matter by agreeing to pay the
amount, without consulting the Dominion Government here.
Or if they did consult them, they certainly acted
without waiting for an answer or for the consent of the
Dominion Government. I know it was the intention of the
British Government at that time to cail upon the Dominion
Government to pay the amount. I do not know whether
it was paid or not; but it shows plainly that the British
Government felt they had a right to settle this matLer
without consulting the Dominion Government. Now, I
think it quite proper, in any arrangement to be made
hereafter in regard to the fisheries, that the Americans
should be made to understand that they wili be bound
to respect the municipal laws as weil as our own fishermen.
When the Americans had a right to come into our waters,
they seemed to set a considerable value on our fisheries;
but after the treaty was abrogated they pretended to regard
them as valueless. if they are of no value, all we ask of
them is to remain outside of the three-mile himit; but if
they do come within that himit they must be dealt with as
the law directs. I do not behieve the American Govern-
ment wikl for one moment uphold their people in violating
the laws of the Dominion or in violating a solemn treaty
entered ino between the two Governments, and I sincerely
hope that ali necessary steps wil be takento show, that we
are determined to protect our inshore fisheries.

Mr. MITC1LELL. I did not expect that I was going to
get a lecture from the hon. Minister of Marineand Fisheries
when I rose Lo perform what is my undoubted right as a
citizon of the oountry and a reprwentative of the peop ). 1
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brought forward a motion which is of great importance to
this country. I brought no charges against the Govern-
ment; I stated distinctly that I did not know who was to
blame; but if the principle ws recognised, that American
fishermen should be paid claims for damages when fishing
illegally in our waters, I thought it was wrong; and I said
1 did not know whether it was done by the authority of the
Canadian Government or the British Government, and I
wanted to know whether this Government protested against
it, or whether they were particeps crminis in this matter.
Now, the hon. Minister said, that I gave advice that fast
sailing schooners were preferable to steamers, after I knew
that the Government had advertised for schooners. I gave
that advice a year ago, before the hon. gentleman dreamed
of being in the position he now occupies, and a year before
I thought that any steps woftld be taken in anticipation of
the abrogation of the treaty I advised the Government to
take the steps they have taken to-day, but taken too late.
Therefore, I am not open to the charge of giving advice
after the event. I gave it last year and the year before, as
Blansard will prove. I do not care who it is that fishes
illegally in our waters; the citizens of a country
have a right to prevent men breaking the law, assuming
that the facte stated by my hon. friend are correctly stated.
But I think a number of questions arose, particularly in the
Newfoundland case. The Americans were not only fishing
on Sunday, and violating the municipal law against dese-
crating the Sabbath, but they were using nets and fishing
across from bay to bay. These were the grounds on which
the fishermen drove them off. In any case, the citizens of
a country have a right to prevent any person fishing
illegally or violating the law, and I was not wrong in my
assumption. The hon, gentleman said I should wait until
the papers are before thei louse. That is something like
what was said last year when the Govern ment was urged
to take a vote of 850,000 or $100,000 in order to provide
against the termination of the Washington Treaty. If that
had been done, it would have given moral effect to the
efforts of those in the United States Congress who
are favorable to a renewal of the treaty. But what was
done with the fisheries last year? They were given away;
the Americans were begged to take them; and to take
them for what ? For nothing, although they were advised
at that time to put on fast sailing schooners to protect
them. The hon. gentleman was a member of Parliament
at that time, and he ought to have known when he said
that I spoke after the event, that h. stated what was not
strictly accurate.

Mr. MoLELAN. If I understood the hon. gentleman
last Session, he approved of the course taken by the Gov-
ernment in suspending the operations for protecting the
fisheries pending the decision of the (Jnited States Congress
as to the appointment of a commission. In last year's Esti
mates there was a sum of $50,000, I think, voted for the
purpose of protecting the fisheries. In respect to this
matter, I think the hon. member for Digby (Mr. Vail) has
taken the true view. The large claim made by the Ameri-
cans was for injury done in Newfoundland waters, and the
British Government notified the Newfoundland Govern-
ment, which sent a representative to Washington to settle
the diffleulty. There was no such notice given to us; but
after the matter was settled, the British Minister put in a
small claim for compensation to American fishermen for
injuries suffered at Aspy Bay. Ie applied to us to settle
that; we protested strongly against it; but owing to suh-
sequent cirdumstances and other reasons, which I am'not
prepared, in the absence of the First Minister, to say can
be submitted to the House. A vote was taken in Parlia-
ment to pay that claim. The Newfoundland Government,
I think, was represented at Washington by a delegate, and
assented to the amount fixed for compensation for the
disturbanoe there,.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. Finance Minister has put in
my mouth a conclueion I never arrived at. I did not
approve of the course pursued last year, and there are
gentlemen in ibis House who recollect the position I then
took. I said that the Goverument should ask for a vote of
$50,000 or 8100,000 and provide the means then for pro-
tecting our fisheries, so as to let the Americans know that
we were detormined to protect the rights and privileges we
possessed for the benefit of our own people; but I said that
in the absence of a determination on the part of this Gov-
ernment to do that, they could not do anything but let the
Americans come in and fish. That was what 1 said in
relation to that point, but I never consented, I never
thought it was the best course to pursue, to allow the
Americans to use our fisheries the rest of the season for
nothing. As to the Newfoundland case, we have nothing
to do with it, except that it establishes a precedent that
would cover any difficulty of the kind which might arise
hereafter between the fishermen of Canada and the United
States. With regard to the Aspy Bay affair, the hon. gen-
tleman admits Canada was not consulted. If our Govern-
ment permitted the British Government to deal with the case
and thus establish'a precedent without protesting against it,
they did wrong. Some correspondence took place between
this and the Imperial Government. We are told it is for
the Premier to decide whether that correspondence will be
brought down or not. I hold that the Government are
bound to bring it down, in order that this Parliament may
see whether the Government have taken the proper steps
to protect our rights and interests, and prevent precedents
being set up which will seriously interfere with our main-
taining our rights and standing. The Minister said a few
minutes ago that Canada had an undoubted right to pro-
tect her interests, and that nobody disputed her right.
Well, Sir, the Americans disputed it. For the last three or
four years that they have been fishing under the Washing-
ton Treaty, they have disputed our right to enforce our
municipal laws within the three mile limit, and we should
not allow, by any improper concession, the Imperial Gov-
ern ment to establish a precedent which would prevent us
in future from claiming and exercising that right.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). le subject is of very
little practical importance just now, considering that
we are actually discussing what shallh be done when
the Americans are allowed within our three mile limit,
at a time while we are declaring that they shall not
come within the limits at all. But as hon. gentlemen,
especially an hon. gentleman from my own Province,
got into the prophetic mood, and the discussion appears to
throw imputation on the policy of the Government and
implies distrust as to what the policy of the Government
will be hereafter, I will say, as my hon. colleague has said,
that the Parliament of Canada have an undoubted right, not
only to make, but to enforce within the three mile limit
such regulations as it thinks proper to enact. It will not
b. claimed that we, or any Local Legisilature, have the
right to pass any regulations which would, in bad faith,
limit unfairly the privileges given to the Americans or to
others, but to the extent-to which we would have the right
to legislate for our own people, we have the right to legis-
late, as far as the three mile limit iB concerned, for ail
who may come there. Nothing whatever has transpired to tie
the hands of the Government in dealing with this question
when it shall arise. The principle upon which it
was thought wise to make compensation to the fisher-
men of the United States, in respect to the Aspy Bay
affair and the Newfoundland affair, may have been this,
that notwithsanding the citizens of the United States
may have violated the laws of Canada or Newfoundland,
that certainly did not justify the violence and destruction. of
propertywhich occurred in those two places. By violating
the ocal regulations with regard to fishing on Sundays,
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American fishermen incurred a penalty, but not the penalty
of a mob destroying their vessels, nets or other property.
If it were necessary to confer the right on C(anadian people
to go on American soil and carry on business there, our
people would be subjeet to the municipal regulations of
that country; but if they violated those regulations, the
Government of Canada and of Great Britain, while
recognising their liability to suffer penalty, would demand
compensation to the fullest extent for any acts of violenee
and destruction of property from which they might suffer
in consequence, at the hands of an American mob. There is
a marked distinction between enforcing our regulations and
justifying acts of violence. I do not say that the occurrences
were such as to warrant the compensation paid by the British
Government, and whicb the British Government may have
forced the colonies to some extent to pay, but even if those
Governments were justified in giving compensation, that
does not necessarily involve the principle that we have not
the right to enforce within the three mile limit the laws of
Canada.

Mr. MoLELAN. I do not not think the hon. mem-
ber for Northumberland understood me. I said this
Government did protest against the payment of any amount
for the Aspy Bay affair. The British Government paid
the money for Newfoundland, and applied to us to recoup
them for what they had paid on our account. We pro.
tested against the payment. Afterwards circurmstances
arose, and we came to the House with a vote, and every
body knows what was said when the Estimates were passed
But what I want to say is that when the application was
made, we replied protesting against any amount being paid.

Motion agreed to.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 11.05 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDAY, 2nd April, 1886.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

PRINTING RETURNS.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. A couple of years ago
an order was made by this louse with respect to various
it ms of printing. A partial return was brought down, but
no returns-although the order has been in existence for a
year-no returns have been made from the Department of
Immigration and Agriculture. I propose, therefore, that
the several items in the Public Accounts for 1879-80-81-82-83
for printing for the Immigration Department, be referred
to the Committee on Public Accounts;

Mr. MoMULLEN. I hold in my hand the return the
hon. gentleman reters to, and I can verify bis statement
that it is incomplete. The return from the Post Office
Department is also incomplete, and from the Department of
Customs there is no return at all.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I would suggest to the hori.
gentleman to make the dates begin with 1874.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I have no objections. b
When this motion was moved the hon. gentleman made a
similar addition, and the result, as I warned him it would
be, was that a most interminable delay took place in pro-
ducing them. But if the Minister of Agriculture, whom I
see there, will undertake that these shall be forthcoming, Ii
have not the least objection if he wants to go back to 1867. p

Mr. THoMPsoN (Antigonish).

Mr. McMULLEN. The return I hold in my hand was
for 1874, and was made in obedience to the amendment to
my motion made by the hon. Minister of Public Works.

Motion amended and agreed to.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill No. (78) to amend the Act incorporating the Guelph
Junction Railway Company.-(Mr. Inncs.)

Bill No. (79) respecting the Napanee, Tamworth and
Quebec Railway Company.-(Mr. White, Hastings.)

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS.

Mr. PAINT. I wish to reter to a matter of privilege. In
the Globe of yesterday I read:

" The practice of members of Parliament obtaining charters which
they hope to dispose of at a profit seems to be on the increase. To-day
three members from Cape Breton-MeEsrs. Paint, Dodd and Cameron
(Inverness)-petitioned or an Act incorporating themselves as a com-
pany to build a bridge across Lennox Passage. A Government subsidy
will, no doubt, be applied for in aid of the work,,and if secured, the
three members will be able to sell out to advantage."
The facts of the case are these: I received a letter from
the Hon. Isidore Leblanc, member of the Executive Coun-
cil of Nova Scotia, and a Reformer, as follows:-

" I presented in our Hfouse of Assembly to-day the petition of the
Municipal Council of the county of Richmond for the Lennox Passage
bridge, and I presume that you have received one of the same, and that
you will present it to your House soon."

I beg to say that we have not one dollar of interest in this
Bridge Company. The time for recciving petitions for
Private Bills had elapsed, and we were compelled to petition
the House to be permitted to bring in the Bill. I regret
that the correspondent of the Globe in this House should
furnish its readers with false intelligence. As you, Mr.
Speaker, control the gentlemen in the press gallery, I
would suggest that you instruct that gentleman to send us
an apology. This is not the first time he las offended in
this manner. I consider we are entitled to this apology, as
the insinuation was a base..-one and falsely interpreted.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). I have only one word to
say in regard to the libel in the Globe, and it is this: the
representations made by the correspondent of the Globe are
utterly faise, and the writer when he penned them kntw
they were false, becanse he came to me and enquired what
was the purport of the petition, and I assured him I did
not know anything about it further than I signed my name
to a petition which I considered was necessary to enable
the hon. member for Richmond (Mr. Paint) to introduce
the Bill. Now it turns out it is a Bill in which a prominent
Grit in Nova Scotia only is concerned, and it ill behoves
the Globe correspondent to misrepresent as in connection
with it.

WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.

Mr. BOWELL moved the firet reading of the resolu-
tions.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Mr. Speaker, the hon. member
for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright), in the speech
with which he favored the House on Tuesday last, made the
rather startling announcement that the First Minister gener-
ally had a reason for everything he did. I am sorry to say,
alter having heard the hon. gentleman's speech and after
having listened to similar speeches for the last six or seven
years, that I cannot very well return the compliment. It
is difficult to understand what reason au hon, gentleinan
who has occupied a prominent official position in the
country, and who hopes, perhaps against hope, that in the
remote future he may again occupy a similar position, can
possibly have for making such a speech as that to which wq
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listened the other evening. From the exordium to the of Canada the year ho left office was $152,000,000, or $65,500,-
peroration we had one dismal wail of the passimist with- 000of adecreaseduringthatperiod? Why has the hon.gentle-
out a single coloring to gild the silver lining of the cloud, man selected for bis point of comparison a period antecedent
if there were euch a lining. We had an at tack un the to that during which he controlled the affaire of the country
country, an attack upon the Canadian Pacifie ilway as to its financial and fiscal policy ? Sir, one would have
Company, an attack upon the Government, and thought, as I said, that the hon. gentleman would have
finally, after his peculiar method, his unreasonable avoided, if possible, challenging investigation into hie own
method, as it seems to me, of dealing with course and the course of his own Government, and the re-
publie questions, an attack upon the people themselves. slts of the policy adopted by him whon he came to deal
Now, Sir, one would imagine that an hon. gentleman who with the question of the fiscal policy of the country and its
bas occupied his position would be a httle more careful in condition. Why, Sir, what was the fact? He was five
the statements which he makes in regard to the position of years in office. During that time he saw the bank circula-
the country. In order to attack it, ho went back to the tion decrease f rom $25,750,000 down to $19,000,00l. HNe
year 1856-ancient history to most of us, absolutely un- saw the value of bank stncks, so far as the five leading banks
known history in its details t a large number. But what were concerned-the Montreal, Toronto, Commerce, Mer-
perhaps may be unknown to many of the gentlemen chants', and Molson's-decrease from 841,250,000- I give
who sit in this louse, during a large part of the time from the round figures, because they are more easily remembered
1856 down to 1869, when the First Mrnister-having in that - down to $31,250,000.
case, I presume, as in ail other cases, a reason for what he Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Give the date for thatdid-preferred another gentleman as Finance Minister of
this country to that hon. gentleman-down to that time ho f you can.
was a supporter of the Government, which, if Governments Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The dates are 1873 and 1878.
are responsible for the condition of the country, was respon- Sir RICHARD CA RTWRIGHT. Aftor the defeat of the
sible for the condition of the country during that long Mackenzie Government.
period. Why, Sir, where is the reason to be foiind why the
hon. gentleman should thus deal with a period when lie Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). No, not after the defeat of the
himself, as an independent member of Parliament during a Mackenzie Government. Thon, Sir, ho saw the deposits in
large portion of it, was a supporter of the Government the savings banks decrease from $3,207,000 to $2,750,000.
of the day ? But I look back in vain to find that He saw misery and destitution all over this country, bread
ho ever made any remarkable suggestion for the riots in our cities, whole streets of tenantless houses in the
improvement of the condition of things which, to large cities of Canada; he saw a condition of things which
day, he bewails as one of the evidences of the made every man almost hopeless for the future of the country.
fact that this country has been going to the dogs ever He saw the failures increase until they had reached the
since 1856. Then, Sir, we find that he dealt, as he some- enormous number of nearly 2,000, with aggregate.liabilities
times does, with the matter of deficits. Now, one would of over $29,000,000. He saw merchants and manufactu-
imagine that was a subject which the hon. gentleman, if he rers, his own political friends, coming bore Session after
has any reason for his utterances in this HouEe, would Session, month after month, to implore him to do somne-
carefully have avoided. What, Sir, are the facts with thing to mitigate, at any rate. the commercial condition of
regard to deficits ? Why, with the Conservatives in power the country, and he met all their advances, all their sugges-
from 1867 to 1873, they spent on capital account in the tions, all thoir proposals, with that supercilious indifference,
public works of this country some $13,000,000 in excess of that almost insulting indifference which drove them from
the addition to the publie debt. During the period since him, and which, when the time came, in 1878,
lhey came back to power, they have expended over converted the majority which he had at bis back
$12,000,000 on public works in excess of the addition to the at that time of botween 60 and 70 into a
public debt; while during the five years that the hon. gentie- majority against him of between 70 to 80 in Parlia-
man had control of the finances, he added to the public debt mont. Now, Sir, that was the position of the hon. gentle-
between two and three millions of dollars, even giving him man. The hou. gentleman gave us some illustrations of the
the benefit of 1879 for which ho was responsible as initiat- fact that the country is ln a deplorable condition. Ie
ing the Estimates and the policy of that year,-I say that, stated that the trade had decreased from $207,000,000 in
giving him the benefit of that year, he added to the public 1873 to 8183,000,000 in 1885. But, Sir, as I have just said,
debt for the ordinary expenses of the Government between he did not tell this House that the trade had increased
82,000,000 and 83,000,000. So that the only period, taking from 1878 down to the present time by no less a sum than
the time since Confederation down to the present time, dur- $31,000,000. And, Sir, I might say with regard to that,
ing which we have been adding to the public debt for carry- that this decrease in the volume of trade is, after all, more
ing on the ordinary administration of the affaira of this largely in appearance than in fact. Every one knows that
country, was during the time that theb hon. gentleman had there bas been a serious depreciation in the value of goode
control of the finances of Canada, in spite of the tact that since that time. We know that the same thing obtains in the
during that time, he made two additions to the taxation, United States. I find that in the annual report of the Secretary
one of $3,000,000 and another of $1,700,000, and yet with of the United States Treasury, ho states that the Customs
these large additions ho failed to bring expenditure and revenue for the fiscal year ending the 30th June, l85, was
revenue to balance in the accounts, Now, I say one would $13,500,000 less than in 1884, and that a further de-
imagine, under these circumstances, that ho would be the cline of S6,000,000 was anticipated in the current year.
last to refer to the subject of deficits. Thon, Sir, we find, In that country. as in this, the fall in values of commodities
as another eltment in bis attack on the country, bis accounts largely for the apparent decrease in the trade, and
statement that the gross aggregate trade of Canada bas a conspicuous example is given of this fact iu reforence to

decreased enormously from 1873 down to the present time. five articles which are mentioned by the Secretary of the

But why did ho select 1873? Why was it, when lie was Treasury as showing that depreciation-sugar, molasses,
dealing with these matters, that ho did not deal with the clothing wools, carpet woole, and glycerine. Iad the prices
period for which this Government was somewhat respon- current during 1884 been maintained durimg the last fiscal
sible ? Why did he forget to state to the House that the year, the value of the importabions of these articles into

aggregate trade of Canada in the year when ho came into i the United States would have been $103,750,000, whereas it
oce was over $217,0Q000, and that the a&gregate tr-de was only $77,000,000,or 826,600,000 lessthe Castoms revenue
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suffering, of course, in a corresponding degree. So that yoU
will see that even of this depreciation in the volume of
trade, a large part has been due to the depreciation in values.
We have in this country during the last few years undoubt-
edly passed through a period of depression in common with
other countries ; but there is this important fact to be borne
in mind, that while trade has been more dull, and profits less
than they. were in 188182, the general condition of trade, as
indicated by all those ordinary tests by wbic eone may de-
termine the condition of the country, shows that we have
suffered incomparably less than we did during the years
hou. gentlemen oppoeite were in office, and incomparably
less than the people of England or the United States have
suffered during the same period. What do we find ? We
find, comparing 1879 with 1885, that the number of traders
has increased from 56,347 to 70,045, while the number of
failures bas decreased from 1,902 to 1,256, and the liabilities
connected with those failures have -decreased from $29,.
500,000 to about 88,1750,000. Or, comparing the period
from 1874 to 1878 with the period from 1881 to 1885, I
find that the number of failures during the first period was
8,281 with liabilities of 8 11,500,000, while in the second
period the number of failures was 5,389, with liabilities of
$58,250,000 ; a decrease in the number of failures of 2,892
and of liabilities connected with those failures of 85 1,-
150,000. Surely, Sir, that is an indication that, in spite of
depression and duliness, the condition of the commercial
classes of the community has been infinitely better than it
was during the period when hon. gentlemen opposite were in
office. Then I find that the bank circulation, which is a fair
indication of the activity of business, amounted on the lst of
January, 1879, to $19, 186,300, and the Dominion note circula-
tion to $2,984,464,makingtogether $22,170,000; while, on the
lst of January last,the bank circulation had reached $28,064,-
393, and the Dominion note circulation 86,259,930, or in the
aggregate $34,324.323, against 822,170,000, or an increase
of more than $12,000,000 in the ordinary bank circulation
of the country. I find further that the value of the shares
of the Bank of Montreal, the Toronto Bank, the Bank of
Commerce, the Merchants' Bank and Molson's Bank
increased from $31,380,000 to $44,460 000; that the
assessed value of real estate in three cities of
Ontario, Toronto, Hamilton and London, increased
from 873,250,000 to $103,500,000; that the deposits
in the chartered banks of Ontario and Quebec in-
creased from $60,000,000 to $91,500,000 ; that the savings in
the Post Office banks increased from 82,750,000 to 815,750,-
000; that the savings in other banks increased from
$5,750,000 to $18,750,000, and that the deposits in joint
stock savings societies increased from 85,600,000 to $9,000,-
000; or in the aggregate, all these deposits increased from
874,140,000 to $135,050,000, an increase of $61,000,000
during that period. Is that an evidence of a depressed
condition of trade ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And your three
banks asking for a reduction of capital to-day.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Then I take the number and
tonnage of sea-going vessels arriving at the port of Mont-
real,-as indicating the position of our foreigu trade. From
1874 to 1878 the number of vessels was 2,604, with a ton.
nage of 1,974,000 tons, and from 1881 to 1885 the number
of vesels was 3,132, with a tonnage of 3,084,000 tons, or
an increase in the second period over the first of no less
than 528 vessels, and of 1,109,000 tons. Then I take the
goods entered for consumption-and this analysis gives
perhaps as good an illustration of the industrial prosperity
of the country as eau be found. In 1879, the value of goods
entered for consumption was $80,341,608; and in 1885,
8102,710,019. But when we come to separate the importa
of raw material from the importa of ordinary goods which
go into cnsumption, we find that, in spite of th bgrowth of

Mr. WmT (Cardwell).

the country, in, spite of the greater consuming power of the
people, the quantity of gonds imported from foreign
markets for ordinary consumption, outside of the
raw material which went into our manufactures, was
about the same in the two periods. The raw material,
including settlers' effects, which is not a very large item,
increased from $9,029.000 in 1879, to $24,085,000 in 1883;
so that if these are deducted, and if we also take into account
coin, bullion and breadstuffs, it will be found that we have
as the ordinary importation, which indicates the iner eased
manufacturing and industrial prosperity of the country, $ 19,-
861,000 in the one year, as against $39,585,000 in the other ;
or, leaving out that class of imports to which I have just re-
ferred, we have 860,500,000 against $63,000,000, ,the
balance being made up of raw material which went i uto
the manufacture of goods in the country. Now, Sir I
might refer to some of the imports of raw material as
indicating the prosperity of Canada. I take, for instance,
wool, and I find that we imported 7,750,000 lbs. in 1885,
against about 5,000,000 lbs. in 1879 ; of hemp, we im-
ported 89,000 cwt. in 1885, against 38,000 cwt. in 1879 ; of
cotton wool, we imported 23,750,000 lbs. in 1885,
against 9,750,000 lbs. in 1878 ; of gutta percha, we imported
890,000 lbs. in 1885, against 282,000 lbs. in 1879 ;
of raw sugar going into manufacture in our
refineries, we imported nearly 176,000,000 lbs.
in 1885, against 21,250,000 Ibo. in 1879. I find, in
spite of a largely increased production of Canadian
coal going into consumption in the country itselfthat the coal
imported- and the'e is perhaps no better test of the indus-
trial prosperity of the country than is to be found in this
importation-reached nearly 2,000,000 tons in 1885 against
677,000 tons in 1879. This, I think, it will be admitted,
indicates that the industrial prosperity of the country has
shown marked improvement during the period to which
the hon. gentleman referred as indicatinga terrible depres-
sion and an almost hopeless prospect. Take even last year
as an indicator, and take one test of the improved condition
of things during that year-take the value of bank stocks,
Montreal, Ontario, People's, Molson's, Toronto, Merchants',
Commerce and Federal, on the 26th March, 1885, and their
value on the 26th March, 1886, and you will find that during
that period they increased in value $3,500,010 ; that is to
say, the holders of those stocks are to-day $3,500,000 richer
than they were on the 26th March, 1885. Take a few par.
ticular stocks, which may be said to indicate the prosperity
of the country or the confidence of the people in it-take
Canadian Pacific, which has increased from 38 to 66Ï;
North-Western Land Company, 38 to 77; Canada Cotton
Company. 40 to 77; Dundas Cotton Company, 30 to 70;
Montreal Cotton Company, 40 to 90; fHochelaga Cotton
Company 50 to 105; ail these indicate that the depression
in the cotton trade, of which we heard so much last Session,
and on which hon. gentlemen based so strongly their attacks
upon the Government in relation to the prosperity of that
industry, is rapidly disappearing, and that induatry is
recovering its position. That condition of things is being
reached, which all who knew anything of subjects of this
kind knew would be reached, as soon as the cotton manufac-
turers came to realise that they would have to adopt varions
methods of manufacture and manufacture various classes of
goods, so as to supply the market to a larger extent with
varied goods than they were able to do at the outset. Take
an opinion as to the condition of the country, which, it
seems to me, is of some value. The president of the
Toronto Board of Trade, who is not a political friend of this
Government, but who is known as an able man and a pro-
minent merchant, addressing his brother merchants, at the
annual meeting of the Toronto Board of Trade, with refer-
ence to the commercial condition of the country, said,
under that sense of responsibility which a man in his posi-
tion must feel:
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" Of the trade of 1885 generally, It may be said that the close of the

year found it in a sounder condition thsn at the beginning. The term
' unremunerative 1 or 1'unprofitable, 1 ruther than ' depreucion,' would
more accurately express the tendency of trade and its present con-
dition. There are not wanting indications that a healthier and toler-
ably active business will be done In 1886, the cash returnu from which
are likely to be more p romptly made than heretofore. Of the trade of
this city, in which we are more immediately interested, nothing has
occurred during the year to interrupt the steady development ofsub-
stantial progress which has chiracterised its industries generally for
many years. The Gasto>m House returns of imports show an increase
over 1884 of nearly $1,000,000, half of this.being in free goods., The
receipts in the luland Revenue Department are the largest ever recorded
at this point."

This is the opinion of Mr. Darlin esident of the Toronto
Board cf Trade, a pronounced ierat, but a merchant
dealing with commercial questions as a merchant, and
addressing his brother merchants, in whose judgment he
relies to vouch for the correctness of the statements he was
making. Now, I find in the report of the Montreal Board
of Trade this language:

" While, at the close of 1885, depression in trade continues to be felt to
a considerable extent on both sides of the Atlantic,the dullness does not
seem to be quite no universal as. in 1884. Canada, of course, shares in
common with all commercial countries,yet it la gratifying to know that,
no far as the foreign commerce of the Dominion may be supposed to be
represented by that of Montreal, the business of lut year was in general
fairly prosperous."

liow, the opinion of merchants, gentlemen who have no
political object to serve in the declarations they make on
1he subject of trade, are much more to be relied upon than
the opinions of the ex-Finance Minister (Sir Richard Cart-
wright), whose only object-for what reason I cannot say-
appeai s to be to belittie the condition of the country, to
explain away its condition and prosperity, in the hope,
apparently, that upon its rain, if ruin it lie could, he might
rise into power. Then we have the statement that the
farmers are dissatisfied with this policy. I am not going-
because I have two or three other matters to which I desire
to refer-to detain theI House with any figures on this mat-
ter; but I want to call the attention of the louse to one
fact, which it seems to me is of very considerable importance,
as it indicates in a very marked degree the feelings of the
farmers, especially those of Ontario, in relation to the
National Policy. Last year, or, rather, in the fall of the year
before and the early part of st year, a feeling arose among
the millersoffthis country that the National Policy was doing
them injury. They saw, largely on account of the low freight
rates given to the Minneapolis millers in order to enable-
them to place thoir flour in Eastern Canada, a large impor-
tation of American flour, to the prejudice, as they thought,
of the Canadian millers ; and there were discussions going
on which seemed to point to an attempt on the part of these
gentlemen to secure a reduction in the duty on wheat to 10
cents per bushel. What was the result ? The grangers, who
are not a political organisation-not, certainly, a Tory politi.
cal organisation, whatever else they may be-met in
their several lodges throughout Ontario, and we hadt
numerous petitions, all praying and protesting in the
strongest terms against any reduction in the duty on
wheat, thus indicating that their own persenal experience
and knowledge of their own business enabled them to
sec that the policy of agricultural protection was
evidently in their interest. They protested against any
attempt to remove, or even lessen, the duties; and I
may fairly put against the statement of the hon. gentlemant
as to the disappointments of the farimers, this one fact,t
namely, the action of the grangers at the time it was sug-i
gested the duty on wheat was to be lowered, if net with.
drawn altogether. The hon. gentleman then went on to
deal with the question of our debt and taxation, and he
followed the course which he as generally followed ofe
comparing our position with that of the United States. He
told us that the debt of Canada was three times that of the
Vaited states, and that the taationi of oanada wu u pur t

cent greater. Why the hon. gentleman should desire on
ail occasions to proclaim to the world how inferior Canada
is, in its attractions, to the United States, I cannot, as I
have said before, fathom. What reason he has it is difficult
to see; but what are the facts ? Now, as to this matter of
per capita taxation, personally I have no hesitation in
saying that 1 do not attachl very much importance to it,
because of the incidents connected with it which imake it
diffloult to come down to any absolutely acourate ma-
thematical demonstration of what that taxation is.
But, Sir, what do we find ? There bas been an increase in
the public debt of Canada undoubtedly, but that increase
bas been more than covered-I am speaking now of the
increase since 1878-79-that increase las been more
than covered by over twelve millions which are left as
a balance, by three items of expenditure, the expendi-
ture on the Pacifie Railway, the expenditure on the Inter-
colonial Railway,and the expenditure on the canals; and I
think I may say that the expenditure on these three items will
cover the entire increase of the public debt since Confdera-
tion. Now,the question arises: Was the expenditure on these
works a wise expenditure ? So far as the Intercolonial Rail-
way is concerned,tbat was part of the compact with the Lower
Provinces at the time of Confederation. The hon. gentleman
was a friend of Confederation. He s'ipported the scheme
of Confederation. He supported it x% th this clause in it,
which compelled the Canadas, in order to be united, to
undertake the construction of the Intercolonial Railway.
More than that, if I am not mistaken, and I have not verified
my recollection by looking at the Journals, for the reason
that I have not had time, ,he hon. gentleman was one of
those who voted in this House for the northern route, for
the Robinson route, for the Intercolonial Railway, for the
route which involved the large expenditure which was made
in connection with it. Therefore, so far as the expenditure
on the Intercolonial Railway is concerned, at least, he was
as muclh responsible as gentlemen on this side. It was, in
fact, a part of the compact upon which fthis onfederation
was based.

Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear.

Mr. WHITE ( Jardwell). The lon. member for West
Darham (Mr. Blake) says "hear, hear." What does the
hon. gentleman mean by that?

Mr. BLA-KE. I meant to deride the statement that the
location of the route of the Intercolonial Railway was part
of the compact of Confederation.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell.) I did not say anything of the
kind. I said that, not the route, but the construction of
the Intercolonial Railway formed part of the compact of
Confederation. I said the hon. gentleman was responsible
for the location, but that the construction was part of the
compact. In reference to the Intercolonial Railway, I say
that was part of the compact of Confederation. Let me
recall one fact in conneotion with it? When the leader-
if he ever was the leader-of the hon. gentleman from West
Durham (Mr. Blake), the Hon. ieorge Brown, the
great leader of the Liberal party, who must be turn-
ing in his grave with disgust, if such a thing is possible,
at the position of the Li berals he has left behind him
in the matter of their leadership-when he came into
the coalition which was formed at that time in order
o-bring about Contederation, and when it was charged

against him in some parts of Ontario that this Intercolonial
Railway was to be a serious burden, the largest portion of
which the people of Ontario would have to bear, what did
we find him saying? In that great speech which he deiiv-
ered in the Musie Hail in Toronto reterring to ibis maLter,
he declared that he would rather have Confedera&ion, if it
cost six Intercolonial Railway§, fthan be without it and save
tht bamoun, So th#i a does not hvia me mouthof h
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hon. gentleman and his friends who supported Confederation
to complain of the expenditure in connection with the Inter-
colonial Railway. Then we come to the canais. The con-
struction of the canal,à-not the immediate construction,
but the construction as soon as the finances of the Dominion
would permit-was also a part of the compact of Confede-
ration. It was, in fact, a part of what was given to the
western portion of the Dominion as a compensation, to
some extent, for the large expenditure of money in connec
tion with the Intercolonial Railway in the east. The
hon. gentleman cannot escape his share of responsibility
for that expenditure. The Government of Canada,
before 1873, had large surpluses, and were able to
expend, as they did expend, $13,000,000 on public works
out of the surpluses in excess of the amount which they
added to the public debt. They commenced the fulfilment
of this second compact by letting some contracta for the
enlargement of the Lachine Canal, and they advertised for
tenders for the Welland Canal just before they went out of
office; but there was not a single contract let on the latter
work when hon. gentlemen opposite came in, and they could
have abandoned the work if they thought it was not one
which Canada ought to undertake. But what they
did was to cancel the tenders, and to advertise for new
tenders, and the works which have gone on since have
been carried on under the contracts let by hon.
gentlemen opposite in large part, or in completion of the
works of which thoe 'contracts formed the principal part
when they were let. So I do not think that hon. gen-
tlemen opposite will say that they have any ground of
complaint against this Government in reference to the
canais. Then I come to the Canadian Pacific Railway, and
the hon. gentlemen can hardly say that they can escape
their share of responsibility for that. It is quite true that
the agreement with British Columbia was made in 1870 or
1871 when the Conservatives were in power, and that the
Conservative Government undertook the construction of
that road ; but it is equally true that the first Act
passed by hon. gentleman opposite, when they attained
power, was an Act providing for the construction
of that road, and that one of the most solemn agree-
ments made by them-in fact, one of the most solemn
agreements made by any Government in this country-
was that which is commonly known as the Carnarvon
terms, by which they undertook to construct that road as
a public work out of the public exchequer of Canada and to
complete it by the year 1890, from Port Arthur to the
Pacific; agreeing, at the same time, to expend during that
time 82,000,000 a year in the Province of British Columbia,
as an evidence of their good faith in the completion of that
road from Port Arthur westward. That was their policy.
That was the policy which they deliberately aiopted.
They may say that they were forced to do it, that they
found themselves bound by the obligation entered into byl
the Conservatives when they were in office. If they
take that ground, how do they justify their conduct in
opposing the first contract which was let for the con-
struction of the line in British Columbia on the
ground that we were not bound to build it at ail,
aithough they had bound themselves in the most
solemn manner to the Imperial Government, as well as to
British Columbia, to build it ? Now, if the Government
had undertaken to build that road as a purely Government
work from Port Arthur westward, I venture to think-this
is an opinion that may or may not be worth anything-
that the addition to the public debt on that account would
have been considerably more than it is to day by the adop-
tion of the policy which this Government has adopted. At
any rate, it would certainly have been so near it as to make
no appreciable difference in the aggregate debt. There are
the three great public works which alone account for all
the increase to the public debt, and the expenditures upon

Mr. WuuS (ardwell).

which since 1879 account for the whole increase of the
public debt during that time, with twelve millions and a
half expended in addition to that increase on capital ac-
count. Then, Sir, I ask you why the hon. gentleman, deal-
ing with a debt which has been incurred in connection with
public works of that kind, for which they themselves are
equally responsible with hon. gentlemen on this side of the
House-

Sir ]RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No.
Mr. WHITE. I ask them why they should be perpe-

ually parading before the world as a fact that our debt
bas been enormously increased, and that the country is
laboring under a serions burden in consequence of that
increase. But the hon. gentleman makes his comparison
with the United States. Well, Sir, he made a statement
that the debt of Canada to-day was, in its per capita relation,
three times that of the debt of the United States, and that
our taxation was 50 per cent higher. Sir, I bave no right,
perhap, to complain that the on. gentleman makes this
comparison wth the United States; I have no right
to complain, perhaps, that the hon. gentleman, an ex-
Finance Minister, and possibly, in the remote future, a
Finance Minister again, makes speeches that may be used
by American immigration agents in Europe for the purpose
of showing how much better it would be for people to come
to that country than to this. If that is a reasonable
course, if he can show any reason for that except
pure cussidness-if I may use that expression-if there
is any reason or excuse for him, then I have no right to
complain. But what I have a right to complain of is this,
that when ho makes that comparison, he does not make it
in accordance with the facts as they exist, but, on the con-
trary, he mutilates those facts for the purpose of injuring
his own country and advantaging a foreign country. Sir,
the debt of Canada is undoubtedly greater than the debt of
the United States. Nobody denies that. Nobody has
ever said the contrary ; and I sec my hon. friend from
Brant (Mr. Paterson), who is going to follow me, making a
note of that admission as one which he is going to ring the
changes upon as if it were something the people of Canada
should be proud of, and that he sbould send it forth to the
world with still greater emphasis than even the gentleman
who preceded me in this debate.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Don't make my speeches as
well as your own.

Mr. WHITE. What are the conditions of the two
countries in that relation to-day ? We came practically into
existence as a Confederation, attaching those great western
territories to us, as we did, at a time when the conditions of
traffic, the conditions of inter-communication, the con-
ditions of attraction of the immigration class of the Old
World, were entirely different from what they were when
the United States started out on its career. We have been
compelled to do by public sub3idies, by publie aid, what
the United States, because of its larger population and
greater developed resources-although I believe our re-
sources will be developed in early time so that we shall
have no renson to complain of them-I say we have been
compelled to do in Canada what, in the United States, las
been done to a large extent, by private enterprise. But,
Sir, what are the actual facts, after all ? I will deal with
the publisbed returus in both cases, and I find that the debt
of the United States, at the end of the last fiscal year, was
81,452,544,766; and tIe net debt of Canada was 8196,470,692.
Now, Sir, taking the population of the United States at
56,000,000, and the population of Canada at 4,700,000, I
find the per capita debt of the United States is $26, and the
per capita debt of Canada is $40.95, or 50 per cent. greater
instead of 200 per cent. greater, as the Ion. gentleman was
good enough to tell this House.
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Sir RICHARD C&RTWRIGHT. Do you mean that

$49.50 is only 50 per cent. greater than $26 ?
Mr. WHITE. Yes, $40.95; I did not say $49. If the hon.

gentleman will allow me to repeat the figures, as ho does
not seem to have caught them-the debt in Canada is
$40.95; the debt in the other case is $26. i think the hou.
gentleman will admit that is about 50 per cent.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGH T. It is a good deal more.
But your population returns are entirely wrong.

Mr. WHITE. Oh, well, of course, I have no doubt the
hon. gentleman will make the population returns of Canada,
for the purposes of comparison, less than they are according
t) the last census. I prefer to take the population as I
have put them ; and if the hon. gentleman chooses to make
a difference of one or two millions either way, or to call the
population of Canada one or two hundred thousand less
than it is, I still venture to say that he will bave difficulty
in showing that the debt of Canada is 200 per cent. greater
per capita than the debt of the United States. But the hon.
gentleman forgets the State debts of the United States. He
forgets that altogether; ho forgets, Mr. Speaker, that there
are $270,000,000 of State debts in the United States, in com-
parison with which Canada has nothing to show, except the
greatly reduced debt of the Province of Quebec. He ex-
cludes these State debts altogether in dealing with that
subject. If the hon. gentleman will take the State debts in,
ho will find, after all, that the debt of Canada is, per capita,
somewhere about 35 per cent., instead of 200 per cent.,
greater than the debt of the United States.

Mr. CHARLTON. What are the State debts of the
United States?

Mr. WHITE. $270,000,000.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Quebec alone owes

about $20,000,000.
Kr. WRITE. Oh no, not at present. The hon. gen-

tleman, unfortunately, does not learn much. He gets hold
of an old figure which seems toitell against the country,
and he never loses it. He forgets that the debt has been
reduced largely by the sale of the railways since that time.
He forgets all that, and having once heard that the debt
of the Province of Quebec was between $18,000,000 and
$20,000,000, he hugs that little fact as a sweet morsel to be
paraded everywhere with the view of depreciating the
credit of his country. Now, Sir, as to the State debts, what
are the facts. The hon. gentleman tells us that the tax-
ation of the United States is 50 per cent. greater. Now, I
take the Customs and Inland Revenues of the United States,
and I find that they are $293,970,664; I take those of
Canada, and I find them to be $25,384,529. I find, there-
fore, that the per capita taxation in the United States
arising out of Customs and Inland Revenues, is $5.25, and
in Canada $5.40, and if the hon. gentleman can make 50
per cent. more out of that, then ho is a botter arithmetician
than I take him to be.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIHT. I said the necessary taxa-
tion ; I did not say that the total taxation was that.

Mr. W HITE. Then, Mr. Speaker, if the hon. gentleman
chooses to go to the necessary taxation, I have no doubt we
can deal with him upon that subject, too.

Sir RICHARD CARTW[RIGHIT. Very well, deal then.

Mr. WHITE. I take, for instance, the State taxation,
which I think ought to be dealt with, the direct State taxa-
tion, in relation to which we have nothing corresponding
with it in Canada, and what do we find ? The State taxa-
tion lat year was $65,250,000, or $1.16 per capita, making
the direct taxation of the United States from Customs and
Inland Revenues, as to the Federal Government, and from
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direct taxation on land, chiefiy, as to the State Governments,
$6.41 per capita, and the taxation in Canada $5,40; and yet
they tell us that the taxation in Canada is 50 per cent.
greater than that in the United States.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do, most decidedly.
Mr. WHITE. I take another view of it. The hon. gen-

tleman will at least not deny, though ho may choose to
ignore the State taxation, but ho will at least permit us to
doduct from this taxation to which he refers in Canada, the
subsidies to the Provinces. That is certainly not an unfair
thing to ask of him. The Federal Government in the
United States does not furnish the State authorities with
tha means of carrying on their local government, as we do
to a large extent in Canada. Now, if he will do that, he will
find that the taxation of Canada is $4.57 against $5.25 in the
United States, and yet ho tells us that the taxation in Canada
is 50 per cent. greater than that in the United States.
But, Sir, I do not soe why, if the hon. gentleman is anxious
to deal with the question of taxation in Canada as compared
with other countries, ho doos not take countries which
stand in somewhat the same position, which started out, prao-
tically, under substantially the same conditions. Why should
ho take the United States as a parallel instea d of selecting,
for instance, the Australian colonies, to whose prosperity ho
bore testimony the otber night ? Now, one would be sur-
prised to learn that the Australian colonies are exoeedingly
prosperous in spite of the facts which I am just going to
state as to their debt and taxation, and that Canada because
of its debt and taxation is to be denounced as an almost
God-forsaken country which people who desire happiness
had botter avoid than come to. I take the Australian
colonies, the whole Australasian group, and I find the popu-
lation-according to the Statesman's Year Book, the last
issue, which reached here a day or two ago-is 3,361,-
455. I find the aggregate debt is £121,104,583 sterling, or
over $175 per capita. If I take some of the individual
members of that group of colonies, the position is still more
startling. I take South Australia, and if I mistake not, the
hon, gentleman bore his testimony to the wonderful pros-
perity of South Australia, and undertook toitell us that the
taxation there was very much less than it was in Canada.
I find the debt of South Australia is $245 per capita; of
New Zealand $290; of Queensland $260, R hile the debt
per capita of Canada is $41. And yet the hon. gentleman,
because thore appears no special object in depreciating the
character of the Australian colonies-ho reserves all that
for Canada, his own country-admits they are prosperous,
in spite of the fact that in some of those colonies the taxa-
tion per capita is six times what it is in Canada. The hon.
gentleman will probably answer me that a large part of
that debt was put into public works; that they have the tele-
graph and railway systems; that they have built the rail-
ways and operate the telegraph lines, and they receive from
the operation of those two great sources suifient to pay
interest on their cost, and that therefore they are not to be
charged in any way with this large debt. Why, Sir, they
happen, with their railways, to have complote control of
the railway system of the colonies. They can make their
rates to suit themselves. There is no question of competi-
tion, such as exista in Canada, and I should like the hon.
gentleman to say whether the people of Canada would be
any the richer if, for instance, the Grand Trunk and Inter-
colonial Railways were in such a position that they
could charge passenger and freight rates suflcient
to enable them to pay 4 per cent. on the capi-
tal cost of those enterprises. The people would simply
pay in another way, they would simply pay In their pas-
songer travel and freight transport instead of paying as
they do now as an incident of the taxation of tho country
throngh the Customs and Excise. And therefore there is
nothing whatever in the argument, having regard to the
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burdens on the people, that the people of Australasia have
invested their money in those great public enterprises and
in working t1ihem have charged sufficient to enable them to
pay 4 per cent. on the investments they have made. But,
Sir, it is a curions fact that the only parties on whom the
increase on our public debt and expenditure appears to have
a depressing effect are hon, gentlemen opposite. With
the great investing public outside, with the people who
after all have a very strong interest in determining what
the prospects and position of the country are, we find this
remarkable fact: that since the hon. gentleman left office,
and I do not say this because he left office, but take the
period since ho left office-althongh judging by the condi-
tion of things while he was in office, I might almost, I
think, if I were disposed to deal with him as he deals with
hon. gentlemen on this side, say because ho left office-
taking the period since that time, what do we find ? The
interest on the public debt to-day is $7,476,942. If the rate
of interest was the same as when hon. gentlemen opposite
were in power, the amount would be $9, 132,957 ; so that
by the increased credit of the country, by the increased
and greater confidence of investors in the present and
future poeition of Canada, we make an annual saving,
having regard to the amount of our debt, of $1,665,015 as
compared with what the interest would be if our credit had
remained as it was when hon. gentlemen opposite were on
the Treasury benches. Under these circumstances, I think,
I may very fairly say that that is a sufficient answer to the
statement of the hon. gentleman, and we, on this side of
the Hlouse, may at least take courage from the fact that
ail the wails, all the pessimistic wails of hon. gentle-
men during the last six years have had so little effect that
we have actually had the opportunity of expending $31,-
000,000 without paying one single sixponce of interest,
taking the rate of interest now and what it was when the
hon, member for South Huron was in office. Then the
hon. gentleman repeated his old story about emigration,
and tôld us the country was losing its population; that
there were 900,000 Canadians-I think ho made the num.
ber a great many more than that; if I mistake not, millions
-settled in the United States, and that that was in some
way due to the conduct of this Government and the policy
of this Government. I notice that the hon. gentle-
man did not make any very special roerence
to the immigration statistics of the United States.
I notice for the first time during a good many years
that we heard nothing of Port Huron statistics, those statis-
ties of which we used to hear, which used to be cited to us
as the infallible guide by which to determine the move-
ments of population between the two countries. The hon.
gentleman had not a word to say about them. Why ?
The officer who had charge of our Immigration Depart-
ment for the last three or four years mathematically
proved that those statistics were all wrong; and now we
find that the highest possible authority on the subject, the
Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, has come
to the samue conclusion, and in this remarkable circular ho
orders that the statistics be discontinued altogether on the
ground that they are utterly unreliable:

"WASIINGTON, D. C., 20th Feb., 1886.
"To Collectora and other Oficers of the Custome;

"Since'it appears to be impracticable to procure under the existing
laws acturate statistics of the immigration arriving in the United
States from the British North &merican Provinces and Mexico, you
are horejby direoted to discontinue collecting the statisties of such im-
migration until otherwise directed.

(Signed) "DANIEL MANNING,
"Secretary of the Treasury.,

We shall hear, I suppose, no more in relation to that mat-
ter. But the hon. gentleman did continue to deal with the1
question of emigraLion from Canada to the United States.
eir, there can be no doubt whatever that thore bas been

Mr. WHIE (Cardwell).

emigration from Canada to tho United States, just as there
has been immigration from the United States into Cax4da.
In ail our cities and towns, in ail our manufacturing estab-
lishments, you will find Americans who come here because
they think, for the time being, they can do better, and you
will find Canadians in all parts of the United States. That
migratory spirit which appears to prevail in such a remark-
able degree in new countries, and on this continent parti-
cularly, has had its influence here undoubtedly; but when
I tell the hon. gentleman-and I have given the figures
on a former occasion in this House, and will not repeat
them here now-that no less than five States of the Union
have lost more of their native-born population than the
rrovinces of Canada have done, I think I may fairly say
that that emigration, regretable as it may be, much as we
may regret that Canadians have gone to the United States
instead of remaining in Canada, that emigration has, after
ail, been simply in accordance with the movement of popu-
lation which has been going on in all parts of this great
continent. Sir, it is only comparatively within the last few
years that we have had a great west to which the people
could go. The United States have had their great west for
years past. That remarkable western development which
has made the United States the great country that it is to-
day, I believe we shall witness in Canada, and JIhave no doubt
that the hon. gentleman, if he lives-as I sincerely trust
he may-for a few years longer, will find the movement of
population, now beginning from such States as Wisconsin
and some of the New England States into our western ter-
ritories, going on into those new territories as it has been
going on from the Eastern States into their new territories
for years past. Sir, we have no ground of discouragement
whatever to bae upon the fact that the population, in
the ordinary movement of population, has found its
way to the United States. We have no reason to ground
upon that fact an attack upon the country such as the hon.
gentleman has made. Sir, the hon. gentleman, however,
told us that our policy in its relation to the North-West
had been injurious to that country. He told us that the
people had been driven from our great west, that the
people were prevented from going there becauae of the
National Policy and the burdens of taxation which he said
were incident to the National Policy. Well, what are the
facts ? It is quite true that some of the people in the
North-West complained of the duty on agricultural imple-
ments as being too high. But, Sir, every year since that
duty was imposed the place of American implements has
been taken by Canadian implements, the price has been
going steadily down, se that to-day the people of the
North-West can obtain implements manufactured by Cana-
dians at as low a rate as they could get them in the United
States, with the ordinary revenue duty of the hon. gentle-
man added, because in ail such cases you must remember
that the hon. gentleman does not pretend that there shall
not be a revenue duty; at any rate, his was 17J per cent.,
and taking that as an ordinary revenue duty they get their
implements at as low a price to-day as they could get
them in the United States with that duty added. But
is there nothing in connection with the National Policy
for which our friends in the North-West have reason to be
thankful ? Is there nothing in it to benefit them ? What of the
duty on wheat ? What is going on to-day in connection with
it? Every one knows that the great millers of Canada are
compelled to use western wheat. Lhe complaint they inade to
us last year that the duty on western wheat was higher
than the corresponding duty on flour, and, therefore, they
were being legislated against, was based on the fact that
they must have this western wheat. Sir, they can get
western wheat off our own lands in the North-West, and
the 15 cents a bushel duty which is imposed by this tariff on
American wheat secures to the farmer of Canada and the
North-West, and will even to a greater extent in the future
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as the area of cultivation increases in our North-West,
secure to our people there a market among Canadian
millers for the sale of their wheat. I venture to say that
there is not a farmer in the North-West to-day who does
not realise that he has been greatly advantaged by the
policy wbich imposed this duty on American wheat. Then,
Sir, the hon. gentleman tells us that they have been injured
because of the construction of the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
that the Canadian Pacifie Railway is a huge monopoly,
.that it is doing injury to the North-West instead of bene-
fit. Why, Sir, every hon. gentleman muet know that with-
ont the Canadian Pacifie Railway settlement in the North-
West would be impossible. Every hon, gentleman who cares
to investigate the matter will find that, so far from their being
a monopoly, the ordinary rates for wheat and agricultural
produce generally on the Canadian Pacifie IRailway are 10
and 15 per cent. less than the rates on the Northern Pacifie
running through a more thickly populated country, but
with conditions somewhat similar to the Canadian Pacific
iRailway. They will fiud that the price of wheat in our
North West, as a consequence partly of the duty which
secures to the Manitoba and North.West farmer a Canadian
market for his wheat, partly and to a larger extent by the
lower freight rates on the Canadian Pacifie Railway, that
the average price of wheat along the line of that railway
bas been very considerably higher than in the correspond-
ing district through which the Northern Pacifie runs, and
that so far from there being any question of injury to thei
North-West because of the Canadian Pacifie Riilway, thati
road is developing the North West, is affording an outlet1
for the products of the North-West and an inlet for the set-(
tiers who are going in there, and that it is, in fact, the one1
thing above ail others in relation to which I think this1
Government may fairly pride itself as having accomplished4
through the gentlemen who have mainly been instru-i
mental in constructing the railway, an important work for(
the progress of the country. Thon, Sir, the hon. gentle-1
man tells us hat the census is most disappointingi
in relation to the North-West. The hon. gentleman ought to1
remember, when he compares the census of 1881 with the(
cousus now taken, that a large portion of what was thon(
the North-West is now within the Province of Manitoba;i
that the North-West proper begins at a pretty considerableE
distance from what was formerly the western boundary ofi
Manitoba, and that the population which is to be found1
now, with the exception of small groups at Prince Alberti
and Edmonton, and a small population in the Qu'Appelle1
valley-so far as the white population is concerned, indeed,(
I may almost say excepting the settlements at Princei
Albert and Edmonton-the whole population of the North-1
West, whatever it is, has gone in there since the Canadiani
Pacifie Railway made it possible for the people to go into(
that country. So that whether the population be large ori
small, whother the censusbe gratifying or disappointing,1
to the extent, at any rate, of the population of that country(
west of the present boundary of Manitoba, it has beenf
brought there in consequence of the construction of the1
Canadian Pacifie Railway. Now, Sir, there is no doubt what-1
ever that there has been some disappointment in connee-i
tion with the North-West. There is no doubt what-E
ever that a good many farmers .-and I speak now from1
practical knowledge acquired from personal communicationi
with the farmers of the North West in al parts of it-thereo
is no doubt whatever that many of them went in there witht
exceedingly faise notions-notions, perhaps, justified by the1
general discussions which were taking place at the time,i
but false notions, as the result has turned ont, with regard1
to that country. They went in with the idea that they had1
only to tickle the soil and immediately crops of wheat would1
spring up. They went in with the idea of manufacturingi
wheat; that was the only thought of a large number oft
those who went in. But botter sentiment, the result ofE

larger experience and more matured knowledge, Is now
springing up. We find that everywhere in the North-West
to-day the best farmers who are there are realising the fact
that farming in the North- West is like farming everywhere
else, that the conditions are substantially the same, and that
good and careful cultivation and mixed farming are the con.
ditions of success from one end of that country to the other.
This fact having come to the people, they are to-day realising
it, and realising it in a sense which, I believe, is largely
going to promote the prosperity of the country, as well
as the individual prosperity of the settlers themselves.
Under these circumstances, I have no doubt whatever that in
the very early future we shall see a very largely increased
immigration into that country, as well as a very largely
increased prosperity to those already in it. Alroady this
spring the immigrants are beginning to go in, some from
the Old World, and some from Ontario, who, in spite of the
stories of hon, gentlemen opposite, still have confidence in
that country, and stili feel that they can go there with the
certainty of making prosperous homes for themselves in
the future. Thon, Sir, the hon. gentleman in the course of his
speech, made some general attacks upon the Government of
the country. He charged the Government with general
corruption, and ho charged hon. members on this side of
Huse with being influenced by bribes and favors from the
Government. HIe spoke of colonisation companies, of rail-
way subsidies, of timber lands, of grazing leases ; and ho
undertook to leave the impression that corruption was
rampant, and that the Government of the day was sup.
ported, not by independent supporters elected by independent
constituencies in sympathy with the political views of
the Government, but by a numbor of gentlemen 'who
gave their support simply in consideration of favors
extended to them by the Government. Well, Sir, let me
refer for a moment or two to these charges. First as to
colonisation companies. I have no hesitation in saying
that personally I never had confidence in the financial
success of colonisation companies. I believed that the
policy was one wisoly adapted, if the conditions could be
carried ont, for enlisting gentlemen of capital, as they have
done in the United States, in the settlement and develop-
ment of the country. But Sir, will any person pretend to
say that there was any question of corruption connected
with that policy ? Will any person pretend to say that the
political opinions were asked of any gentlemen who came
and applied for lands as a colonisation company ? I believe
the brother ofthe leader of the Opposition was a director of
one of these colonisation companies, and ho had a right to be ;
and if it had succeeded, ho would probably had done good
for the country, and I am sure we should all have rejoiced
if ho had done good for himself. But there never was any
question of favor in connection with colonisation companies
in any form or shape. I may say that [ prevented some
friends in my own constituency from going into colonisation
companies ; if the suggestions of hon. gentlemen oppo-
site were accepted, I should find myself branded for asking
favors for friends in connection with colonisation con-
panies, because of letters written to the Department
at the very moment that I was- persuading them, and
successfully persuading them, to abandon the enterprise,
because I thought there was no money in it. But there
never was any question of corruption. No man can put his
finger on a case where a number of gentlemen came to ask for
the allotment of lands for colonisation purposes, and their
politics was enquired into, or any of them were asked to
what side of the House thoir sympathies belonged. Thon
the hon. gentleman complains that railway subsidies have
been granted. Ail I cau say is that the railway subsidies
have been granted by Parliament, and if the hon. gentle.
man will ask those who sit about him what they thitk of
the implied charge that-the granting of those rail*ay sub-
sidies was an act of corruption, I venture to say that ho
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will hear from them in a manner that will not be pleasant ean go in and take up land just as if there was no base.
for him. Why, there was not a single case of a railway holder on it at al; so that, while seeuring to the Govern-
subsidy brought down which was not supported in large ment a large revenue f rom the leaes, whilo encouraging the
numbers by the hon. gentleman's own friends, and the enormous enterprise and industry and expenditure con-
hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) in particular, nected with the dovolopment of cattle-raising in the North-
in a noted instance, left the House rather than vote West, we have, at the same time, left the country open for
against the proposed subsidy. That is the position settement, just as if there was not a ranchman there at ail.
in regard to the policy of g; anting railway subsidies-a 'Wil1 anyone pretend to say there is anything wroug in
policy adopted wisely or unwisely we are not discussing at that? Thon, as to compotition to leaso ranches, if two
this moment, but adopted with a view to the development of persons happen to apply for the same base, we ask them
the counti y, and in so far as it has been successful in securing each to tender a bonus, and the highest tender gets the
the construction of railways, it has tended and will tend to bouse; and in a considerable numbor of cases bonuses have
that result. Then the hon. gentleman talks of timber thus been obtained and paid toGoverDment. The policy
limits. As we are promised a discussion on that subject, 1 is an open one. The hon. gentleman himself may get a
will not ut this moment anticipate that discussion; but what ranche tomorrow if ho likes to apply for one and complies
is the facti? That while there were from 1880 down to the with the conditions; if he thinke he can make money out
present time 2,300 or 2,500 applications for timber limits, ofcattle-raising, lot him go in, and ho will find no difficulty,
only 56 leases were granted, wbich shows how much the so far as the Departmont is concerued, becausel eau assure
Goverument were influenced in that regard. Now, as Itho hon, gentleman there is no question of favor or polities
said the other night, it cannot be an act of corruption to in connection with granting those bases. Hou, gentlemen
apply for timber limits, and the fact that an application have, as an evidouce of corruption, been good enough to read,
bas been refused or is not considered is, I should say, rather as the hon, gentleman did the other night, letters addressed
an evidence that the Government is not corrupt than that an by hon. members of thie fouse to the Dopartment of the
application shows them to be corrupt. Tim ber limits are Interior, in connection with timber imits or grazing bases
granted under a public policy which anybody is at liberty or anything of that kind. All 1 eau say is, that if the
to take advantage of, and until the hon. gentleman can show writing of a letter to the Deparîment asking the Depart-
that any of his friends asked for a timber limit and was refused mont b forward the application of any gentleman who may
it because of bis polities, he is not in a position to complain, have applied for a base or limit, or in counection with other
especially as in the overwhelming majority of cases limits matters under the contrul of the Departmeut, is to ho hold
were not granted, and in the few cases in which they werc an act of corruption, mo hon, gentlemen opposite have,
they were granted not to gentlemen in the louse, but to busi- since I have been lu tho Department, written such letters.
ness men out of the fHouse, and they have tended to produce I am glad te receive their betters, and 1 can assure those
a supply of lumber in the North-West which is greatly to the hon, gentlemen that their betters wibl have just as mach
advantage of the etitleis going into that countiy. Then attention in relation b the business ofthe Departmontas if
there is the quesLion of grazirg leases. Well, Sir, I am glad they came from hon, gentlemen on this side of the fouse.
to say that we are giving grazing leases every day. IEvery nimber of Parbiameut knows that, iu the very
am glad to say that the interest in the western portion of nature of things, ho is culled upon 10 write letters of
our territories on the slope of the Rocky Mountains, is be- that kind. Those letters are no evidonce of cor-
coming 80 great, that the ranchmen from Montana, Texas, ruptien, either on the part of the writers or the Depart.
and other western portions of the United States are coming ment. They are simply the ordinary means tf communica-
into our territory under our policy, bringing their herdstien which are used perpetuully between mon who, being
with them, expending their money in this country, and public mon, are supposed, on both sides of the Flouse, to
developing this enterprise which is of immense value to the have the our of the Departmont, and who simply usk the
whole country. Deparîment 10 forward certain applicatioLs. The result of

Mr. CHARLTON. Do you put up the ranches at compe- these betters and of the applications le te be found in the
tition, and get the highest price possible? practical operations of the Deparîment in counection withthese matters. Thon the hon, gentleman finully made bis

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) The hon. gentleman asks if usual attack upon the Canadian Pacific Raiiway. fe bld us
we put up the ranches at competition ? I will tell the hon. thatthe Canadian Pacifie Railway, while appurenlly a pros-
gentleman what we do. We do not give the lands at all. perous concern, wus actually a very doubîful coneeru, iu 80
The policy of the Department with regard to grazing leases far as the character of its securities was concerned. Ho
is this: A man or a company applies for a grazing lease,- had just hourd from the Finance Minisber thal the Govern-
and we do not grant more than 100,000 acres; the average meut had arranged, se far as the Governmont could arrange.
lease is, I suppose, 50,000 or 60,000 acres. Formerly the subjeet te the decision of Parliament, with the Canadian
charge was 1 cent an acre; now it is 2 cents an acre; we Pacifie Railway for the repayment of the ban which the
have recently increased the price, because the number of latter hud obtained from the Goverument. He knew that
applications indicated that we could do so. But we insert that involved negotiations on the other side; ho knew that
in every lease this clause, that no settler shall be kept off il invelved the piacing of the bonds of the Ounadian Pacifie
the land by the fact of its being leased, so that that whole Ruibway upon the English market; and as if te prevent 1he
country is to-day open for settlement; and the moment a euccess of that scheme-just as laet year when the te
man goes in and takes up his homestead and pre-emption, Finance Ministor had gone 10 England te put a ban
that 320 acres is excluded from the ranch.holders' lease. upon the Engbish a arket-he made ene of his
In the United States the plan they adopt is this, the ranch- speeches hore, cubculuted, if auything ho said could
man and his men very often come in and take up home- produce the resubt, b injure the estimation in
steads. In that way they secure an area, comparatively which (anadian securities are held in Englaud. Ho did
emall, but sufficient for their purposes, and their head- this, knowiug tbat the Car.adian Pacifie Railway wae
quarters being arranged, thon, without any louse or any- going 10 the Engbish market te negotiate their bonds with
thing else, they allow their herds to scatter over the whole the view of completirg the arrangement 10 pay baok te
prairie, without saying "by your louve " to the Govern. the people ef Canada the money they borrowed. He made
ment in any form or shape. On the other hand, under our a speech which-if anything ho said lu this fouse, if
policy, the ranchman defines his lease and pays hie annual ho spoke boasextravaganlly than, happiby, lu the interests
rental, but his louse is of such a character that any settler of the country ho doe--wouldpoibly prevont sucS lu

JRr. WRITE (Oardwelb).
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the negotiations the Canadian Pacifie Railway are about to over it, in the estimation of the late leader of the Governu
make. Was that a fair, was that a patriotic course ? Was ment, who sent that generous telegram to Mr. Stephen, now
it a course calculated to benefit the country or any inter- Sir George Stephen, after ho had travelled over the road,
est of the country? Could it possibly be to the hon. gen- is amongst the best railways, both as to construction
tleman's qwn interest that this enterprise should fall from and equipment, on the North American continent.
the high position it to-day happily holds in the minds of Then we were told, when the combination of opposi-
investors in England ? But the extraordinary thing is tion to the railway sprung up, when the first partners
this, that after telling us that the enterprise was of of that enterprise, the American partnlers of the oompany,
doubtful character, after doing the best he could to destroy found that the company were going honestly te fulfil their
its securities, after intimating that the cost of working this contract, when they found that they were not going to do
long section north of Lake Superior and the section through what hon, gentlemen opposite predicted they were going to
the Rockies was likely to make the road a loss instead of a do, when they found that they were not only going to build
profit to the company, he then complained that the Govern- the prairie section, but also that portion north of Lake
ment do not own the road and are not bound to run it at a Superior, which makes this enterprise a Canadian enter.
loss. If the Canadian Pacifie Railroad is the enterprise prise, a national enterprise, instead of a more continuation
which the hon. gentleman, in the desperation of despair of an American system, when they used their best efforts.
which seems to get hold of him whenever ho comes to deal unfortunately too successfully, to prevent the sale of the
with the public affairs of Canada, says it is; if it is in the con- securities of the company, so that they were unable to go
dition he depicts, worked as it is by some of the ablest on, and the Government came to their assistance on their
railway men on the continent, worked on commercial giving what the Government eonsidored good security, by
principles, worked as, with ail deference to the ability granting them a loan of $30,000,000 in one year, and
of my colleague the Minister of Railways, I do not 85,000,000 in the next year, that we were told that that
believe any Government could work it, what has this was money thrown away, that that was practically a gift,
Government not gained to the country by securing the and that the people of Canada would never see a dollar of
construction of the railway and relieving the country from it. And in ail the speeches they have been making from
the loss of working an enterprise of that kind ? I can well one end of the country to the other, they have been as-
understand the chagrin of hon. gentlemen at the announce- suming this $30,000,000 as a gift te the company, as part
ment made by the Finance Minister, I can well understand of the subsidies paid to the company; while to-day they find
their chagrin at the fact, that their last prediction in con- that the $5,000,000 which was loaned last year, although the
nection with the Canadian Pacifie Railway has proved to be company were not bound to pay it until the 1st of Jaly
a false one. What do we find? From the very first hon. next, was repaid to the Government within two months
gentlemen opposite have been prophecying evil things in after the prorogation of Parliament, and that, of the 830,-
connection with the Canadian Pacifie Railway. We were 000,000, 820,000,000 is to be repaid in cash and 810,000,-
told, in the first instance, that the company would be simply 000 in lands; so that the end of ail connection between
a construction company, who would go to work and build the Government and the Canadian Pacifie Railway Com-
the railway, and having completed it, in some form or pany is approaching, except as to that 85,000,000 which
other, and gobbled up ail the subsidies, they would abandon we still retain, and will retain-although it seeme un-
it and lot the country take it. The result has shown that necessary in view of the facts surrounding the road-as a
that statement, at any rate, is not correct. Then we were security for the running of the railway. But the hon.
told that the company would build simply the prairie sec- gentleman tells us that they are giving us back our own
tion, take the large subsidies given for that section, and, lands. That certainly is a new doctrine. The 25,000,-
having taken them, and built that paying part of the road, 000 acres of land wore as much part of the subsidy as the
and finding it impossible to go on, they would come $25,000,000, and the land, baving been earned by
to Parliament and beg to be relieved from the neces- the construction of the railway, was as much thoir
sity of constructing the difficult portion north of Lake land as the homestead of any settler in the North-West,
Superior and through the Rocky Mountains. Weil, Sir, who, by fulfilling the conditions of homesteading, has got
that prediction has proved to be false. We have found his patent from the Government, is his. They give us back
the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company not only honestly the lands and the result of the whole thing is that we see
fulfilling its obligations with respect to the construc- this enterprise completed, within the terms originally
tion of the railway, but doing that in advance of the agreed upon, four years before the company were bound to
contract, and we stand here to-day at the beginning of finish it, and that for a subsidy, taking the estimate of the
1886, with a rrilway completed froin one end to the other, hon. gentlemen opposite as to the value of the land sub-
so far as the laying of the rails is concerned, and to be sidy, far less than they told us, at any rate, it would amount
absolutely completed, as to running through British Colum- te when we were giving that $25,00,000 and those 25,000,-
bia. from the 1st June next, a railway completed which 000 acres of land for its construction. Under these circum-
the company were not bound to complote for four years te stances, I think I may say that it is easy to see why, stand-
come. Then the hon. gentleman told us that they would ing in the presence of a record of that kind, the hon. gen-
build an inferior road, and we remember the description of tieman should feel so chagrined that ho gives his last part-
the contract given by the hon. the leader of the Opposition, ing shot to the Canadian Pacifie Railway in an effort te
with that minuteness of detail which characterises him in kili the securities of the company and te prevent the suc-
addressing the House, but which, having the fear of my cess of the negotiations in which the people of Canada are
hon. friend from North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) before his so much interested. Finally, the hon, gentleman made his
eyes, it may be hoped lie will abandon in the future, te usual attack upon the people. He attacked, as I have said,
some extent at least; we remember how ho described the the Government; ho attacked, as I have said, the country
coi dition of the Union Pacific, when it was first built, how itself; ho attacked the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and then
ho told us that they were going to build simply a prairie he wound up with his usual attackupon the people themselveo,
railway, that they would put down their rails and their denouncing thein as people lost to ail sense o hig honor, as
ties, and do it in the flimsiest way, that they would pocket people morally blind, and why ? Because after an experience
the money and would hand over to the Government an offiveyears of the hon gentleman's administration'of the a -

unfinished railway. That has also roved to be a false fairs of this country, they dectined to entrust him any further

prophecy. The railway to-day, in t e estimation of the with that position; and because they did that at two general
hon. gentlemen themselves, or those who have travelled elections, and have since been expressing the same opinions
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at bye elections-a fact which was emphasised in the most support upon whieh they have until now relied, and relied
extraordinary manner by the introduction of new members with so much confidence and success.
whioh took place at the opening of this Session. The hon.
gentleman mistakes the people ofCanada. The hon. gentle. Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It has been very pleasant to
man forgets that the people of Canada are an intelligent me to listen to my hon, friend opposite, and to observe the
people. He forgets the fact that the people of Canada are righteous indignation which possessed him as he surveyed
every year taking a more intense interest in the public the late Finance Minister. He could hardly find words
affaire of the country. He forgets that the people of Canada strong enough to desoribe his opinion of that hon. gentle-
are an observing people, who see what is going on abont man, or of the expressions to which he had given utter-
them. They had an opportunity of seeing Liberal rule for ance. He seemed te labor under the impression that my
five years. They saw depreciation of every industry in the hon. friend on this side had, in the remarks he had felt it
country; they saw the lessening of the value of bank his duty to make on this subject, said something that
stocks; they saw the lessening of the value of soeurities; tended te belittle his country, that his object and his aim
they saw the lessening of the savings of the people ; seemed te be te decry the land in which he lived. But my
they saw ail these things, and, although they made repre- hon. friend has entirely mistaken the intent and meaning
sentations te the hon. gentleman, although they implored of the expression of the hon. member for South Huron
him almost upon their knees-his best political friends-to (Sir Richard Cartwright). If he would read that speech
do something at any rate te mitigate, if he could not remove, carefully, or if he had listened to it carefully, he would
the depression which existed, nothing was done. They find that the hon. member for South Huron spoke of our
saw all those things during those five years; and, after that country as a good country, as a pleasant country, as a
experience, they said te the hon. gentleman the moment country of great possibilities, and the language of denun-
they had the opportunity : "Go, Sir, into the cold ciation, when my hon. friend used that language,
shades, and give place te men who, at least, will have some was not denunciation of the country, but it was
respect for the opinions of the people of the country." They denunciation of the men who, with such a magnîficent
have since seen industries developed, they have seen com- country, with such great possibilities befbre it, had never-
merce both domestic and foreign improving, they have seen theless so completely paralysed its energies. The hon.
great public works carried te completion, they have seen gentleman makes the mistake of supposing that ho and his
the continent spanned by a railway on conditions which I colleagues are the country. Now there never was a greater
venture te say will net prove ocierous te the people, but mistake than that. There was a country lere befora the
wilL prove an important and valuable investment for the hon. gentlemen occupied seats on the Treasury benches. I
people, they have seen the savings of the people enorm- think there was a country in many respects more prosper-
ously increased, and they have seen ail this done while ous than it has been since they have taken their places
taxation, as te its incidence, has net been increased, and there, and when I say that, I speak, of course, com-
they have seen, with ail this, a party willing to listen te paratively. The hon. gentlemen opposite seem content
representations that may be made te them, willing te when they can point te an increase in any parti-
study where knowledge can best be obtained from cular industry. If they can point te a slight increase
those engaged in industries, from those who are in the volume of trade as compared with what it was
familiar with those industries themselves and may five, or six, or eight years ago, when my hon. friend
therefore be aseumed to know something about them. was Minister of Finance, they say: See where your
They have seen a party in power which, at least, las ex- statements are. Why, we actually have two or three mil-
teuded the courtesy of believing that the business men of lions more volume of trade now than we had seven years
the country know their own business, and they have made ago Do th'y net know that we, nu this;sideof the House,
up their minds that they-will continue in power, as far as beliteve that we have a country that ouglit te ho able te

nue can see from the indications given up te this time, the show the slight progress that has been made ? Sir, we
hon. gentlemen they have placed there by se large a majo- believe that we have a country that should have taken leaps
rity at the last election. Sir, I believe as much as I believe and bounds almost infinitely greater than it has taken
anything, that there never was a time in Canada when there under them. Hon. gentlemen opposite think they have
was a more intense interest in public affairs on the part of fulfilled all the duties of their position, that they deserve
the people of the country; I believe there never was a time credit for well managing the affairs of this country,
when, on the part of the young men of the country if they can prevent us going on the down
espeoially-the young mon, to whom the future is full of grade-we, with millions and tens of millions of
hope and who are net willing te have that hope blasted by acres of Iand, inviting settiers of other countries; we, who
the presence of pessimiste upon the Treasury benches-when have spent two or three millions of money in induoing
these young men were taking se great an interet in immigrants from other countries te come here ! After ail
the progress of the country; there never was a time this they point te the result of their management for a
when the independent element, if I may se speak, period of six or seven years, and claim that we have
who have net a strong political bias on either side, but who actually maintained our own natural increase in the
look te the interest of the country alone, were so numerous country. What a great record I how the gentlemen boasti
and se influential, net only in expression of their opinion, Well, they know they are not capable ofmuch, and they
but in the influence which those opinions must have upon are te ho excused for boasting of little. Now let my hon.
the Government and the country. For one, Sir, I have no friend bear that in mind, and ail like him on the other side,
hesitation in saying that I believe this Government depends that when words are spoken here with reference te the
for its success, depeinds for its continuance in power, upon position of the country it couid net poesibly b. with the
the wise and mature judgment of those independent thinkers, object of damaging the country thereby, but they are
and of those young men who are looking into the future spoken with the sole purpose that this country of ours
with se much hope. I believe, Sir, that the Canadian sen- shall have an opportunity of purging itself lrom the inca-
timent-which is not in any way opposed te loyalty te the pables, as we believe them te ho, who are administrating
British Ciown-that Caùadiau sentiment which is growing the affairs of the country, and that othergentlemen should
se strongly among the people of Canada, that Canadian replace them who will take off the fetters that have been
sentiment which seeks the progress and prosperity of placed upon the country, and will give it an opportunity
Canada, will, in the future as it has done in the past, extend to go forward, not merely holding its own, but leapiug for-
to the Government that is now in power, that generous ward,-as itis caloitated to do, this oountrythat, in its propor-

Mr. Wmn (Cardwell).
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tions, resembles those of a young giant that needs but to be heavy. Lot me state the ament of debt that this
aroused from his alumbers in order to manifest his strongth. Governmont bas plaoed upon the ceunties, and 1.t
That is the country we have, and when we complain that we the people realise the fact that though they may not
have not inoreased more, and when we are forced to point roaliso and fairly appreciate the burdon on acoant of the
out by comparisons that such is the state of the country, it manner in whicli the taxes are colleoted, yet eaoh riding
is ever done in tho spirit in which the member for South has to pay annually, as thoir share of the publie burden, the
Htron did it, and a spirit more of sorrow than of anger that intorost on no less than $9889259. Let eaoh riding in this coun-
the country should be thus imposed upon. Well, now, I try remember that this i8 their share of the public deb4,and
will not attempt to follow my hon. friend in ail the state- when I am speaking of that I ara spoaking cf the net debt,
mezts he has made, but I will touch upon some points heand I arnfor the moment granting, which I do fot grant,
has alled to, and I think I shall be able to present another that the 872,000,000 are ail available and intret-b ing
view ofîthe question. He has touched upon public debt, bas assots, which is not the case; but to make My position
dwelt largely upon that, and has endeavored to controvert perfectly imprognable, I taie the net debt, giving credit
the position taken by the hon. member for South Huron. for al ussets available and intorest.bearing, aud each riding
i.e speaks of our national debt as if it were not a matter of in the Dominion bas a burdon upon it, iu addition te al
great consoquence. He tells us that the interest upon our other bardens irposed by the municipality itaelf, of
national debt is not a great deal more now than it was some988,259.
years ago, and ho claims that the reason why we are not ridings, and on each county large enough te b. divided in
paying mnuh more interest now than we did a few years twe the debt is $1,976,511, or nearly two millions on
agg, is owing to ths excellent management of affairs every county cf two ridings as their share of the Dominion
by the present Government. They take to thoe- debt, the interest on which has tem.o toiled for by tho peo.
selves the whole credit of having reduced the rate of pie yoar by year aud paid by them jute tho public Tremury.
interest throughout the world. Yet, I suppose, hon. But sorneof our large counties are divided iute three rid.
gentlemen opposite. although we might suppose from some ings, and on each of those counties-Simcoe, Huron, Bruce,
of their utterances they feigned ignorance, would not care York -there la a debt of $2,964,777. Let hon. gentlemen
really to admit such ignorance as not to be cognisant of the realise that fact, let them grasp in that form what the
fact that the rate of interest is low at the present timeopublic debt cf Canada meaus, and I think whon they are
everywhere. While it inust be admitted that such is the next fouud addressing their constitueuts thoy will have te
case, they have the supreme effrontery to claim it is due to assume an air cf greator seriouness in disoussig the quos-
the action of the Government during recent years, whereby tien cf the public debt. The bon. membar for South Huron
a loan can be placed on the money market at a lower rate (Sir Richard Cartwright) "id ho did net object to expendi-
of interest now than was the case eight or ton years ago. ture il'the mouey was well uxpended; and that is the posi-
I am not overst4ting their case. The Finance Minister, tien et the Opposition. If we had as a resuit cf thatdebt
when speaking on this subject, gave us distinctly to under- somethiug ef value we could show, if the meuey had &il
stand that it was due to that cause, and that cause alone; beeu wisely and properly expended, thon, groat as the debt
that it was the management of the affairs of the country by is, the developmont cf the couutry through that moans
hox. gentlemen opposite that produced that state of affairs ; might have been sucl as te render the burden easy upn it.
for ho went on to argue, and ho gave statisties in support But will bon, gentlemen opposite daim that we bave
of his argument, that the rate of interest in the Bank of iucurred ail this debt wisely, that we bave in the property
England had not gone down, and, therefore, as the rate of available a sufficiont asset te offset tus amount cf debt?
interest on our loans had fallen, the resuit was due to thom. What have we? We have the Intercolonial Railway, the
The hon. gentleman forgot to tell the House, that the last speakur told ur,. We have. Was ail the dobL iniITu1
United States could borrow money at far lower rates than forthatworkwellexpeuded? Wasthere netaremark made
the Dominion, I am sorry to say, and that many other by the late Ministerot Finance himself on eue o0casion, that
nations are able to do so; but ho claimed that their manage- with regard te at least eight millions they might as Weil have
ment of the affairs of this country had alone brought about beeu thrown into the sea, this beiugoeecf the resuite cf the
a lower rate of interest. Let us look at the national debt; management of hon. gentlemen opposite. Ras there net
let us examine where we are. What is the national debt been extravagance in almost an endiess varioty cf wayé in
of Canada to-day ? We have it in figuresgiven to us by the the construction et that road, aud will auyoee aim that
Finance Minister, and I invite the attention of the House we have sufficient value lu that railway te represet au the
to the= and through the House the attention of the country. roney we expended on it. Wo find ne fanît with tie.road
Our gross debt on Ist March, 18e6, was $281,314,532. But having beeu constructed, as it w&s a nessity; but w.
the Finance Minister told us we had assets to the value Of daim the road cost more than should have been required to
$72,791,837, leaving a net debt of $208,52e,695. Now, I build il, and that it doos net representlils valne &DY-
make the per capita amount $45. The hon. gentleman thing like the con, and that he iucreased coat was ineurred
who preceded me said it was $40.70. We must have taken through the management cf bon, gentlemen opposte, whe
a little different basis for the calculation, I fancy. How- were largely eharged with that undertakiug. Thon.we
ever, the net debt as given by the Finance Minister was on have our canais, as the hon, gentleman ays. And8se
It March, taking the population at 4,700,000, on whiCh wO have. But hon. gentlemen opposite will regret, witb me,

sliall both agree, was equal to about $45 per head. But in that they are net a source cf very great revenue te the
deaing with this question members of the louse-and if contry; hhey will regret, with me, that we are net able to
members of the House it muot be more so with the people aval curselves et the money invested therein te the extent
of the country-are lost in the contemplation of it. A we might feljust:fied in expecting. Thon, systhe hon.
statement of so much per head does not strike the people gentleman, we have the Canadisu Pacifie Railway. We
as forcibly as if we took another test, to which I now bave net gel the Canadian PacifieRailway-thero h8juet the
address myself. There are in many of the counties Of. mitake, The Finance Minister as Weil as the hon. genhl.-
Ontario, and I suppose in the counties of the other Provin- man who bas juil taken bis seat dwelt with a grea
ces, municipal debtd. These have been incurred for the deal cf entbusia8m upon ho compietion cf that undertaiing.
purpose of constructing railways through the counties. and they seoir t extol it sud te daim that iu that w. bave
Bouses have bean voted, and the interest upon th hbonuses someting which is vory muchtour benetsothiug
are being collected year by year, and the burden is annuallyfoit by tb peopian sd ini many CamelatàOughtîto b very thet wainuredip orderto bad it o Woooi,*utthe
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may be a prosperous undertaking; I trust it may develop
the country. We have paid enough for it; we could have
had it much cheaper, and i believe we could have had all
its advantages without many of the disadvantages which
have accompanied its construction. But the money has
been expended, and the country has been opened up to that
extent by it, and we will only hope that we may reap some
benefit from it in the future, that we may receive some
recompense. But that does not shut our eyes to the fact
that we might have accomplished that work in a much
cheaper manner and under conditions which would have
left the country freor to go forward in the march of progress.

An hon. MEMBER. Not with a bogus syndicate.

Mr. PATERSON. Not with a bogus syndicate an
hon. gentleman tells us. He reminds me that at the very
inception of this enterprise, millions of dollars of public
money and millions of acres of public land were thrown
away. He reminds me that if we had adopted the Govern-
ment plan, prior to engaging the services of a company, if
we are to take the stateinent of Sir Charles Tupper, who was
then Minister of Railways, and the figures of the right hon.
First Minister, we might have had the road built for
millions and tons of millions less than we paid for it. If
those statements and figures are to be relied on, we could
have built the road and paid for it ont of the proceeds of
the lands sold up to 1890. The hon. gentleman, who has
made the remark about the bogus syndicate, has simply
reminded the House how exceedingly bad a bargain we
made with this company, and I think, if ho is candid, ho
will admit that we did not botter ourselves much as the
'work progressed. We see, at any rate, that the public debt
has mounted to such a figure that it behoves us to exorcise
the greatest caution as to how it shall be increased in the
future. But let us now cunsider the annual expenditure.
The Minister of Finance dwelt largely upon that point, but
the hon. gentleman, who has followed to-day, has not
devoted much attention to it, but passed it by very briefly.
He seemed to be cognisant of the fact that we have arrived
at a time, in the administration of our affairs, when deficits
are upon us. It was not a pleasant subject to
those who, in days gone by, so derided the Minister of
Finance aV that time, when, unfortunately, under a low rate
of taxation, he was unable to make bath ends meet. But
what is the position of our finances, now with reference to
our annual receipts and expenditures ? Why, Sir, we find
from the Public Accounts which are now before us, that we
have for the fiscal year 1885, which is fully closed, an
expenditure of over $35,000,000, with receipts of less than
833,000,000. We have the fact that hon. gentlemen oppo-
site were unable, with all the excessive taxation they have
levied on the people of this county, to make both ends
meet, and they stand in their places to-day confessing to a
deficit of 82,240,059. This, af ter all their boasts of their
superior management ; this, after the boasts of their sar-
pluses; this, after their claims of being able so to regulate
the affairs and finances of the country that deficits would
be things which would no more be hoeard of in the land.
And do they say that this state of things is only for one
year ? No, I am sorry to say if we take the financial year
of 1886, which is not fully comploted, the estimate of the
receipts and expenditures for that year was given to us by the
Finance Minister himself, and what is the tale that they tell ?-
He says ho estimates that our receipts will be 833,550,000,
and that our expenditure wil be $3ti,500,000. It is seven
years since they last entered upon office, and our expendi-
ture has run up from $24,000,000, until the Finance Minister
told us that at the close of 1886 it will amount to $38,000,000.
These are the gentlemen who claimed that they had the
power, and who made pledges to the people of this country,
that they would govern Canada with less money than was
required by the late Finance Minister, and they sit in their

Mr, PATrBaON (Brat).

places to-day with almost every promise they made to the
people of this country, violated; with almost every pledge
brokenunable to point to scarce a single thing they have done
which has really been in the interests of the country or for
which they can claim the slightest credit. No, there they
are; the country is rushing headlong into debt and they are
unable to keep their expenditure within their income, but
they leave us with their anticipated deficit this year
amounting to $4,950,000 as stated by the Finance Minister
himself. O! but ho is going to ease us in this, and how is
he going to do it? Well, he is just going to take $3,500,000
of this deficit and charge it to capital account, and ho is
thus going to reduce the deficit to $1,450,000. Will placing
it to capital account pay it? We generally suppose that
what is placed to capital account is somothing for which
we have assets to show; but what assets will we
have for this $3,500,000? A partially blackened and
ruined country, graves on the western prairie, the smoke
of gunpowder, one or two knighthoods; and for this the
people of the country are to have $3,500,000 added to their
debt. There is remarkable consistency, however, in the
hon. Finance Minister's treatment of this question to
which I desire to call your attention. If you remember,
he made rather a remarkable speech in the absence of the
late Finance Minister, on the 28th of June last, in reply to
a speech made on this side by the hon. member for South
Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright), who moved against the
gross extravagance of the Government. The hon. member
for South Huron pointed out thus early that at the rate the
Government was proceeding a very great deficit was star-
ing us in the face, and that it would be inevitable. The
hon. Finance Minister in replying to that remark, said that
the hon. member for South Huron had conjured up a deficit.
He viewed it as simply an idea that was flying round in
the brain of the hon. member for South Huron. But he
said, even if it be true that there should be a defici, the
wedding bells are sounding, orange blossome are being worn,
and love is being made in the snows of winter and the sun-
shine of summer, and by-and-bye new homes will be start-
ing up; by-and-bye new cradies will find their way to those
new homes, to add to the 200,000 cradles that are now being
roeked in this Dominion; and the occupants of those cradles
will grow to manhood and womanhood, and they wili bond
their energies to the development of this country and holp
to pay the deficit which has been conjured up by the hon.
member for South Huron. I say the Finance Minister has
bien consistent. I do not know whether ho over-estimated
the number of babies or not, but at any rate ho has found
out that that deficit was not conjured up in the brain of the
hon. momber for South Huron. ie is face to face witi it
as an actual fact, and how is he going to proceed ? Pre-
cisely as ho gave us to understand in June last; S3,500,000
of it is to be charged to the occupants of the 200,000 cradles
that are now being rocked throughout the Daminion. We
of this generation will have to toil to pay the interest
on it, and the generation, I will not say yet unborn,
but the generation newly born, will rise up to bless-
him whon they come to pay the principal. Such
is the state of our finances under the management
of these hon. gentlemen. I have not time to go into the
details of this expenditure, as short speeches are to be the
order from this time forth, and I must set an example in
that respect. I have no time to show the increases for
instance, in the cost of civil government, with regard to
which hon. gentlemen opposite were so loud in thoir denuan-
ciations when they sat on this side of the Ifouse. But I
will take the item of immigration, and I charge the Minis-
ters of the day with having been utterly reckless in their
expenditure of money for that purpose; I charge them with
having squandered millions of the people's money without
achieving any result whatever. I do it in the samespirit
as the hon. member for South Huron (Sir Richard Cart.
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wright)-a spirit more of sorrow than of anger. I should try, or the reports they have submitted to this Bouse have
rejoice if they could show some result from the expen. been false and misluding. The Minister of Agriculture
diture of that money; but take the census returns is boand to account for these 103,440 people. But, Sir,
prepared by hon, gentlemen opposite-not American bave we any means of ascertaining what population we
statistics, but their own figures, and what do we find? onght to have had in that country at this time? We have.
Why, in this Canada of ours, which ought to be able to In 1880 the First Minister gave us a calculation of the
retain its own population within its borders, we find that settlers we night oxpeet to go there. Ho gave us a table
during the last six years, when we ought to have had a showing that there were tb be 30,000 in 1881, and 5,000
natural increase of 20 per cent. on a moderate estimate, we additional in each year afterwards; se that by the end of 1885
had only an increase of 16 per cent.; and to achieve that there would, accord ing to his calculation, have gone into
result we spent, during those six years, $2,403,266. So that country 200,000 souls. Now, those 200,000 souls-and
that all the immigrants whom we have brought into the it was a moderato estimate on bis part-added to the 12,000
country have displaced native-born Canadians, or have left there, v heu the census was taken, would have made 322,000
the country, and 4 per cent. of our natural increases have souis, whilo we have actually only 173,363 thero. The
gone with them. That is the result that the hon. gentle. First Minister tbought this estimate was under the mark,
men opposite have been able to show from an expenditure judging by the experienco of the Western States, when ho
of two millions and a half of our money. Now, I have said that in 1685 50,000 settiers would go inte that country.
stated what the immigration returns show we have got for Iew many actually went in? The Minister of Agriculture
this expenditure. We are in a position to speak a little gave us thefigures theotherday in routytean hon, gentleman
more definitely this year than we have been hitherto with opposite him, and they were 7,240 souls. lu this way have
regard to the increase of population in the Province of Mani- the predictions of hon, gentlemen opposite in refence to
toba and the North-West Territories. Hitherto we have had the settlement of that country been verified; and I say
to rely on estimated figures made by the Department of there is no more discouraging feature in our country to-day
Agriculture which the Minister pledged to be correct. To.day than to look at the expenditure of money for immigration
we stand in the light of revealed facts ascertained by actual purposes and the railway expenditure in that country, and
count in the country, and what do we find ? I am sorry thon to find, that in that fortile, that magnificont country,
to say that the facts reveal a state of things which hon. that country unexcelled by tbe Western States, we ca
gentlemen opposite in common with bon. gentlemen on this only see a paltry addition ot 50,000 people to the popu-
side of the House must regret. I sav we have definite lation as the reaît of five ycars' work. After recess I
figures, because the Minister of Agriculture in answer to a shah be ablo to show, by the First Minister's own state-
question the other day, stated that the population of Mani- ment, the relative iticreaiei in tho various Western States;
toba was now 125,000. The hon. member for South Huron and whon the lî)use witnesses the increase of population
(Sir Richard Cartwright), when ho made his speech, gave which bas taken place in those States under procisoly simi-
an authority which ho thought was a good authority, for lar circumstances te those in our own country, the serrew
the statement that the population of that Province was and regret thoy must fel now will be greatly enhanced
110,000; but Itake the Minister's statement of 125,000, when thoy consider the great facilities we have had for
which formed the basis for an arrangement between the opening up that country, and how utterly we have failed,
Dominion and that Province, and which I therefore assume from the incapadiLy and the mismanagemeut of the gentle-
is correct. Then, we learn, by actual count, that the three mon who occupy the freasury bouches.
districts of the North-West contain 48,363 souls; so that It boing Six o'clock, the Speaker loft the Chair.
the total population in Manitoba and the three districts of
the North-West, including Indians, is 173,363. Now, accord-
ing to the ceusas of 1881, the population in that country was Âfter Rocees.
122,400 What is the result? In five years the population
of our whole North.West and the Province of Manitoba has THE CONTINENTAL B215ROFÀCA.NADI.
increased juat 50,963 souls. That is the result of five
years' labor; that is the result of the expenditure of nearly
Iwo millions and a half of dollars to promote immigration;icepeann
that is the result of giving away tons of millions ot dollars
to aid the Canadian Pacific Railway ;-a poor 50,963 extra (Iu the Cenmittee.)
souls above what wore there in 1881 when the census was
taken. Now, I want to call the attention of the Minister of Mr. MACMILLAN. I wîsh te have the namo changed frem
Agriculture to this. He should not be guilty of sub- the Colonial Bank of Canada te the Continental Bank of
mitting reports to this Rouse that are not correct; I think Canada fer this reason. After the notice had been givon, about
that is bot asking too much of him; yet the various reports six weeks ago, 1 discovored that a bauk of the sume name had
which he bas submitted to us year by year show that the
number-of settlers who went into Manitoba and the North- been incorortsel eres been had nd
West between 1881 and 1885 were 154,403, and there were sufficieut lime te givo notice as reqaired by the Standing
already there at the time the census was taken 122,400.
Now, if the reports submitted to the House by the bead of Orders, and theretore continued the original notice. 1 new
that Department are correct, and they ought to be, we should meve te have the name cbanged fremIlThe Colonial Bank
have to-day in that country 276,803 seuls; and what num- oina tô "The Cote o anda."
ber have we ? By actual count, by the statements of the
hon. gentleman opposite, we have 173,363. No less than Bil read the third lime and passed.
103,440 souls alleged by them to have gone into the North-
West cannot be found there. Where are they ? Why, Sir,
are we not forced to the conclusion that the policy of hon.
gentlemen opposite, their management of North. West affairs, Bil (No. 37) to naturalise Girolamo Censentini, com-
has driven f rom the sparse population of that territory over mouly called Baron Girolamo Çousntini.-(Mr. Hall.)
103,000 souls within the puat five years ? They must take Bill(Ne. 3J) te inoorporaI. a cemmunity of religions
one horn -or the other of the dilemma; they have ladies under the namoeofI"The Sisters, Faithfnl Companiong
either driven that number of people out of the coun--of Jesus"-(Mr. Royal.)
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Bill (No. 53) to incorporate the Calvin Company,
Limited.-(hir. Small.)

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 64) to amend the Act incorporating the Pictou
Coal and Iron Conapany.-(Mr. Stairs.)

Bill (No. 65) respecting the Northern and North-Western
Junction Railway Company.-(àIr. Kilvert.)

Bill (No. 66) to incorporate the Forbes' Trochilic Steam
Bngine Central Company of Canada.-(Mr. Patterson,
Resex.)

Bill (No. 67) respecting the Central Ontario Railway
Coipany.-(Mr. White, Rastings.)

Bill (No. 68) to incorporate the Brockville and New York
eridge Company.-(Mr. Wood, Brockville.)

Bill (No. 69) respecting the Bank of Yarmouth.-(Mr.
Kinney.)

Bill (No. 70) respecting the Manitoba and North-Western
Railway Company.-(bMr. Ross.)

Bill (No. 7à) to incorporate the School Savings Bank.-
(Mr. Massue.)

WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). When the House rose at
six o'clock, I was pointing out what could not fail to be a
matter oi regret to the flouse, that we have only succeeded,
during the past five years, in settling some 50,000 more
people in the North-West Territories and in Manitoba. I
had mentioned that an estimate as to the probable immigra.
tion to that country was made by the Premier in 1880. If
I refer to the growth of some of the Western States, I will
not be liable to the charge of want of patriotism, or of com-
paring ourselves with those States with a view to dispar-
age our own country, because I shall but give the figures
that were given to tue louse by the First Minister himself.
The figures that lie gave to us at that time, when he sought
to justify his anticipation that 200,000 would have entered
that country by the year 18s5, were based upon the fact of
the increase of the population of many of the States. He
gavethe increase and enumerated among the States, Minne-
sota, Iowa, Wisconsin, Illinois, Missouri and Kansas. Now,
the area of those States combined is something like the
area of Manitoba and the three north-western districts.
The increase in the States that I have just mentioned was
given to us by the First Minister as having taken place
between the years 1850 and 1860, and was stated to be
2,555,000, that is, a territory in the United States was in
ten years populated with 2,555,000, while we, with a ter-
ritory as large, we, with a country as fine, we, with facil-
ities and opportunities equal to theirs, have succeeded in
five years in placing 50,000 people in the same extent of
territory. It may be said, however, that the 2,555,000
reprssented ten years, and so it did, while I am comparing
a period of five years with reference to our population.
But it may be said not to be fair to take one-half of the
2,555,000 as the gain that we might reasonably expect
there, inasmuch as there would be the natural increase
during the past five years, and I quite recognise that fact.
But .i. think I am wholly within the mark if I say we
might fairly expect to have had within the five years
placed one-quarter the amount that was placed in the same
area in the United States. Hlad we done that, had we
placed one-quarter only in that five years, we should have
had 638,750 pepple there, instead of 50,967.

Mr. HESSON. We had not the same population to draw
from.

Mr. P*TnSon (Brant.)

APRIL

Efr. PATERSON. Why, the hon. member knows that
we have been told time and again that the United States
are avgili.g hemselvs of our territory in the North-West,
that their people are flocking into our country. He knows
that our lands there are thrown open, and we invite not
only the inhabitants of the United States but of every
civilised country on the globe, and under these circumstan-
ces we have succeeded in putting 50,000 people into an area
in which the Americans, estimating for them a period of
five years also, would have put 638,750. Well, now, we
were told by the hon. gentleman who preceded me that it
was an unfair comparison to make, because there were
greater facilities for settlement in the Western States, which
offered greater advantages. I recognise that, but I direct
attention to the fact that this increase in the States I have
mentioned took place between the years 1850 and 1860.
Going back in the history of the Western States 35 years,
we may ask if there were superior facilities for settlement
than there are in the North-West to day. Circumstanu6s
in that respect are equal: if not equal they ought to be in
our favor. I say this matter challenges the attention of
the flouse and the country. With a climate as good as a
large portion of the United States, to which I have already
alluded, as capable of being worked to profit by the bus.
bandman, there must be some reason why we have failed
to approximate what was done in the United States. Will
the hon gentleman charge that upon the Opposition, who,
in their opinion, are powerful for evil but never powerful
for good? Hon. gentlemen opposite claim credit for the
prosperity which they profess to see in the country, and
for auy advantages gained; therefore we place on them
the responsibility of populating the plains of the North-
West, and I ask from them an explanation as to how it is
that while the United States, during five years, put 600,000
people into the same extent of territory, we have only
succeeded in putting 50,000 in the North-West, though we
have completed a railway costing tens of millions and
spent millions of dollars to promote immigration to that
country. The whole figures given by the Government in
regard to the estimated population of the North-Weist
have been misleading. In the light of the public statistics,
the Customs Department, as well as the Department of
Agriculture, is blameworthy. Hon. members will find ir
the Trade and Navigation Returiis evidence of an attempt by
the Minister of Customs to reduce the amount of duties
paid by the people of the North-West, in order that the
people might not understand and know the amount of the
taxation. How did he accomplish this result ? The popula-
tion of 173,000 which we find in Manitoba and the North-
West in 1885, the Minister assumed to bu 248,000 a year ago,
and he based the rate of taxation by way of Customs dut - s
on that population. The result ut this calculation was to
r, duce the amount of Customs duties paid per head, and
yet there were 22J per cent. more-paid per head under his
Administration in 1885 than in 1878. As compared with
1884, there was 30 per cent., and as compared with the
year previous, 50 per cent. additional duty paid by every
inhabitant of the Dominion. Thus we find that when it
suits the purpose of hou. gentlemen opposite, they enlarge
the population of this Dominion in order to make it appear
that the burden per head is much less than is really the
case. I must now pass from this subject and touch for a
moment upon the volume of trade in this country. The
hon. member who preceded me found great fault with ihe
member for South Huron (Sir Richard CartwrighQ, because
ho poisted out that the volume of trade in 188i, under the
management of hon. gentlemen opposite, did not equal the
volume of trade in 1873, and ho suid that was unfair and a
deliberate attempt to mislead the flouse and the public.
Why did the hou. gentleman, ho said, not take 1876-77,
and he wuld see the volume of trade had inereased from
that year to I85 by some 30,000,000. Tirae, the hon,
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member for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) did not
take that year; true, there was some increased volume of
trade between 1876-77 and 1885. But the hon. gentleman
who found fault with the hon. member for South Huron
knew ho was taking a year which was almost a famine
year in Canada, that he was taking 1876 when the wheat
crop failed for once in Canadian history, and I believe
only once, and we had actually to import bread to feed our
own people ; he had taking a year when trade was para-
lysod, when our lumbering interests were paralysed on
account of the state of trade in the United States, which
are our greatest customers, a year which was one of the
dullest in trade not only in this country but almost in the
world, to show that we have increased our volume of trade,
imports and exports, by $30,000,000. The hon. member
for South Huron did perfectly right. He was pointing out
to the flouse this fact: That we had not reached twelve
years after 1873 as large a volume of trade as we had in
that year, and looking at 1876-77 does not alter the aspect
of the question. It is a grave matter for the consideration
of the people, no matter what intervening years there
have been, that in 1885 under the managment
of hon. gentlemen opposite the volume of Cana-
d ian trade is nearly $20,000,000 less than it was
twelve years ago. And yet hon. gentlemen opposite
talk about the promising prosperity of the conntry. The
figures are eloquent to speak for themselves; I would they
were not eloquent in pointing out in a clear manner that,
instead of there being* prosperity, there is a condition
approaching stagnation in trade. The hon. member for
Cardwell (Mr. White) did not allude to a certain other
matter to which I desire to refer, but it was incidentally
touched upon by the Finance Minister in his speech. It is
rather amusing that it did not receive attention because
hon. gentlemen opposite know and you, Mr. Speaker, will
remember how several years ago they were enforcing the
great importance of maint aining a balance of trade in our
favor and pointing out what a fearful thing it would be if
the balance of trade should happen to turn against us. It
did so in the days of the hon. member for South Huron and
brought us nearly to the verge of ruin, as they aver. One
of the principal arguments used by them was that they
would prevent the imports from exceeding the exports;
they said to tho people: "If we are placed in office we will
stop that and equalise the imports and exports." They did
not do it. But under their management the hard times of
1879 struck the country, and I beg to remind the hon. gentle-
men that that was the worst year in Canadian history, and
public affairs were under the control of hon. gentlemen
opposite and the National Policy was in force; at that time
land, stocks, cotton stocks, and all investments were at the
lowest point, While I say they were not able to control
the balance cf trade, the bard times that existed in 1879
were unparalleled in the history of the country and unequ-
alled by the dullest times under the Mackenzie Government.,
It a ppears that one year afterwards the Govdrnment were
unable to make the balance of trade agree and we imported,
$1,500,000 more than we exported. It will be remembered
how we had the true causes of prosperity pointed out, and
hoW that prosperity was going to be maintained. What
was the result ? Next year trade began to improve some-
what, and whether they had lost the secret of maintaining
an equilibrium I cannot teil, but they had a balance of trade
against them, that fearful thing which prevailed when the
hon. member for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright),
was in office, the amount reaching 87,00,000; in 1882 it
rose to 817,000,000; 1883 it broke loose and went up to
$34,000,000; in 1884 it was $25,000,000, notwithstanding all
the efforts of the Gavernment; in 1885 it was $20,000,000;
and for the months which have elapsed in 1886 the balance
iB still sgainst us, and so it goes. Sir Leonard Tilley declared
in on eof his 'Budget spWeches that se adon as a man's expon-

diture increased beyond his income poverty stared him in the
face. So if you had an adverse balance oftrade against you,
poverty will stare the nation in the face. That was the
principle upon which they worked; that was the principle
they laid down, and I ask them how they can, in the face
of that declaration, reconcle these statements with the fact
that the balances of trade against them have aggregated in
the space of five years the sum of $103,000,000. With
reference to the balance of trade being against us, I would
point out that the average balance of trade against us for
the five years of these gentlemen actually exceeds the
average of the balance of trade against us ever since
Confederation, taking the figures of the Minister of Customs
himself. The average in all the years since Confederation
bas been 820,096,655, while the average annual balance
against us during the past five years has been $20,600,000.
I see my hon. friend from South Essex (Mr. Wigle) looks
rather thoughtful about this, and I have no doubt he gave
very learned lectures about the balance of trade, and how
impossible it would be for a country to prosper with the
balance of trade against us. I cali his attention to the
figures which I have given as showing the condition of
things into which we have been brought by hon. gentlemen
opposite. I now wish to draw your attention for a
moment to the state of trade in the country. We have had
statements made by the hon. gentleman who preceded me,
as well as by the Finance Minister, with reference to the
state of trade. They have been forced to admit that it is
not quite as satisfactory as it should be, but still, they say
it is in a botter condition than it was a few years ago.
Well, as I said before, we do look for some improvement;
we do look for some increase in trade caused by the natural
increase of our population. It is not to be thought a very
wonderful thing that we can hold our own and prevent
ourselves from going back in a country like this. But
what I want to point out to the hon. gentleman is this fact,
with reference to the manufacturers of this country, that
they have heralded so loudly, have been benefited so much
by the operation of their tariff-I agsk them to look at the
effects of that tariff on the export of manufactured goods,
and to tell me and tell the country whether our export
trade is in the healthy condition that we would like to see
it. What is the condition of things with reference to the
export of manufactured goodas? Sir, it is not encour-
aging. I can remember that in 1878, Canada occupied
rather a proud position as a manufacturing country,
for so young a nation. I can remember that our exports
of manufactured goods equalled some $4,000,000. I can
remember that we took a position at the exhibition at
Philadelphia that challenged the admiration of the world.
So at the exhibitions of the Australian colonies, and I know
that as a result of that enterprise, a valuable trade with
these colonies sprung up in Canadian manufacture& goods.
Now, we have a tarif which hon gentlemen opposite boasted
was designed tohave a beneficial effect>Upon the manufactures
of the country, but where are your exports of manufactured
goods to day ?Are you exporting as many to-day as yon
did in 1878. No. Have you exported as many since the
tariff was put in operation, as you did before? No; the
decrease has been great and marked. We are exportiog
about 25 per cent. less to-day than we did in 1878, and stil1
they claim that they have conferred inestimable advantages
upon us by their tariff. Look at some of the items. In the
important item of agrieultural implements, we exported
$63,361 less last year than we did in 1878. Biscits-
thousands cf dollars lesg; candles and soap-less ;
carriages-$40,000 less; clothing -nearly $10,000 les;
glass and glassware, grindstones, pig iron-ahdecrease;
leather, $144,000 less, and it is one of the largest
exports we had. Boots and shoes were a great manufa-
tare, but we exported 8166,000 less lu 1885 than we did in
1878. Oil cake-a great reduction; ships sold to other coQtI-
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tries 8971,000 les than in 1878. Why, we all remember
that the late Minister of Railways, Sir Charles Tupper,
when ho was sitting in Opposition to the Mackenzie Admin.
istration, pointeo ont the declining state of the shipping
trade, the deserted shipyards, and we remember how ho
asked that he might be restored to office that the sound of
the hammer might be heard once more in these deserted
shipyards. llow is it now ? Of ships sold to foreign coun-
tries, there were nearly $81,000,000 less last year than there
were in the year when he lamented the way in which
the Mackenzie Administration was treating that industry.
Steel manufactures-decreasing. But I need not go over
the whole list only to say that there is $1,500,000 decrease
in the items I have given. It is true there are some
increases-cotton goods, woollen goods, furniture, wooden-
ware, extract of hemlock bark, &c. We have had
some increases, but the sum total of our exports shows
that we were only able in 1885 to export 83,181,500
worth, while in 1878 we exported $4,127,755 worth.
And, Sir, with that state of thing staring us in the face,
we have the Finance Minister taking four or five hours to
speak about tne financial condition of the country, but did
ho give us one practical hint how we should arrange
matters so that the foreign trade of this country might be
developed? We have a period of stagnation in our midst;
we have factories and we have skilled artisans, but has
there been any proposition on his part to open up markets
for our goods elsewhere, to enable us to export'our manu-
factured goods to other countries so that our artisans may
have employment? Why, Sir, in the.Estimates last year,
they asked for 8'0,000 to cstablish commei cial agencies.
What was done with that money ? They made the state-
ment that it was intended to open up a market and help
the export trade of our marufactured goods. Were there
any commercial agents appointed and if so, at what points ?
Has any effoýrts been made with other countrics to extend our
tradc ? What has been donc? The Finance Minister is
mute. le says our export trade is declining; he asks for this
money to establish commercial agencies, but what
have they done? HRe is silent on that question,
and while ho talked on many other things we
failed to hear him say that ho had any remedy.
Sir, we want our export trade opened up; we want to have
the markets of other nations, and we want him to take stops
to secure them. If ho wants the export trade developed,
and if ho maintains the tarif as it now exists, and if he per.
sists in taxing the raw material, in making the manufac-
tured products of this country higher in price, and if ho
will not give the drawbacks which ho promised to those
who are manufacturing and exporting to foreign countries,
I tell him ho will kili off what export trade we have. He
promised these drawbacks, and yet when claims are lodged
in the Department and parties ask for these drawbacks,
they are met with technical objections; they are put off
and their trade is dying away. In my own city, we have
as enterprising a firm as there is in the Dominion. At their
own expense, they exhibited at the different international
exhibitions; they have sent agents to Russia, Hungary,
Austria, Chili, in South America, and opened up a trade
with these countries. They did it alone and unaided;
Canada had no agents in these countries, and they had to
seek the help of the British Ministers, and as a young man,
a member of that firm, who was over there, told me, he
sought the aid of the British Minister to help him in opening
a market for his goods; ho was met very kindly and cour-
teously as any one is sure to be met by an English gentleman.
But ho was also given to understand by the British Minister
that Canada had imposed a tariff, and a heavy tariff, upon
goods from Britain as well as from every other coun try-i
that while he would be glad to aid a Canadian if ho could!
without jeopardising British interesta, yet ho could readilyj
see that his interest would not be to put Canadian mana-

Mr. PATERSON (Brant).

factured goods into competition with British manufactured
goods. Thus the exporter was loft to struggle alone.
Although ho did open up a market in Chili, and is"trying
to hold it, yet whenever they present their bill of drawbacks
made under the law of the land, he is met with tochnical
objections that ho does not comply with the law; and when
ho says it is beyond the bounds of possibility to comply
with the law, thon there is a hitch. Thus our export trade
is dying and languishing, and there is no help for it. The
manufacturers do not ask a helping hand; they only ask
that the law should not fetter them, and they do not get
even that. I think the figures are eloquent; and if a few
of the hon. gentlemen opposite who have spoken on this
subject had devoted their time to the subject of how to
increase the export trade of this country and thus give
emploment to the artisans who are manufacturing goods,
it would have been time botter spent; but the hon. gentle-
man who has preceded me, when lie spoke before, pointed
out that we were not exporting because our people were all
manufacturing for the home market, but unfortunately that
is not the case, and I will prove it by showing that the im.
ports of those very articles whicfl we are manufacturing
for the home maiket have been greater in 1885 than they
wore in 1878, which is proof positive that the manufacturer
of those goods las not the home market in 1885 to the same
extent that ho had in 1878. Take the article of boots and shoes.
It is true, that in that item, we imported in 1878 $49,833
worth more than we did in 1885; but certainly that does
not coire up to the amount of the decline in the export
trade. Therefore, it is not the increased home market that
bas prevented our being able to manufacture boots and shoes
to send abroad. 0f carriages, we imported 865,000 worth
more in 18b5 than we did in 1878; the carriage makers,
therefore, have not had an increaseJ home market. That
is not the reason they have been unable to export as many
carriages in 1885 as they did in 1878. Take leather, that
important item, the export of which, as Ihave told you,has
declined,and we find that the imports have increased $420,000
in 1885 over 1878. Take sewing machines,that large and pros-
perous industry. When two or three years ago1 pointod out
how that industry was sufforing, I remember how the hon.
gentleman who has preceded me fortified himself with a
letter from a sewing machine manufacturer in London,
which he read withL great gesto to the louse, and waich
stated that the policy of the Government had given great
help to the trade, and that the writer was employing more
bands and working over hours. What is to-day the state
of the sewing machine industry, which, in days gone by,
has employed thousands of hands in the country ? The tale
is a lamentable one. In the year 1885 we imported 7 871
machines, at a value of $169,146, whereas in 1878 we
imported 6,206 machines, at a value of $101,404; so that in
the year 1885 we actually imported, under this tariff that
was to give the home market to the manufacturer, no less
than 1,663 machines more than we imported in 1878, at a
value of $67,742, and many machine operatives in the
country are out of work-why ? Because the manufacturera
have a profitable export trade? No, I am sorry to say. In
the year 1878 they had, but in 1885 they have not been
manufacturing, but have been idle. The figures of exports
tell the tale. In 1878, whilst supplying the home market
to a greater extent than we are doing now, we exported
30,429 machines at a value of $273,258, a magnificent export
in that one line of manufactured goods. That was the con.
dition that industry was in before these hon. gentlemen
attained power. But since they have been in power, under
their blighting influence, or from some other canîe-and if
they claim the credit for everything that is botter, they
must be debited with what is worse-instead of exporting
30,0,0 machines in the year 1885, we exported 9,118
machines; and instead of getting $273,000 of foreign gold
brought into the country as the result of the sale, we brought
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in $69,235. Such is the condition of that trade under these
hon. gentlemen.

Mr. HESSON. Will you say there is a less number of
machines made ?

Mr. PATERSON, Well, I do think this wouli rather
indicate it. •

Mr. HESSON. It indicates our people are using them in
the country.

Mr. PATERSON. There is a larger import in 1875 than
in 1878, and there is a smaller export. It seems to me this
rather points in the direction that there is a less number
made in the country. What would the hon. gentleman sav
about it, if he were at liberty to speak? The Finance
Minister dwelt upon the btinefit his tariff has been to the
farmers. I will touch that later on, but in the mean time
there is an induitry which concerns the farmers as well as
the manufacturers, to which I wish to refer. I mean the
flbur industry, which comes next in importance, and in the
amount of capital it employs and in its output, to the saw
milling industry. We used to hear moaning and wailing
because American flour was consumed by (janadians, and
the Government at.ked that a duty should be put on the
American flour in order that our people should be compelled
to buy Canadian flour made out of Canadian wheat. Have
we accomplished that ? lu 1878 we imported of American
flour 314,a20 barrels. I heu the Government have put on their
tariff of 50 cents a barrel to prohibit that coming in, and the
result was that in 1885 we imported 540,108 barrels of
American flour, or 2.5,588 barrels more than1in 1878. Was
that Lo the benefit of the farmers ? Did that benefit the
Canadian miller ? Then they were going to benefit the
coal industry. What has been the resuit of their efforts in
that direction, in which they claim a great deal of credit ?
Let us take, first, the importations of coal and coke, and
what do we find ? In 1885, we imported 1,953,948 tons ;
'n 1875, we imported 896,446 tons, making an increased
import of coal inl 185 over 1878 of 1,057,502 tons; or, in
other words, we have an increased import of 118 per cent.
on coal in 188à over 1878. Yet hon. gentlemen designed
their tariff to shut out this importation altogether, in
order that our people would have to get their coal from the
Maritime Provinces. What has been the case with refer-
ence to the export trade ? The imcreased importation
would not matter so much, if our mines in the east were
enabled, in some peculiar way, through the operation of
the tariff, to export their output; but, in 1855, we find that
they exported 419,706 tons, and, in 1878, they exported
340,127 tons. Thus, we had an increased export of coal in
1885 over 1878 of 139,579 tons, to set off against the in-
creased import of 1,057,502 tons. In other wordm, our
importe increased 118 per cent., while our exports
increased lut 41 per cent.; and thus it is they have benefited
our coal industry. Now, although this duty on flour and
this duty on coal have failed to accomplish what hon. gentle-
man said they would, they have not failed in one respect. They
have given the Government an amount of revenue, for there
was paid, by way of taxes on coal, in 1885, $1,0i2,1e)1, and
by way of duty on flour, in 1885, $270,054; or a total duty
on flour and coalamountingto$1,342,215. Now, let thesegen-
tlemen, with their $4,900,000 deficit, place the tarift as it was
placed by the hon. member for South Huron (Sir Richard
Cartwright). If their four and coal duties were wiped out,
we would have. instead of a deficit of $â,000,000 for 1886,
a deficit of 86,300,000; but even after having taxed every.
thing they can lay their hands on, they have saddled this
country with a deficit greater by far double any that was
ever known in the darkest days of the administration of that
hon. gentleman whom they so much revile for his depart,.
mental mismanagement, as they are pleased to term it.

Mr. RHSSON, What abo4t duty on tea and coffeo i

Mr. PATERSON. My hon. friend is moaning again.
To pass from this matter hastily, I corne next to
notice for a few moments the proposed tariff changes.
There is something that cannot fail to strike one with ref-
erence to these changes It seems to me that the Finance
Minister-I wish he were present that I might get his
humane ear, in order that I might plead successfully with
him for the little ones that are being rocked in these
200,000 cradles-it seems to me it is rather hard that they
should be held responsible for this deficit to the extent
of $3,500,00, to meet which they will have to toil and
weep when they grow to manhood and womanhood, with-
out inflicting upon them a burden while yet in their oradles.
Ho grievous must the strait be in which the Finance
Minister finds himself when, in addition to cornpelling
them to shoulder this burden when they reach mature age,
be actually, while they are sleeping peacefully ln their
cradies, according to his graphic description of lest year,
increases the taxes on the toys and playthings these little
ones use. Even these childish playthings are not exempt
from the hand which a remorseloss fate compels him to
stretch out and tax everything it can grasp, in order that
hc may reduce somewhat his deficit. After taxing flour
and coal and lcaving a part of the deficit to be paid by
those children when they reach maturity, he goes to work
and adds to the playthings already covered with a 20
per cent. duty, 10 per cent., in order that the poor little
creatures may feel the burden lu their cradles. He
has adjusted the sugar duty. We will discuss that matter
more particularly lu committee, when we will get some
information from the hon, gentleman astolhow he considers
bis new arrangement will work. 1, looking at the matter,
and subject to revising my judgment when we have more
information fromn the hon. gentleman, and tuime to examine
more closely in the committee, incline to this view, that he
has materially enhanced the duty on sugar. My impression
is he may secure something like 8500,000 extra duty out of
it, and whilc he has done that, he will also compel the con-
sumer, great as was the amount of duty he paid on that
article before, to pay more actually in the way of bonus to
a few refiners in this country. Be that as it may, while
American granulated sugar was taxed before to the extent
of 96 per cent., now-if I have figured it out correctly and
if he intends to exact a duty on American granulated on
the long instead of the short price, which is, I suppose, his
intention, and which, I suppose, if the refiners ask him to
do he will do-the duty on American granulated sugar
coming into this country, under this tariff as now arranged,
will be more than 100 per cent; and the people can have
some idea of what they are paying towards the taxes of the
country on that one article. Yet, I suppose I will find
gentlemen here who will not hesitate to risk the statement
that sugar is as cheap as ever.

Mr. RIESSON. Hear, hear.
Mr. PATERSON. A gentleman opposite says " hear,

hear," and he is one of the gentlemen I would expent to
hear it from, and he is about the only gentleman. What
has the question of whether sugar or any other article is
cheaper now than it was seven or eight years ago to do
with the question ? Do not values rise and fall ? That has
nothing to do with it, but the question the people are inter-
ested in is: If that duty were wiped off, at how much les
would they get sugar ? If the duty were wiped off American
granulated, they would get it at one half the price than
they can under the tariff. lion. gentlemen have spoken of
the effect of their policy upon the working classes. They
claim, the working classes have been greatly benefited by
the introduction of their tariff, The Finance Minister also
made that claim; and in order to strengthen himself with
reference to it, he was bold enough to do what no other
klong entleman in this louse has ventured to do sinoe the
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Budget speech was made lat year, as far as my recollection
goes. We had a long Session, yet, if L remember right, the
Finance Minister (Sir Leonard Tilley) last year was the
only gentleman in this House that ever dated to refer to
the statistics he had compiled, through the agency of two
gentlemen, in order to show that our manufactures
had increased. He did venture; but when once they were
dissected and shown to be utterly fallacious, they were
dropped by every hon. gentleman, and noone ever ventured
to allude to them until the unfortunate Finance iinister of
to-day (Mr. McLelan), in a moment of dire necesaity, alluded
to them, as might be expected. Are we to accept those
statistics, prepared at the cost of thousands of dollars to the
country last year, and which were conclusively proved to
be utterly unreliable, wholly false and misleading ? Was
it not pointed out last year with reference to
these statistics, that actually they gave an increased
product of woolleu g ods amonnting to several mil-
lion dollars, while the import of raw material was
actually less than it was in 1878. When these
things were pointed out, when it was shown, by the
importation of the raw material, that it was impos-
sible to have had the extra amount of goods manufactured
which they alleged to have been made in the conntry,
that was abandoned, and it remained abandoned until the
Finance Minister saw fit again to introduce it hre, and hé
based upon it a calculation that we had so many more
workers in the country because of those fallacious state-
ments which were previously made, and of which I believe
even the compilers were ashamed, that we had some
35,000 more workers in consequence of this policy. Tbe
hon, gentleman expressed regret that he had not had time
to obtain fnrther statistics. Well, it is to be regretted, no
doubt, but he had statiFtics from one manufactory; he for-
tified bis statements by statisties supplied by one cotton
Company, the Canada Cotton Company. I admire the
shrewdness of some manufacturers in this country. I have
known the case of a manufacturer who availed him-
self of the Minister of Finance, two or tbree years
ago, to advertise his resources and to tell the country
how successful his business was; and here we have the
Canada Cotton Company managing to secure the assistance
of the Minister of Finance to state that their output
is so much greater than it was. I wonder if they have
any stock to seli; I Wonder if they have anything to dis-
pose of; and whether the Finance Minister is lending his
aid to this end. I might ask how it is that the hon. gentle-
man gave us a comparison ouly of the last six months of
1885 with the last six months of 1878. Why did he not
give us the whole year ? It may be all right, but it looks
rather fishy. Surely it would have been just as easy to give
us the oomparisou for the whole year as to give us the
comparison for the six months. Can it be possible that in
the first six months the mill was shut down or was running
with less hands ? I do not say that it wa. It may be all
right. They may have done the increased business all
through the year, but I think it would have struck the House
as more fair and reaaonable if we had had the comparison
for the whole year instead of for the lat six months only.
And these are the proofs we have given to us that the
mechanics of this country have been so greatly benefited
by the operation of the tarif. Further, it is denied by the
Finance Minister, and it is also denied by the hon. gentle-
man who preceded me, that the cost of living has been in any
way enhanced by the operation of this tarit. We have been
told time and again by these gentlemen that things are not
dearer in Canada than they are in the neighboring Republic,
that they coat no more here than they do across the border.
That may be true. I am not in a position to say, or rather
I will not assumne to say, that it is not true, but I would
like to ask the Minister of Customs one question. If hé
takes that position, if it be true that goods are as cheap in
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all lines in Canada as they are in the United States, how is
it that some people are so silly as to go to all the expense,
and risk, fine and imprisonment in order to smuggle goods
which can be obtained just as cheaply in the country itself ?
Do they smuggle for the mère fun of the thing? Do they
risk incarceration in the gaols of the country, and the fines
and imprisonment which the Minister of Customs is so fre-
quently imposing for that? If not, what do they do it for?
le it just for the fun of being caught ? It muet be just
because they like it. Everytbing is as cheap here as over
there, and the men like to have the fun of the Minister
catching them. That can be the only reason. Now, we
come to look at the effect of the tariff upon the farmers.
The Finance Minister was very strong on the subject of the
benefit which the tarif had been to the farmers. He pointed
out some statistics, and I could not exactly follow him in
some of the figures hé used, taking certain years to suit
himself, but he alleged that we have been able to export on
the average of certain years $9,371,156 per annum more
of agricultural products than we did on an average during
a certain number of years under the Mackenzie Admin-
istration. In addition to that hé asserts that he has given
the home market to the farmers to the extent of $3,500,000
a year; or that they were able to export, in consequence
of the operation of the tariff, $13,000,000 worth more in
the year 1885 than they were in the year 1878. Well,
now, what are we to understand by au argument like that ?
If it means anytbing, and if it is to have any force, it must
be that the tariff that they imposed for the benefit of the
farmer, as they say, has enabled the farmer to raise more
product than hé did before, or to raise the price of his pro-
ducts in the foreign market; because they have $13,000,000
worth a year more of a product, according to the statement
cf the hon. gentleman. Does hé solemnly mean tosay that
the o9eration of the tarif lias enabled the farmer to grow
more grain or has enabled him to raise the price of that
grain in foreign countries ? That must be the meaning of
it, and yet it is almost impossible to believe that an intel-
ligent man would take that position. Still, I am forced
to believe that it is se, for the hon. gentleman told us
that, as one of the effects of bis tarif, while, in 187V, the
oxen were idle in the stall, and the ploiighshare was rusting
in the field, when hé put a duty on agricultural products,
the oxen forthwith came out of the stall, and was immedi-
ately yoked to the plough again. Ido'not know where the
hon. gentleman got bis illustration from. I do not know
wbat part of the country hé had been travelling in. In the
first place, in 1878, in the portion of the country in which
I live, horses were more in use for ploughing purposes than
oxen, and I had fancied that they were largely used for
that purpose throughout the Dominion. And, more than
that, if it be a fact that some of the farmers did use oxen,
and were not engaged in ploughing because ploughing
would not pay, that they had a bandoned farmingbecause iL
produced no profits, I still think that the farmers would
have had sense enough not to keep an ox in the stali and
feed him there, when they could turn him out to graze;
because, I submit, Mr. Speaker, for your consideration, the
fact that, greatly as this tarif has benefited the agricul-
turists, and badly off as they were before its introduction, the
gra-s did grow, in 1878, and the ox could have grazed if they
had turned him out; also, in 1878, if ploughing did not pay,
the farmers had that sense of economy that they would
never havé left the plough in the field for the share to rust,
but would have put it in the barn or the shed where it
would have been exposed to no such danger, as the hon.
member for Essex knows quite well. Se the hon. gentle-
man is altegether astray in his illustration. I do not know
where hé has been, but hé has been out of Canada, and it
does not apply to our country at all. But it struck me,
when hé allowed bis fancy to indulge in that fiight, or
when he was taking credit for the tariff, that hé -had found
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a patent by which idle oxen could bo set to work with the
plough, that ho was looking in a direction the key to
which ho gave us in the opening portion of hie speech,
when he said that ho had succeeded in hie present position
to an array of gallant knights; it struck me that the
thought was in his mind: "And why cannot I, too, be Sir
Galiant Knight? Is there no way by which Her Majesty'e.
favor ean be drawn to me? Is there no way by which,
while I hold this position, I can attain to that dignity ? ",
I should say that there Li hope for him after the disoovery
of that patent for setting idle oxen to work. The
hon, gentleman used another very remarkable illus-
tration, when he said that, if you sell a $100 bond
for $100 cash, it is better than if you sell it for
$88. That is doubtless great wisdom, but I have an impres-
sion that the stupendous mind of Mr. Gladstone has graped
that fact, and that the Minister of Finance Ïi not alone in
that idea. And, when ho told us that other remarkable
thing, which may be unknown to eo many, that yon cannot
build railway s and canals without money, though that may
not be known to the masses, I think there are other states-
men who have discovered that before him. You cannot look
for kaighthood in that way, or in consequence of those dis-
coveries, but let Mr. Gladstone know that the hon. gentlemen
has discovered that by the imposing of duties on agricul-
tural producte, of which we raise millions more than we
need and have to send to foreign markets, the farming
community have been enriched, the idle oxen have been set
to work, and the ploughshare has been freed from rust
as it passos through the ground, and there is hope
that another gallant knight may yet fill that position.
Now, Mr. Speaker, I come to notice the eoncluding remarks
of the hon. gentleman who preceded me with reference to
some statements that have been made by the hon. member
for South Huron with reference to the corruption that pre-
vailed amongst members of Parliament and in the country.
And ho attempted to defend it; nay, ho attempted, so far as
the members were concerned, to say that no such thing
existed. Well, Sir, I hope and trust it is so, and that a
future meeting of the committee may wipe out that dread
doubt that has entered into some people's minds that there
has bren traffic on the part of certain members of Parlia-
ment to a grealer extent than merely writing a letter for a
friend to the Department of the interior. But, Sir, ho
attempted to defénd the people of the country against the
charges that, ho said, were levied against thom by the
ex-Finance Minister, that they were morally and litically
blind, because they had seen fit, in 1878, to 4ispossess
him of office and to put them back in office, and he
seemed to think it was jealousy on the part of the
hon. member for South Huron, and that was the reason
why ho condemned the people of the country as unable
to understand their own best interests. He told us the
people saw that. 3ut the people saw more than that, Mr.
Speaker. The people saw, in 1878, when they did dis-
possess that gentleman of power, they saw gentlemen
claiming to ho men whose words might be taken, whose
promises might ho relied upon, that if they were to put that
gentleman and his colleagues out of position and put them
in their places, they would thon botter the condition of
every man, woman and child in this country. The people
took them at their word, a portion of the people believed
them, and placed them in their position. But, to-day, are
those gentlemen willing to rely upon the fulfilment of their
promises made to that electorate, in order to secure a
return to power ? Did they, in 1882, rely upon thom ?
We know what the people of the countay know, and what
the people saw-that they could not trust themselves, even
at that early day, upon the records they had made for
themselves, and before they dared to appeal to the eleo-
torate they had to gerrymander, in the most cowardly
manner, in a manner that ws unwortby o men who bear
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the name of Britons, they had to out and carve the con-
stituencies of the great Province of Ontario, in order that
Liberals might not h roturned and that they themselves,
afraid to stand upon their own records, might thus
secure a majority for themselves. Not content with
that, Sir, they stated to the people, already deceived
by them once: "Put us back again, and there are millions
and tons of millions of capital waiting to be invested in
manufacturing enterprises in this country." I ask them
to-day if they can point to those millions. I asked them in
1882, and three years after I ask them again where those
millions are that were to ho put into large iron works in
this country. Where are they ? Let them stand up in this
louse and answer. Sir, they must rise; they must point
out where those millions are. It will not do to speak in
general terms. We want to know where are the works;
we want to know the names of the capitalists; we want to
see the effect of it in giving industry and employment in
our midst. Sir, 1 comn now to notice what the gentleman
who preceded me, himself a Minister of the Crown, did not
attempt tu answer in reference to the charge that was made
by the hon. momber for South Huron; and when 1 recall to
your recollection, Mr. Speaker, the omission of that hon.
gentleman, you will agree with me, I think, that it will be
impossible, before this debate closes, that one of the gentle-
men on the Troasuiy boches shall i it get up and answer
the charges framed specifically by the hon. member for
South Huron against members of the Cabinet themselves,
about which the hon. Minister did not say one word. Sir,
what were those charges? He talked about what ho had
said to the ropresentatives, what ho had said to the people;
ho had read the speech and ho heard it, but ho did not say
anything about the statement as to the members of the
Cabinet, of which ho himself was a member. What was
said ? You, Mr. Speaker, and the House, will bear in mind
that this is no statement made by some irresponsible per-
son upon a hustings or a platform. It is a statement made
by a gentleman who has occupied one the highest positions
in this country, as ho does yet, and made in the face of the
men whom ho charges while ho stood within twenty feet of
them. These charges must be answered. The Minister of
Interior cannot afford to lot these charges go unanswered.
The Minister of Interior ought not to have sat down, ho
could not afford to sit down, with these charges unanswered
by him. I give him another opportunity to do it. What
does the hon. momber for South Huron charge:

" It has come to pa that to-day, however much we regret it, we are
obliged to admit that every second member of the Cabinet has been
either the recipient of a testimonial largely Bubscribed for by public
contractors and public employés, or that Ministers have received subsi-
dies granted for tne purpose of advancing lines in which they are large
shareholdersa; or that they have been participants, by means of the cloak
of a special company created for that special end, in printing contracts
and other jobs which they could not have undertaken in their own
proper persons without putting their seats in peril ; or that they have
been recipients of timber limita; and I am sorry to say, as the Uabinet
are, so are the majority of their supporters."

Sir, a Minister of the Crown heard that charge, and read
that charge. It was more against members of the Cabinet
than against the House, and the hon. member for South
Huron said ho did not blame the members of the House so
much as the members of the Cabinet; and we had a Cabinet
Minister rising and taking notice of the faet that has been
charged against some members ot the Liouse, and ignoring,
not saying one word of that fearful enarge that is brought
against members of the Cabinet. Again the hon. member
for South Huron says:

" It is a record to cause every true Canadian to bluah, and I say more,
that it would be idle and criminal on our part to conceai our opinion of
these thing. If they go ou, a few years or a few months may bring our
whole Cionfederation to a very abrupt termination."
.Again:

"Our duty ia to oppose and fight these evils; a short time will tell.
whetber Qanada li to shake off th#e icubus thai new. presses on hçr, o«
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whether our Confederation is to rot by its own corruption, before it is
able to pause, before it is able to stand alone.''
Sir, if such a state of things exists, and if such a state of
things is toierated, that men who hold the highest position
in this land do not deny these charges, then there is danger
ahead. We cannot have corruption in high places to
that extent. Corruption if it does not exist, must be
denied by the members of the Cabinet; if they have
not received money subsidies to aid railways with
their position, and that is charged; if they have not
participated by word or act in printing contracts,
if they have not been recipients of testimonials subscribed
for among others by contractors with whom they have had
dealings, thon 1 hold that they cannot ignore the charge.
It is made by a gentleman of too high a position, it is made
in the Parliament of Canada and to the face of those hon.
gentlemen. They must rise in the interests of their party
and deny that those charges are true. They will have
an opportunity of doing so. I hope they may be able to
deny them for the sake of the country. It will be a sad
thing if such charges can be sustained. We have to recog-
nise this fact, that if there be any danger to the nation it

-does not come to us in the nature of extravagant expendi-
tare, especially in a country like this. We may commit
errors of administration, we may have extravagant
management of our affairs ; but we are a young country
and we are a reliant people, and we can surmount evils
that cone upon us in that direction ; but if we are to have,
what has been charged npon those gentlemen and yet not
denied, corruption in tbe very highest places in the
land, then, Sir, there is a dark outlook for this
country. Everything tells us that. I need but remind
you, Mr. Speaker, of a nation that was once brought out of
slavery by a great deliverer, who was their great law giver
and judge, and settled in a goodly land and became one of
the most noted nations the world has ever seen. To that
nation were given laws by the great law giver and ordin-
ances which were to be observed, given by wisdom greater
than any wisdom that dwells in man, and the principles
contained in those laws have formed, I am happy to say,
the basis of the laws and Governments of the British
Empire, of which it is our boast to form a part. What was
thi instruction given to the judges and officers that were to
rule over that nation by this great law.giver just before he
was to lie down and die and leave other men to stop into
his place.? is charge to those occupying in that nation at
that time positions similar to the positions occupied by hon.
gentlemen opposite was:

" Thou shall judge the people with just judgment. Thou shall not
respect persons-neither take a gift, for a gi' adoth blind the eyes of the
wise and pervert the words of the righteous."

The truth of those words no man pretending to belong to
the British nation will dare to deny. They were given to
that nation in order that it might maintain its record as a
nation, in order that it might maintain its existence as a
nation. But there crept into that nation corrupt rulers,
men filled with the* spirit of covetousnees, and ihe great
seer of that nation, who saw into the future some few hun-
dred years, and saw that country, that was his glory and
his pride, about to be degraded and cist froma its high
station amongst the nations of the earth, gave utterance to
this wail:

" Everyone coveteth gifts and followeth after reward; they judge not
the fatherless neither doth the cause of the widow come unto themi."

Yes, if you have those bearing rule in high places whose
heai ts are set on gifts, who followeth after reward, before
such men it is vain to plead the cause of the widow and
fatherless. If the nation does not give hoed and by its logis-
lation attend to and promote the interests of the poor and
defenceless, thon the administrators of that nation fail to
perform their duty and their continuance in office will lead
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to the collapse of the very prosperity of the nation. We
must have truc mon in high places; I speak not in a pha-
risaical spirit. This charge cannot bc answored by: "You
are another." I hear people often say, politicians are all
alike. I challenge those who say it to prove the statement.
I do not claim for each individual member of the party that
there never have been mistakes made or acts done that
should not have been done; but I claim that you cannot
look over the record of the Reform party and find such roc >rd

in this respect as you do fipd in the record of hon. gentle-
men opposite. I want to say more, for my remarks apply
in a general way to mysolf as they do especially to
every member on this side of the House as well as every
member opposite. It is the duty of the people of this coun-
try, who noed not care particularly for one party or the
other, it is in their hands to purge out the old leaven of
political immorality so that the whole lump may not be
leavened by it. if we have gone ont of the true path we
may thus return to the path of rectitude and purity in the
administration of the affairs of the country. If the hon.
gentlemen opposite are tried upon their record and found
guilty, depose them ; if gentlemen who succeed themn do
not prove true to the public interest, depose them; if the
gentlemen who succeed them do no botter, dopose them ;
but let the people of the country, those who traly wish to
sec it maintain its character as a nation see to it that pafty
prejudice no longer blinds thoir eyes, conscience and judg-
ment, but let justice be meted out. There must be men
in the country who, if accused, would rise and repel
charges like those made against hon. gentlemen oppo-
site. Let them be put in the position, and if they
fali from their high estate, punish them. The evil is
this : If thore ba corruption in high places it per-
meates down among the masses of the peuple tilt, uufor-
tunately, as the hon. member for South Huron said,
the public conscience is deadened till it does not give the
answer it should do, till it does not resist the things it
should resist as promptly as it should do, and as it would
do if it were net tainted by this corruption that I fear,
from the fact that it has been charged and not denied,
prevails in this country. Sir, we want as the rulers of this
land those who will act upon the precepts I have urtered,
those who will not run after rewards and look for gifts, but
who will recognise that if any special class are to be lookeli
after and their interests promoted it is not the rich and
wealthy, but it is the poor as embraced under the head of
the widow and fatherles. Sir, we want men in positions
who will regard the claims of labor just as readily as they
will recognise the claims of capital, that the mechanic and
laboring man eau gain their eye and have their wishes
granted as readily as capitalists and manufacturers. We
want mon there actuated by noble principles, so that the
prayer of the petition of the poor Indian and the Metis of
the far West will be as quickly bard an I receive as ready a
response as the demand of the landholder who might seek
to deprive him of his land and home.

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). Mr. Speaker, I cordially
endorse the sentiments expressed by te hon. gantleman
who has just taken his seat in his opening remarks. HRe
referred to the fact that it was desirable that tihe speeches
which are delivered on this subject should be short. I
fully, Sir, endorse that remark, and I shaHl endeavor in the
observations which I propose to offer to the House on thIis
subject, to follow the hon. gentleman's precept rather than
his example. The hon. gentleman, in the opening portion
of his remarks, endeavored to defend the hon. member for
South uron,and the othergentlemen who compose the party
to which ho belongs, from the charge which has been so often
made with regard to them of using language in this House
which is calculated to injure the best interests of this coun-
try. And, Sir, after hearing the language which ho use4
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in the opening part of his address, I am sure it must have
been a surprise to almost every gentleman in this House,
that he should have occupied so much of hie time sincei
recess in pointing out almost every interest in this country
at the present time was in a declining condition. And,
Sir, I think, too, that when the hon. gentleman was defend.
iig the hon. member for South Huron from having uttered
any sentiments or used any language tending to depre-
ciate the intereste of this country, the hon. gentleman must
have forgotten many of the discussions which have taken place
in thii House during the past few years, and must surely have
been absent from bis place in this House during last Session
when that hon, gentleman, in describing the condition of
this country, astonished every hon. member in the House
by the declaration that the position of this country at that
time was worse than that of the United States at the close
of the civil war. Now, Mr. Speaker, we were somewhat
relieved at the opening of the hon. gentleman's address, by
hearing him frankly acknowledge that the country was not
in a very bad position. He was rather inclined to acknow-
ledge, from his remarks then, that the country was in a
prosperous condition, the only matter he regretted was that
it was not i a more prosperous condition, that it was not
advancing more rapidly than it had been, or, to use his own
language, that we were not advancing by leaps and bounds.'
But, Sir, the hon. gentleman has, in the latter part of his
address, devoted a considerable length of time to showing
that the trade of this country at the present time shows
that it is not in a prosperous condition. Now, it is neces-
sary that I should, for a few moments, direct the attention
of Lhe House to the present position of our foreign trade.
It is true the foreign trade of this country has declined some-
what during the last year. Hon. gentlemen point to this fact
and repeat it op every occasion, and they endeavor in every
instance to create the impiession in this House and through-
out the country that it is an indication that the important
interests of this country are at the present time in a languish-
ing condition, and that it is due to the policy of the present
Administration. It is necessary, I say, to refer to some
of the facts which our trade returns show in order to pre-
vent such an impression from going abroad. Now, Sir, if we
turn to the Trade and Navigation Returns for the last year,
we will find, it is true, there are some decreases in both our
exports and imports. Our exporte in 1884 amounted to
something more than $91,000,000; in 1885 they have
decreased to $89,000,000, showing a decrease of some
$2,000,000. Our imports in 1884 amounted to $116,000,000;
in 1885 they amounted to nearly 8109,000,000, or a decrease
a little short of $7,500,000. But, Sir, if we examine these
returns more closely we will find that this deorease can be
matisfactorily accounted for, that it is accounted for and
more than accounted for by the remarkable shrinkage in
values that bas taken place during the last year through-
out the civilised world. Sir, the Trade and Navigation
Returns show that while the value of our trade bas
decreased, the volume of trade has been fully maintained.
Now, Sir, if we examine the different classes of our exporta
we will find that there bas been a very considerable
increase in all classes, except in our exporte of lumber. It
is true that in that particular class of products there has
been a decline, but this is not to be wondered at, when we
remember the fact that the price of lumber in foreign mar-
kets, during the past year, bas been exceedingly low; that
those low prices have had a depressing effect upon that
industry, and therefore I repeat that it is not to be won-
dered at, under those circumstances, that the production of
lumber is less, and that those engaged in that industry
have not exported as much as in former years. But, Sir,.
taking the other classes of our exports, we find that in
the products of our fisheries, we have had an increase from
127,000,000 pounds of freah and salted fish in 1884, to
133,000,000 pounds in 1885. Our exporte of salted fish have
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increased from 260,000 barrels in 1884, to 310,000 barrels
'in 1885-an increase of some 50,000 barrels. Then, Sir, if
you pass to another class-animals and their products-
we find that we exported, in 1884, some 90,000 cattle; in
1885, upwards of 144,000, an increase of 54,000. In 1884
we exported 304,000 sheep; in 1885, upwards of 335,000,
an increase of upwards of 30,000. In 1884 we exported
a little short of 76,000,000 pounds of cheese; in 1885,
upwards of 86,500,000, an increase of 10,500,000 pounds.
Of agricultural products, we exported, in 1884, something
short of 8,000,000 bushels of barley ; in 1885, 9,000,000
bushels. Of beans, 56,000 busbels in 1884, and in 1885, 193,000
bushels. Of oats, 1,400,000 bushels in 1884, and 2,400,000
in 1885; and a great many other articles which I will not
detain the House by enumerating. But the argument ma
be used, that while the quantity of our exports has inorease
the value has decreased, and this shows that our people
have not received as good a price for the goods they had to
sell as they did in former years, and this may be used to
show that the present state of our trade is not a satisfactory
one. lt is true, that would not indicate a satisfactory con-
dition of the trade of this country if there were no corres-
ponding advantage to offset it. But, Sir, that position is
shown to be untenable from the fact, that while the value
of our exports has decreased, the value of the principal
classes of goods which we import has deoreased in a corres-
ponding and even in a larger ratio. Now, Sir, the total
value of our importa in 1884 was $116,000,000; in 1885 it
has declined to a little short of $109,000,000, or a total
decline of $7,500,000. But while there has been this decline
in the total*value of our importe, it is remarkable to note
the large increase which is shown in the principal classes of
goods whioh we have imported during the lat year. Oar
importa of sugar, which amounted in 1884 to 173,000,000
lbe., have increased, in 1885, to upwards of 200,000,000 Ib. ;
our importa of tea, which, in 1884, amounted to 16,000,000
lbs., have increased, in 1885, to upwards 18,500,000 Ibo.; our
importe of coffee, which amounted in 1884 to a little more
than 1,600,000 lbe., in 1885, were a little less than 2,600,000
Ibo.; our imports of raw cotton, which amounted, in 1884, to
20,000,000 lbs., in 1885 exceeded 23,000,000 lbs.; our im-
ports of wool have increased from 6,000,000 in 1884 to a
little les than 8,000,000 in 1885. I might enumerate other
articles, but I do not wish to detain the flouse. But these
figures show, first, that while there has been a sBhrinkage in
the value of many classes of our exporte and also in the
classes of goods which have been imported, there has been
an actual increase in the quantity of both our ex rts and
our importa; showing that the volume of our trade has not
only been fully maintained, but has actually been increased;
and secondly, these figures show that while our people have
received lower prices for some of the goods they have export-
ed, they have paid less for the goods they have purchased in
foreign markets, and their purchasing power has not been
diminished by the decline in price. Now, Sir, there are several
other features in our trade returns to which I might refer; but
they have already been dealt with at considerable length
by those who have proceded me. I will merely call atten-
tion very briefly to one or two of them. In the firet place,
the decreases in our importe have occurred almoet entirely
in those classes of goods which are manufactured in this
country. I find that our importa of manufactures of iron
and steel have decreased by upwards of $2,500,000, the manu-
factures of cotton goods by upwards of $1,250,000, and that
there have also been decreases in imports of the manufac-
tures of brass, copper, cordage and a variety of other articles.
If we take the classes of goods upon which the people of
this country pay duty, inclusive of those classes which are
manufactured in the country, we find that there has been a
decrease in the goods entered for consumption from
$80,000,000 in 1884, to $73,000,000 mi 1885, while lu free
goods there has actually been an increase from $28,000,000

1886. 481



COMMONS DEBATES APRIL 2

in 1884 to upwards of $29,000,000 in 1885, or a total
increase of a little more than $1,250,000. These figures
show, first, that the importations of raw material
bear relatively a much larger proportion and the im.
portations of manufactured goods relatively a much
smaller proportion to our total imports than they did
in former years ; and secondly, they furnish a most
conclusive proof of the growth of manufacture in this
country, and their increasing power to supply the wants of
our people. Now, Sir, I do not intend to refer to very
many matters which have been alluded to in the course of
this debate. The hon. gentleman who has spoken has
referred to the increase of taxation. It is not necessary
that I should deal at any length with that subject; it has
already been exhaustively dealt with by the hon. Minister
of Finance, and the facts respecting it are in possession of
the members of this louse and before the country. I may
simply state briefly what the facts are: Our net debt in
1878 amounted to $140,000,000; in 1885 it had increased
to $196,000,000, the increase being $44,000,000. During
the same period the interest on our debt increased from
$6,553,000 in 1878 to $7,467,000 in 1885, an increase of
something less than $1,000,000. In other words, while our
debt has increased 31* per cent., the interest we pay
upon our debt has increased only 14J per cent. This,
Sir, is largely due to the favorable terms on which
the late Minister of Finance during the past year negotiated
his loans upon the London market, reducing the average
rate of interest upon the debt of this country from 4-65 per
cent., in 1878, to3-80, in 1885. If we take into gonsideration
the growth of the population during the time, we have this
astonishing result, that the taxation necessary to pay the
interest on our debts is actually at the present time 3ý cents
les per head of the population than it was in 1L78. The
hon. gentleman who last addressed the House referred to the
decline, which has taken place in the value of money
throughout the world. He told us that the rates of interest
had declined, and that it was not therefore due to the
improved condition of this country that we were able to
procure money on better terms now than we were in 1878.
In answer to that statement, I have only to refer the hon.
gentleman or any other member of this House to the
relative value of our securities to-day in the English
market as compared with those of other countries. I have
not the figures here, but any hon, gentleman who will refer
to the commercial reports will find that all Canadian securi-
ies to-day stand in a very much better relative position than

they did in 1879, as compared with the securities of any other
country in the civilised world. The hon. gentleman thon refer.
red to the other items constituting the expenditure of the
country. In doing so, he complained that the hon. member
for Cardwell (Mr. White), who had preceded him, had not
dwelt upon that subject at any length, and I noticed that1
the hon. member for Brant (Mr. Paterson), himself veryi
prudently followed the example of the hon. member fori
Oardwell in that respect. Now, Sir, I intend to follow thei
example which has been set me by both hon. gentlemen.1
It is true, there has been a large increase in the expendi-i
ture in all the different branches of the public service--in
Public Works, in the Department of Railways, in the Post1
Ofice Department, and in almost every other Department.
But hon. gentlemen must bear in mind the facts so clearly
stated by the Minister of Finance that this has been ren-
dered necessary by the growth of the country and thej
increased demands made upon the Government to pro-
vide for these dîfferent branches of the public service,i
and they must also bear in mind that in very many1
of these branches of the publie service there are1
corresponding receipts to offset the increased expen-i
diture. The M inister of Finance furnislhed figures to show1
that while there has been an increase of expenditure, it has
only been sufficiently large to keep pace with the growth of-
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our population, and that there bas been actually ne inlease
on the taxation of the country. The hon. gentleman referred
at some length to the present condition of the manufactures
of this country, and from the tenor of his remarks I inferred he
was endeavoring to show that our manufacturing induetries
were not in a satisfactory condition. I was amused at one
of the argumerts he brought forward to support that theory.
He asks why, if goods were manufactured in this country
so largely at present, and if they could be produced as
cheaply as in the United States, attempts were made to
smuggle goods from the United States into the Dominion ?
I think the hon. gentleman will find that in all those attempts
he speaks of, the classes of goods which were smuggled
arc classes which are not manufaetured in the Dominion
and upon which high duties are levied ; but in order to show
the growth of manufacturies in this country, I will merely
refer to a statement which was made by the hon. member
for South Huron (Mr. Cameron), in speaking on this subject
on a former occasion. He was referring, I believe, to the
growth of manufactures between 1874 and 1878, and lie said
that the importation of raw material was the true standard
of the growth of manu factures in a country. Now, I am
willing to accept his standard, and by that standard to
measure the growth of manufactures in the Dominion
between 1878 and the present time. I will not detain the
House with the figures, for they have already been
presented to the House by more than one speaker who
preceded me, but the enormous increase in the importations
of raw cotton, wool, pig iron, hides and a variety of other
raw material, show how marvellous has been the growth of
manufactures in this country during the past five years;
what a large amount of employment they have given to the
people, and how much they have contributed to advance
the material prosperity of this country. Now, I shall pass
over many matters which I have noted here, and come to
another subject that has been dwelt upon at consideraMe
length by all the speakers who have addressed the House,
and that is the present position of the debt of this Domin-
ion. It cannot be denied that the debt has increased very
considerably during the last few years. Hon. gentlemen
are constantly reminding us of this fact; lon, gentlemen
constantly placing this fact before the people, and
endeavoring, by merely stating the fact to pursuade the
people to draw the inference that the increase of debt
is due to recklessness and extravagance on the part of the
present Administration. But that is not a fair inference; it
is not an inference which can fairly be drawn from that fact
alone. If we wish to form an intelligent judgment upon
the question, we must take into consideration the purposes
for which that debt has been incurred. Of the debt of the
Dominion, upwards of $100,000,000 represents the debts of
the different Provinces assumed at the time of and since
Confederation. Leaving that aside, we have expended,
since Confederation, upon railways and canals alone,
upwards of $120,000,000. These two items together would
make a sum $30,000,000 in excess of the entire debt of
the Dominion at the close of the last fiscal year. We must
also bear in mind that there was a large sum expended on
railways and canals prior to Confederation ; we must remem-
ber that this large expenditure amounted to nearly
$53,00",000, making a total expendi+ure upon railways and
canals alone, up to the present time, of over $174,000,000,
or only $22,000,000 less than the entire net debt of the
Dominion. That $2,000,000 is represented by expendi-
turc on other public works, and besides this we have the
sums voted by this Parliament at different times as subsidies
to railways, for the improvements of our harbors and rivers,
for the construction of piers, lighthouses, telegraph lines
and other works of public importance and general utility.
I find that the total expenditure upon public works in this
Dominion, at the close of the last fiscal year, amounted to
upwards of $213,000,000, and wheu we take into considera-
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tion the fact that this large sum has been expended upon
these important publie works; when we consider that these
works are absolutely necessary in order to open up chan-
nets for our trade and commerce, and render the remote
portions of the country accessible for settlement, in order
to develop the variety of sources of wealth which otherwise
would remain dormant and useless, I feel there is no mem-
ber of the House, no intelligent man in the country, who
will maintain that such expenditure was either an unneces.
sary or an un wiNe expenditure. We must bear in mind, too,
that at this early period in our history we have acquired a
large extent of territory; and when it is borne in
mind that alter the lapse of only twenty years wo
have done so muci to provide for the future growth,
development and settlement of the country, it is not a mat.
ter of surprise that our debt at presort should have assumed
the propositions it bas assumed. Hon. gentlemen, in refer-
ring to the debt of this country, speak of it as a tax which
has been imposed for all future time upon the people of
this country. It should be properly regarded as borrowed
capital, necessary to promote the best interests of the coun-
try; it should be regarded as capital absolutely indispens-
able to enable us to carry on the business of the country, as
an investment which will in the future repay its cost ton-
fold, as an investment that will so stimulate the trade and
commerce of the country, so help all the variou industries
in the country, that it will take but a more fraction of the
vast wealth which -will accrue from it in the future to our
natior ai resources, to pay both the principal and the inter-
est on that expenditure in a very short space of time. It
bas been the policy of the preserit Government to incur a
large expenditure; it bas been its policy to incur large obli-
gations abroad in order to enable it to provide for the con-
struetion of these important works; and I feel, however
much hon. gentlemen may oppose this policy and denounce
it in speeches here, that it is a poliey whi-h will meet with
the approval of the majority of this louse and the majority of
ihe people of'this country in the future as it has in the past.
Hllin. gentlemen have frequently, during the course of this
discussion, compared the position of this country with that
of the United States. We have had a variety of figures, in
the course of this debate, submitted for our consideration,
to show the relative rates of taxation which prevail in the
two countries. I do not intend to repeat these figures or
to detain the House with them at ail, as they have been
exhaustively dealt with by the speakers who have preceded
me; but on this point I wish to say this: that, if I desired
to go abroad to find proof in support of the policy of the
present Administration, I should ask for no botter evidence
than that which is furnished by the history of the United
States. From the year 1835, when railway construction
first commenced upon this continent, the general gov-
ernment of that country has from time to time lent
aid to encourage railway enterprise, and we ail know
that, in addition to this, it bas been the policy of every
State in the Union not only to tax its resources,
but to pledge its credit, in order to promote the con-'
struction of railways and canais, to provide the best pos-
sible means of communication between one part of the!
country and the other, an-i to unite ail the remote inland
districts with the towns upon the seaboard; and there is
nothing which bas contributed more than the adoption of
that policy towards the marvellous growth and prosperity;
which we have witnessed in that country. It is due, in my
opinion, to that policy that they are in a position to-day to
pay off their national debt with the rapidity with which
they are paying it off; it is due to the adoption of that policy
Bo early in the history of that country that they were,
enabled years ago to maintain for five long years one of the
most bloody and exhausting and costly civil wars the world
bas ever seen, and since its close to liquidate the enormous
debt which it caused to be incurred with a rapidity which

is without a parallel in the history of the world ; and at the
same time the burden of taxation which was fbund neoes-
sary in order to enable them to accomplish this bas been
folt so little by the people of that country that it is borne
without a murmur and it has never for a moment choeked
their continuous and unparalleled prosperity. If I wisbed
to find proofs of the influence of railways and canals in
increasing the wealth of and contributing to the general
prosperity of a countrv, I should turn to the history
of the State of New York. Far back in the history
of that State before the age of railways, the Govern.
ment of that State at the public expense constructed
tbc Erie Canal They united the waters of our
great 1 akes with the waters of the uiidson, and thus formed
a continuous water communication between the great west
and seaboard. And what was the resuit of that great enter-
prise ? Why, Sir, as soon as that canal was opened, the cost
ot transportation was reduced from $70 per ton to $10 per
ton. A few years later, further reductions were made,
until it reached 85 per ton, and the result of opening that
means of communication between the west and the east
was to contribute so greatly to the trade and commerce of
that state that the growth in wealth and the general pros-
perity which followed bas exceeded the rnost sanguine
expectations of the promoters of that scheme. It was
estimated that, within a few years after the completion of
the Erie Canal, the value of the farm lands in the State of
New York alone increased over $100,000,000, and the City
of New York, outstripping all its rivals, advanned at once to
the foremost position as a great commercial city. The
policy which that State adopted at that yearly period in its
history bas been since continued and with the same results.
By repeated expenditures of public money, they have
from time to time enlarged and extended their canal
system, they have lent liberal aid towards railway
construction, and, as the resuit to day, they have in the
State of New York upwards of seven thousand miles of
railway; and, by consolidating and extending their lines
and connecting them with those of other States, they now
reach to every corner of the fertile wheat fields of the west,
they reach the lumber districts of the north, they reach
the coal fields in Pennsylvania, the reach the cotton and
corn fields in the south, and all that vast territory is made
tributary to swell the volume of thoir trade and commerce.
As the result of the policy which was adopted in the State
of New York, of lending liberal public aid to the construe-
tion of railways and canals and other important publie
works, that State bas, from that time to now, maintained
its proud position as the first State in the Union, both in
population and in wealth, and the great city which bears
its name, bas become the centre of railway enterprise upon
this continent, and continued from that time to the present
to control more than one-half of the entire commerce of the
nation. If hon. gentlemen will study the history of the
United States, not with a view of making unfair com-
parisons unfavorable to the position of this country,
but for the purpose of reeking the causes which have
contributed most largely tô that prosperity, they will
find there ample proof in support of the policy of the present
Administration; they will find that in a new country
it is a wise policy to lend liberal aid in order to fortf
the hast and most perfect means of internal communl-
cation, and that nothing more than this contribUtes to the
rapid growth and prosperity of the country. Now we have
in the Dominion of Canada all the elements which i'te
necessary to make a great and progressive people. We
have wealth in the fertile prairies of the west, we have
wealth in our forests and in our mines, we have wealth f
the waters which skirt our shores and fil1 Our bays and
rivers and lakes. It is the poliey of the present Adtinistia-
tion to develop as rapidly as possible these varied soures
of wealth and make them all contributo to pIac -'e at an
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early date in a foremost position among the nations of the
earth as a great agricultural and commercial people. The
success of this policy is already proved by the present
position of this country, that the policy of the present
Administration has tended to increase wealth in this country
is shown by the fact that the deposits in our chartered banks
have increased from $72,000,000 in 1878 to $106,000,000 in
1885, while the savings of the poor have increased from
88,500,000 in 1878 to $35,000,000 in 1885. The growth of
manufactures, as I have already stated, is amply proved by
the large increase in the importations of raw material and
the large relative proportion they now bear to our total
trade. The increase of inter-provincial trade is shown by
the traffic upon our railways, which has increased from
7,000,000 tons in 1878 to upwards of 14,000,000 tons in
1885; while our foreign trade, which, from 1873 during five
successive years when hon. gentlemen opposite were in
power, gradually declined until in 1879 it reached its lowest
point, some $64,000,000 less than it was in 1873, has since
thon gradually risen again, until in 1883 it reached $230,-
000,000, the highest point reached in the history of this
country. Since that time, Sir, notwithstanding the general
depression that has prevailed, and the remarkable shrinkage
that has taken place throughout the world in the value of
both domestic and foreign merchandise, the volume of
that trade has not only been maintained, but it has
actually been increased. 'The hon. gentleman, in the
course of his remarks, referred to another subject ; he
-referred to the fact that the late rebellion had cost us some
83,500,000, and complained that this had been charged
to capital account. He referred, also, to the fact that there
was nothing to represent that expenditure except the graves
that had been dug on our western prairies. And, Sir, he
also called atten ilit to the fact that the population of that
country ha 1 not increased as rapidly as he considered it
should have done. Now, i ask any gentleman who desires
to censure the Government for the cost of the late rebellion,
or to censure the present Administration because the popu-
lation of that country has not increased more rapidly, to
reflect on this: What would have been the condition of
that country at the present time, how many, and how great,
would have been the misfortunes into which that country
would have been plunged, had the views which hon. gentle-
men oppôsite entertain prevailed, and had the policy which
they advocate been adopted ? It is well known that during
the past few years we have passed through a critical
period in the history of this country. For a young country,
with its resources undeveloped, we have undertaken
public works of enormous magnitude. The Canadian
Pacific Railway Company had undertaken the construc-
tion of that great national work, and had made
fair progress with it when they found it necessary to appeal
to ihe capitalists of New York and London for aid, in addi-
tion to the aid granted by this Parliament, to enable them
to o>mplete that work. But Sir, they had met there
the combined hostility of the great railway corporations
upon this continent, and they had found that hostility
strengthened by the utterances of hon. gentlemen who
occupy seats in this House, and by the whole Liberal press
throughout this country, and contrary to every reasonable
expectation, no capitalist could be found, in either Europe
or America, who was willing to invest in that enterprise.
It was under these circumstances that the railway company
appealed to this Government for aid, and the present Admin-
istration, reoognising the importance of that work, recog-
nising the danger of delay, anxious to avail themselves of
the opportunity which was then afforded to secure the early1
eompletion of that work, came to Parliament with a propo-
sition, first, to loan the company thirty millions from our4
publie funds, and afterwards with a proposition to make a«
second temporary loan of five millions more. Those loans1
were granted, but we all remember that those mieasures met
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with most determined opposition from the Liberal party in
this House and throughout the country. Those measures were
denounced as acts of wanton waste upon thepart of the present
Administration, and the hon. member for South Huron
(Sir Richard Cartwright) only a year ago, in his place
in Parliament, declared that that money had been absolutely
thrown away. Now, Sir, I ask hon. gentlemen who heard
that statement then to reflect to-day what would have been
the consequences to this country had thoseiews prevailed
in the counsels of this country. Why, Sir, we all know that
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company would have been
compelled to suspend operation ; we know the result of
that suspension would have been to involve this whole
country in a commercial criais; we know that its effects
would have been felt in every branch of trade and industry
in this country, and we know that the whole business of
this country would have been paralysed, and its progress,
growth, development and settlement arrested. But, Sir,
that is not aIl. It would have been under these circum-
stances that the Government of the day would have been
called upon to deal with the late unfortunate rebellion, and
who can state the éonsequences if that rebellion had
occurred during a period of general financial depression and
disaster ? Who can tell what would have been the conse-
quences if its flame had been fanned and its forces had been
strengthened by a feeling of insecurity at home and a
feeling of distrust abroad. It is scarcely possible to
hope that it would have stopped short of a general
uprising among the Indians, and we know that would
have resulted in a general wholesale massacre of the
settlers in the North-West and the destruction of pro-
perty. Sir, the misfortunes of last year. which we all so
deeply regret, would have been multiplied tenfold, and
the dark record which is already written upon the latest
pages of our history, would have been ten times darker still
if the views which hon. gentlemen opposite entertain had
prevailed in the counsels of this country. The past few
months have proved conclusively that the policy adopted
by the present Government has been a wise one, and to-day
we are able-to present it in most striking contrast to the folly
of the policy advocated by hon. gentlemen opposite. Sir,
it is due to the fact that the Government of this country
lent aid to that great and important enterprise at a time
when that aid could be obtained from no other source, that
a great commercial criais was averted, and we have the
satisfaction to-day of seeing that great work practically
completed. Notwithstanding that hon. gentlemen, in the
course of this discussion, have not expressed appreciation of
its value, we find that its commercial value is fally recognised
by the capitalists of Europe and America, and the states-
men of Great Britain acknowledge its great national
importance, not only to the Dominion of Canada but to the
whole British Empire. It is due to the same cause that,
instead of being obliged to-day to view the result of a pro-
tracted insurrection and the horrors of an Indian war, we
have, in a comparative short space of time, at a compara-
tively trifling cost, at a comparatively small sacrifice of
life and property, the rebellion crushed, and peace restored;
and Sir, we have demonstrated to the world that the
Dominion of Canada has ample resources under her control,
and has sufficient loyalty among her sons to enable her to
protect both the lives and the property of even the humblest
among her people.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I expected this debate would have
taken a wider range than it has done. I observe that the
hon. gentleman who has just taken his seat made no effort
whatever to reply to the very able and very forcible speech
delivered by the hon. member for Brant (Ur. Paterson).
It is somewhat singular that the hon. gentleman should
have undertaken to follow the hon. member for Brant (Mr.
Paterson). last year the present Minister of Fisheries
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took a prominent part in the debate. We had also the
member for Stanstead (Mr. Colby), who made a very able
and powerful address in favor of the National Policy, and
we had the hon. member for Essex (Mr. Patterson), who
delivered a very long and elaborate argument. Where are
those hion. members this year ? What is the matter ? Was
the speech delivered by the hon. member for Brant so
forcible and pointed that they are unable to answer it, and
so put up an hon. member to occupy a short time in order
to drag speeches from other leading members on this side
and allow Government supporters to follow after they have
studied the speeches of hon. gentlemen on this aide for two
days and nights ? la that a fair way of dealing with hon.
members ? Are not the hon. members for King's, N. B.,
and King's, N. S., going tospeak on this question?
It must be remembered that this is an important discussion.
We are considering the enormous debt of the country, and
whether it is in the cie of a country or an individual it is
the amount of debt that is all important. We have been
adding year by year to our debt; in fact, the Government
have added a million a month, or $41,166 a day every day
since they sat on the Treasury benches. It, therefore,
behoves hon. gentlemen opposite to manfully refute the
charges made against them and not shrink from meeting
them. Our debt is undoubtedly an enormous one. I
regret that the hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White)
was forced to admit that our debt per capita is in excess of
that of the United States, as well as our taxes. I should
like to ask the people of this Dominion whether we, with
the drawbacks arising from our severe winter and other
causes, are in as favorable a position to pay a per
capita tax as the people of the United States, who have
grEat diversity of climate and produce everything under
the sun? I say we are not. Would anyone coming to this
continent to reside, and studying the speech of that hon.
gentleman, decide to stay in this country rather
than go to the Western States? No ; he would
decide to go to a better climate. Of course we
cannot help the climate we have. Hon. members will say
that we are decrying the country. We cannot help point-
ing out the unfortunate conditions in which we are placed.
Hon. gentlemen opposite, when they introduced the
ENatioral .Policy, declared that it would cure all ills
and remove our financial difficulties, Every man was
going to be made rich, our farmers were to
grow larger crops and obtain better prices and work-
ung people were to get higher wages for their labor.
Such promises have not been realised. Public affairs, dur-
ing the last seven or eight years, have b<en conducted on
principles of humbug. Thé whole people have been hum-
bugged. The Finance Minister started a gigantie humbug,
and his henchmen from every platform heralded the hum-
bug, that through the National Policy people would be
made rich. The truth is that nothing would tend to
improve our condition more than to allow the people to
ot>ain what they require, at the lowest possible point, and
to keep down the burden of indebtedness. It is a very
serious matter, that hon, gentlemen opposite have gone on
and increased the debt to the enormous extent they have
increased it. They reply that Mr. Mackenzie's Govern-
ment increased the debt. We admit they did. When they
took office, they found the Government were committed to
certain contracta, which they were obliged to carry out;
and yet when they subsequently appeared before the peo-
ple, hon. gentleman pointed ont the increased expenditure
made by the Government, and they had the brazen-
ness to do this, although they were themselves respon-
sible for that increased expenditure. Reference was
made by the hon. member for Cardwell, to the
Australian colonies, and the hon. gentleman tried to show
that their debt was greater than that of Canada. The Aus.
tralian colonies are, however, in the same position as the

United States. They have a climate very much more de-
sirable than ours. In consequence of the shortness of the
seasons here a farmer is obliged to have a large force of
horses and machinery, whereas in countries with a more
favorable climate they are able to work almost all the year
round. As I have said, the people have been humbugged
by the National Policy. I challenge any hon. member to
point ont a village where there has ino been over production
within the last few years. Men invested in the manufac-
ture of agrieultural implements and other goods in my
own section of country and we have had over production
and disaster. The hon. member for King's, N.B., in 1b83,
gave an illustration of what he considered the Government
could do for this country. He said:

"A simile occurs to me, and I think it is a true one. Government
cannot create the water that flows ina mighty river, but the Government
can take the water out of the mighty river and by appliances and
machinery can carry it through acres and acres of arid soil, and by a
proper system of irrigation can make the desert bloom like a rose, and
cover the sands with fertility and an abundant harvest. There is this
distinction: That which causes ihis fertility is the gift of nature, but the
duty of utilising it reste with man, and it is the same thing with the
prosperity of the country. The great iver in a country's prosperity is
that which comes out of the soil, the sea and the mine; but that la
powerless to do what it may do unless the Government provides proper
conditions and unlesse they foster and care for and direct the energies to
be applied to it. That is the distinction I would make, and It e one
which, if carried in our minds, would very much lighten up that often
muddling and perplexing assertion that the Government cannot make
good crops and cannot cause the fish to multiply in the sea."

The Government should now remedy the unfortunate con-
dition of things we have in this country. Business is dull
and in a disturbed condition. Why, Sir, the people of the
country at the present time are paying more for every-
thing they buy over the counter of retailers than the peo.
ple of the United States. The facts alluded to by the hon.
member for Brant (Mr. Paterson) with regard to the
smuggling of goods from the United States is the most
positive evidence that such is the case. Hon. gentlemen
talk about free trade, but I say it is impossible for a coun-
try like this to have free trade with the enormous burdens
which the Government bas to impose on the people in the
way of taxation to meet their expenses. The Finance
Minister is in such a state of desperation that he feels that
he must raise the taxes from 20 to 30 per cent. on dolls, so
it is certain that he bas been searching over every single
article to find something upon which to replenish his
depleted Treasury. I say that this is a deplurable con.
dition of things, and I hold that it is the duty of this
House and the duty of the people to take seriously into
consideration the whole question of our financial
position, and exact from the Government an hon-
est, true, fair and impartial statement of the con-
dition of things in this Dominion. Every time a Budget
speech is delivered, we are presented with calculations and
figures which are calculated to mislead. I believe that if
those figures were sifted to the bottom they would not bear
investigation. The hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White)
said the interest paid on our debt last year was $7,000,000,
but I find by the Auditor General's report that he pute it at
$9,419,482.19. I cannot understand how the member for
Cardwell says it is only 87,000,000, but perbaps he has some
peculiar way of his own so as to try and mislead the flouse,
and it is just the same with other hon. gentlemen. Year
after year they are trying to pursuade the people of the
country that the interest on the debt, per capita, in increas-
ing very slightly, but when you consider that at Confede-
ration we had a debt of $93,000,000, and that now it is
$'82,000,000 ; thatour population then was 3,416,000, while
now it is 4,700,000, according t: the statement of the
Finance Minister, I say it is impossible to reconcile these
statements. Thon the hon. member for Cardwell told us
that wheat on the Canadian Pacific Railway is worth
more than what it is on the Northern Pacifie. Now, I
am strongly inclined to doubt that statement, because
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I have friends who live in Manitoba with whom I have
continuous communication with regard to prices, and
I have also friends in Minnesota. I have received letters
frvm these friends of mine since I came here, and I am
satisfied that wheat is higher in Minnesota than it is in
Manitoba, and for this reason - There is no doubt that
Liverpool is the great market for flour, and yon can ship a
barrel of flour from Minneapolis or St. Paul to Liverpool as
low as you can from Montreal to Liverpool, and as St.
Paul is as far north-west as Winnipeg, and as you cannot
ship a bushel of wheat or a barrel of flour from Winnipeg
at as low a rate as you can from St. Paul, it must be worth
more there than it is in Winnipeg by at least the difference
in the cost of shipment. With regard to North-West
wheat coming down te Ontario and Quebec, I really fear
that the opening up of the North-West is going to have a
very serious effect on the receipts from the growth of
wheat by the farmers of the older Provinces. The farmers
of the North-West can grow a larger amount, and they eau
grow and reap it more cheaply, and the result will be that
it will seriously inteifre with the price of wheat in the
older Provinces. I believe that when yon consider the fact
that the older Provinces will have to compete in the pro.
duction of wheat with the North West, they will find that in
place of being taxed to build the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
toopen up that country they should not be asked to contribute
a cent towards it. I would have no objection if the entire lands
in the North-West were set aside for the purpose of pro-
ducing that railway to the Pacifie, but I hold that it is
unjust and unfair to tax the people of Ontario and Quebec
for that purpose, and I say that they should not pay a
farthing. They have produced all their own lines and they
have taxed themselves and granted bonuses to the different
lines of railways, and to ask them to pay the interest on the
money invested in the Canadian Pacifie Railway is unfair.
The hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White), said that 2,100
applications had been sent to the Minister of Interior ask.
ing that certain tim ber limits should be granted te them. I
think that we have here the explanation of the diffleulty in
the North-West. The Minister of Interior had to attend to
all these applications by friends and supporters who were
pressing for themselves and their friends and their relations
of all kinds, ad the result is that they are responsible
for these troubles as well as the Ministry. The entii e party
are responsible, because by constantly boring and worrying
at the Minister of Interior to get timber limits and colonisa-
tion companies, they so took up the poor man's time that
they almost worried him to death, and he could do nothing
else, and at last he had to get up and run away from the
Department. The result of this is that they are res-
ponsible for these troubles, for the increased amount of debt
produced by those troubles and for the 200 of our subjects
who have been shot in them. This is a serious matter. In
my humble opinion the affairs of this country have not been
conducted in a proper way. I say that if our people will
not wake up to the fact that their resources have been
Ilitted away and that this Government have been enor-
mously increasing their annual outlay, the result will be a
serions one. Why, in 1877-78, we spent the sum of
$23,000,000 annually, and I can well remember Sir Charles
Tupper, in an address delivered in this House before the
general election, state that any Government who would
dare to ask more than $22,000,000 annually did not deserve
the confidence of the people. To-day we have about
$35,000,000 of annual outlay, and this year the sum is about
to be largely increased, and no doubt if hon. gentlemen re-
main in offlce, it will go up to $40,000,000 and to 850,000,000.
The i esult is that our people will be reduced to absolute
financial slavery if they do not wake up to the fact that
they are being dragged into debt, which is going to be a
serious burden to them, and to those who follow them. I
did not intend to speak on this question, only I thought it

Mr. MOMULLEN.

would be well that I should ofer a few remarks belbre the
debate closed. Now, I say it is full time that we should
seriously consider our true position. Is it any wonder that
we should be disposed to resent the mean, unjust, unfair
and un-British advantages that bon. gentlemen opposite
have sought to take of their opponents ? Take the Gerry-
mander Act of 1882, by which almost every constituency, in
the Province of Ontario, was changed to make its political
complexion suit hon. gentlemen opposite. I say it was a
disgraceful act to the mon who inaugurated it. It is as bad
as the Pacifie scandal, and I do not know but that it is worse.
Then, take the Franchise Bill. We are now having
some little experience of the trouble and annoyance
that the people of this country are going to have
in getting enrolled under that Act. We placed the expend-
iture which it would involve at $500,000, but from what I
have learned I have no doubt it will add at least $1,000,00
to the expenditure of the Dominion in the coming year.
Apart from that, the Statute is unfair and unjust, and no
people who claim to exercise the rights and liberties of a free
people should quietly submit to such an unjust Act. I believe
the people of this country are beginning to see through all
the transactions hon. gentlemen opposite are guilty of. I
notice an exposure that took place in the Railway Commit.
tee room the other day in connection with a railway char-
ter; and I believe the people are going to see whether
matters of that kind are allowed to take place and to be
winked at by the Government of this country. The hon.
leader of the Government evidently made up his mind
years ago that everything that could be got would be dis-
tributed among his followers. He has acted like an old
barnyard hen that scrapes everything together that she can
find and divides among her chickens. Land grants, graz-
ing leases, timber limite, coal lands, everything that can be
got is divided among his followers. We have bad enough
of this sort of thing,-and it is time it was stopped, and I
hope the people will put a stop to it. Hon, gentlemen may
laugh, but the people of the Dominion are beginning to
realise the true condition of this country. They are
beginning to think that after all, notwithstanding the
professions of this Government, there is a certain
amount of rottenness, and they are bound to fird out what
that rottenness amounts to; and I ara satisfied that when
these hon. gentlemen go before the people of this Dominion,
they will be called on to give a strict account of how the
country's affaire have been managed. Unleus the people do
this, it is going to be a deplorable thing for the younger
people who will have to take our places. I will not detain
the House any longer. I simply roze to make these few
remarks, becanse I was surprised that no hon. member
opposite was willing to reply to the able and eloquent
speech of the hon. member for South Brant (1fr. Paterson).
I hope we shall yet be favored with some explanation of
the very serious charges that hon. gentleman has made.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I suppose the hon. Min-
ister of Finance will enter into some general explanations
before proceeding with the discussion of the details of the
tariff changes.

Mr. McLBLAN. I understood that some other hon.
gentleman wished to continue the debate on Tuesday. If
it be the wish of theI louse, I will refer to a few of the
items to-night. I stated, in submitting them, that the
object was mainly to substitute speoifi for ad valorem
duties. The first item is shelled almonds and nuts.
The change made there slightly increased the duties. On
baking powder there is a change to specifie duty, which
will yield about $5,000 additional revenue. The great
difference in the prices and values of the baking powder
imported has led to confusion and diffioulties in the Custom
houses, and we propose te place upon that a specific duty of
6 cents per pound, which, taking the average value of that
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imported, will give us about $5,000 additional revenue. Then,
on fancy goods, we ineressed the duty to 30 per cent. from
20 per cent., the value imported snd entered in 1885 being
very much below that of 1883. We concluded that addition
to the ad valorem duty would about enable us to receive
about the sane amount of duty that we received
in 1882 and 1883. Then, of fruit, take the article
of raisins. In 1882 and 1883 we had less weight
of raisins imported and yielding us a revenue of
$108,325, while last year we had 750,000 pounds more
imported, yielding but $70,691 ; and we propose to
to pace a speocific duty that will about produce the amount
received in 1882 and 1883. On other fruits, we expect to
reach, about the same revenue that we had in previous
years. On green fruits we have made the change mainly
on the imported fruit of the early descriptions; it is found
they ripen earlier acros the line by a week or ten days;
the market is in the hands of the importer at very high
prices during that period, and the importation is continued
until they fall below the value that will pay duty and leave
anything for importation. We have, therefore, placed the
duty at 4 cents per lb., instead of 2 cents a quart as previ-
ously, in order that our fruit growers will receive some
benefits from that protection. On fancy goods we have
added 30 per cent., because value have fallen since 1881-W
1883, and we think we should collect on that class of goods
about as much duty as we did in those years. In 1883, we
collected $241,000 under the 20 per cent. tariff, and in the
present year, while we imported a larger quantity, the duty
colIected has fallen to $191,000. By the increase of duty we
expect to receive about $240,000, or the same as we
received in 1883. Lead pipe and shot: we shall not
receive so much under this change, as the importa-
tion had lrgely increased last year owing to the great
decline in value. By putting this rate, we will come
back to the same percentage, and on the quantity we will
perhaps get les as there will not be so much imported. As
regards oleomargerine, we are unable to say how much is
irmported. Our object is to prevent its importation and
manufacture, as far as possible, so that we hope not to
receive any revenue from that source. Printed cottons and
fabrics: the present rates upon cottons is 27J per cent., and
a difficulty has arisen among the appraisers and the Cus-
toms house officers as to what should be olassed as printed
cottons. Importations are now made of a description of
goods, which are really printed cotton, and yet are entered
under some other name at a lower rate. To prevent confu-
sion and misunderstanding, it is proposed to use these terms
" printed or dyed cottons, not elsewhere specified, 21J per
cent." Spirits and strong waters were not particularly des-
cribed, so the Customs officers reported that they were not
able to dotermine whether high wines should come in under
the same rates as spirits or not. It was claimed they should
not pay additional duty for the additional strength over a
certain strength fixed, and in the alteration made last year in
the duty on spirits and gin, old tom was omitted. When we
go into committee, we may propose some alterations to make
the duty more in harmony with the other duties on spirits
and gin. On sugar we have taken what we think is about
the average duty that has been charged upon sugar for five
years. The great decline in the price has,-of course, under
the ad valorem duty, lessened very much what we have
been receiving on sugar. In 1878, the average rate was
8i.39 per 100 lbs; take the quantity we imported in 1885, and
at that rate we should have reeeived over $5,000,000 duty,
whereas we only received 82,544,921. In 1t81, the rate was
8L 80 per 100 Iba; in 1882, $1.69; in 1883, 81.61 ; in 1884,
8 L.50; in 1885, $1.29. We propose to take what will be an
average of those years, and from that we expect to receive
between $300,000 and $400,000 additional revenue. If we
took the tariff of 1884, we would lose on it ; but taking the
average offte yeara, we shallgain about 8400,000 more than

last year. As last year sugar fell very low, av oeng!ay
81.27 per 100 lbs., under the rates now proposed it will
average between $1.50 and $1.60, giving us about $400,000
additional, providing we import the same quantity. But
perhaps we shall not, in this coming year, import quite no
largely as in the past, as the stocks iin the country aie so
heavy. The calculation which we make is based upon a
polariscope test of lrom 85 to 87, as being about the average
of what is imported.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the total
revenue expected from all sources ?

Mr. MoLELAN. From all sources we expect an increase
of about 8700,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the effect of
the alteration of the duty on cordage ?

Mr. MoLELAN. That will not make any change in the
receipts. 1 am informed by the manufacturers that it will
not give any additional protection. The hon. gentleman
knows that there is a great ditference in the value of cord-
age imported, as in consequence of the adulteration of the
sisal in it, the values change, and, by making part of the
duty specifie the collection will be simplified somewhat.
The ordinary qualities will not be affected ; it nay affect
the poorer qualities, but it is expected that it will reduce
the amount on the botter quality, and taking the whole we
do not expect any additional revenue.

Sir RICORARD CAR UWRIGHT. la there any increase
in spirits ?

Mr. McLELAN. No, except on old tom. On gloves
and mits of all kinds, we hopu Leo get back to the amount
we collected in 1883, which reached $204,000, while last
year upon an equal quantity imported, we collected only
$179>000. By the increase we expect to receive as much
as we did in 1883.

Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GIT. What alteration is
made in the item of gas and water pipes ?

Mr. MoL ELA.N. There is au increased duty of 6 per cent.,
but we shall probably not receive any more, if as much, as
there will int be as large an importation as thore was in
1885, owing to the docline in the cost of that class of
goods abroad, and our own manufacturers say they are pre.
pared to increase the output very largoly so that we do
not expect any increase from the change on either'the
wrought iron or the cast iron tubing. When we take up
the several items, ti shal be prepared to give more details
as to what is imported aud wbat we expect to receive from
each of them. We expect to receive about $750,000 on the
whole.

Resolutions read the second time.
Mr. Mc LELAN moved that concurrence in the resolu-

tions be postponed until Tuesday.
Motion agreed to.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agroed to; and the House adjourned at 11:35, p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
MoNDAY, 5th April, 1886.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PKAYras.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 81) to incorporate the Lennox Passage Bridge
Çompany.-(Mr. Paint.)
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Bill (No. 80) further to amend the Interpretation Act
(from the Senate).-(Sir Hector Langevin.)

FINES AND FORFEITURES.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish) moved for leave to intro-
duce Bill (No. 82) in relation to certain fines and forfeitures.
He said : I dare say most hon. members of this House are
aware that the statutory provisions of Canada relating to
fines and penalties. and their appropriation are in a some-
what unsatisfactory condition. A number of the Statutes
which make provision for the imposition of fines and penal-
ties have no provision as to the application of such for-
feitures, excepting the provision in 31 Victoria, chapter 1,
section 7, sub-section 22, which I will read to the House. It
is in the Interpretation Act and reads as follows:-

" Whenever any pecuniary penalty or any forfeiture is imposed for
any contravention of any act,-then if no other mode be prescribed for
the recovery thereof, such penalty or forfeiture shall be recoverable
with costs by civil action or proceeding at the suit of the Crown only,
or of any private party suing as well for the Crown as for himself,-in
any form allowed in such case by the law of that Province where it is
brought,-before any Court having j urisdiction to the amount of the
penalty in cases of simple contract,-upon the evidence of any one
credible witness, other thar. the plaintiff or party interested; and if no
other provision be made for the appropriation of such penalty or for-
feiture, one half thereof shal] belong to the Crowa, and the other half
shall belong to the private plaintif, if any there be, and if there be
none, the whole shall belong to the Crown."
By a recent decision of the Supreme Court of Canada it has
been held that this provision only extends to the recovery of
penalties or forfeitures in a civil action to recover them, and
therefore tLo eases remain unprovided for as to the appro-
priation of penalties recoverable in criminal proceedings,
or quasi-ciiiminal proceedings. The amendment, therefore,
which I propose to make is as follows:-

Where no other provision is made by any law of Canada for the ap-
plication of any fine, penalty or forfeiture, imposed for the violation of
any such law, the same shall belong to the Crown for the public uses of
Canada.

The Governor in Council may from time to time direct that
any fines, penalties or forfeitures, or any portion thereof which would
otherwise belong to the Crown for the public uses of Canada, be paid
to any Provincial, municipal or local authority which wholly or in part
bears the expenses of administering the law under which such fines,
penalties or iorfeitures are imposed, or that the same be applied in any
other manner deemed best adapted to attain the objects of such law
and to secure its due administration.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read first time.

PRINCE ALBERT COLONISATION COMPANY.

Mr. BOWELL. Before the Orders of the Day are
called, I desire to draw the attention of the House to a
motion placed upon the Order paper for the first time to-day
by the member for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar), in which
certain charges are insinuated against myseif. This motion
asks for the appointment of a special committee to investi-
gate ail matters connected with the formation and organi-
sation of the Prince Albert Colonisation Company, in
which motion the following paragraph is to be found:-

" That the affair was conducted with the knowledge of the Honorable
Mackenzie Bowell, then and now member for North Hastings, and
Minister of Custome, the father-in-law and associate in business of the
said James I. Jamieson; and Mr. Bowell was consulted during its pro-
gress, and when Mr. Jamieson ultimately sold his 'blind share' Mr.
Bowell received from Mr. Jamieson, upon some transaction between
them relating to the affair, $500 out of the price of the said 'blind
share.'"

As these statements affect not only my position as a Minis-
ter of the Crown, but my reputation as a public man, I
respectfully ask the flouse to waive ail rules and allow the
member for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar) to make the motion
at once; as it would be a grave wrong to me to allow it to
remain upon the notice paper one moment longer than was
necessary to grant the committee. I therefore claim, not
as a matter of courtesy, but of justice, that the member for
West Ontario (Mr. Edgar) should be given the opportunity,

Mr. MoLZMN.

at the earliest possible moment, to place himself in a posi-
tion to substantiate, if he can, the accusations insinuated
in his motion. In the paragraph which I have read, it is
stated: First, that I am the father-in-law and associate in
business of the said James C. Jamieson. It is true' that I
am the father-in-law of Mr. James 0. Jamieson. I have yet
to learn, however, that that is a crime, or a breachi of the
privileges of this louse; but it is not true that
I am now, or ever have been, directly or indirectly, his as-
sociate in business. It is stated, secondly, that I was con-
suited during the progress of the formation and organisa-
tion of the said Prince Albert Colonisation Company,
thereby implying that I was personally interested in the
success of the company. This is not true, in the sense in
which the insinuation is made; I was not consulted. Mr.
White did, in casual conversation, as did others, speak to
me of their intention to organise colonisation companies,
but I had no conversation or correspondence with Mr.
James C. Jamieson upon the subject, as he had nothing, so
far as I know, to do with the matter until the.lands had
been selected, and the Department of the Interior had
agreed to allot them to a company which might be formed
by Mr. White and his associates, upon the terms which lands
for colonisation purposes were granted. Thirdly, it is stated
that Mr. Jamieson ultimately sold what the motion terms
his "blind share.' Mr. Bowell received from Mr. Jamie-
son, upon some transaction between them relating to the
affair, 8500 out of the price of the said ' blind share." If it is
intended by this to imply that I had an interest in the Prince
Albert Colonisation Company, and that $500 was given
to me by Mr. Jamieson as my proportion of the amount
received by him, after selling what interest he had in the
said colonisation company, I give it the most emphatic and
positive denial. I have not now, nor did I ever have, any
pecuniary or other interest in the said company, either
directly, indirectly, inferentially, or otherwise. Any moneys
received by me from' Mr. Jamieson at any time was to
repay that which had been loaned by me to him-an ac-
commodation and assistance which he has received from
me, to a greater or less extent, as he might require it, for
the past ten or twelve years. But I am not aware that
these transactions concern thi; House, or should become a
subject for a special committee to investigate ; still I am
quite willing, even in this particular, to satisfy the prurient
curiosity of the member for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar), and
then leave it to the committee about to be appointe:, and
to the House, to judge of the character of the imputations
implied in the motion, and of the motives which have
actuated the mover of the resolution, in placing it upon the
notice paper. I desire, Mr. Speaker, again to pronounce in
the strongest possible language, that the insinuations con-
tained in the motion of the member for West Ontario
(Mr. Edgar), so far as they relate to me, are untrue and
false in every particular ; and therefore urge that the
House consents to the motion being made the first Order of
the Day, so as to enable the mover, at the earliest possible
moment, to produce the evidence upon which he bas
ventured to state his belief, that he can establish the truth
of the imputations embodied in said motion. 1 may add
that any assistance I can give the gentleman in order to
procure whatever evidence he has at hand, or to facilitate
the action of the committee, 1 shall most readily give.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Before the hon. gentleman
makes his statement to the House, I hop he will have the
manly honestyto tell the conversation mat passed between
himself and Mr. Hugh Sutherland, a member of this
House, concerning my connection with the Prince Albert
Colonisation Company.

Mr. EDGAR. I quite agree with the hon. Minister of
Customs that this is a matter which should be brought up
at the earliest possible moment. And I shal, with the
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permission of the Hlouse, do 80s at once, as I did not pu
this motion on the paper without being ready to go o
with my proofs at the shortest possible notice. I beg, Sir
to state in my place as a member:

That I am credibly informed and believe that I eau establish, b
satisfactory evidence, that in the year 1882 John White, Es uire, the
sud now member for East Hastings, who was associated in te transac
tion with James G. Jamieson, of Belleville, journalist, used his influenc
with the Government of which he was a parliamentary supporter, t
obtain, and did obtain-

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). That is not true.
Mr. EDGAR-

an Order iu Council sad an agreement for a grant, for colonisa
tion purposes, of 51,200 acres of choice lands near Batoche, in the
North-West Territories, with the intention of trafficking with suc]
grant, by the formation of a colonisation company, the members o
which should give the said White and Jamieson special advantages and
profits in consideration of the procnring of the said order and agreement
and of assistance and promotion of the interests of the company in the
past and in the future;

That subsequently they formed the company called the Prince Alber
Colonisation Company, and got the other shareholders to a gree that for
the said considerations each of them, Messrs. White and Jamieson
should be entitled, without payment out of their own pockets of any
money, to a free gift or bonus of one-twelfth part of the expected profits
which were estimated to be very great; and they each aceordingly re
ceived what were called "blind shares" to the amount of $33,000
nominal value, on which they were not to pay and did not pay suy sum
out of their own pockets to the company or otherwise than out of the ex
pected profits, while the other shareholders were to psy and did pay
their-cals in cash, to the extent of $20,000 and upwards;

That the affair was conducted with the knowledge of the Honorable
Mackenzie Bowell, then and now member for North Hastings, and Minister
of Cutoms, the father-in-law and associate in business ofthe said James

Jamesons;-

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). That is not true.
Mr. EDGAR-

and Mr. Bowell was consulted during its progress, and when Mr.
Jamieson ultimately sold his "blind shares" Mr. Bowell received froin
Mir. Jamieson, up on somne transaction betweeu them relatiog te the
affair,a$500o ut ofthe price ofrthesaid Iblind shares";lan o

That Messrs. White and Jamieson fulfilled theiragreement further to
promote the interests of the company, and the company subsequently
obtained from the Government au Order in Council for a very favorable
exchange of part of their land for other land on the iore of the South
Baskatchewan, in what is known as the parish of St. Louis de Langevin;

That in 1882 Mr. White applied to the Government for another lot of
choice lands near Edmondton, in the North-West Territories, which he
subsequently offered to procure from the Government for the paying
stockholders of the Prince Albert Colonisation Company upon the same
system of the allowance to him of a profit or "blind share " for his services;

That in 1882 Messrs. White and Jamieson procured from the Government
an agreement for another lot of choice lands in the North-West Terri-
tories for the Shell River Colonisation Company, on the same system of
the allowanee to them of profits or "blind shares " for their services.

Now, according to the notice I gave, I beg to move:
That a select committee be appointed to enquire fully into the said

allegations, with power to send for persons, papers and records, and to
examine witnesses upon oath or affirmation, with instructions toreport
the evidence and ail proceedings of the said committee and that the
said committee be composed of Messrs. McCarthy, Laurier, hall, Weldon,
Tupper, Davies, Girouard, Patterson (Essex), sud Lister.

In making this motion, Mr. Speaker, I do so with regret.
Some hon, MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. EDGAR. I regret that the necessity has arisen for

proclaiming to the world that such a state of things exists.
It is never pleasant to have to bring charges against a
fellow member ; but when I have information which con-
vinces me of the truth of those charges, the House will feel,
and what is more, the country will feel, that my duty is
clear-that I could do nothing else than I have done. I
have made specifie statements of facts which can readily
be investigated by a committee, Assuming that the House
will order that investigation, I propose to make no com.
ment whatever upon my allegations further than to say,
that the seo far compromise the honor of the House and of
some of its members as to call for a prompt and thorough
enquig. With reference to the remarks of the hon. mem-
ber for East Hastings (Mr. White), in which he called upon
me to state to this louse the words of a conversation which
ho says took place botween the hon4 member for Selkirk

et

t (Mr. Sutherland) and myself u Dn this subject, I can only
n say that no conversation which had with Mr. Sutherland,
r, or with anybody else, was at all inconsistent with, but was

entirely corroborative of the facts which I have set out in
y these statements. I beg to make the motion as a matterOf privilege, if it is necessary, although, with the consent
e of the House, I suppose I can do it in the ordinary course.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. After the declaration of
the hon. Minister of Customs, I think that nothing
was left to the hon. member for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar)but to put the motion before the House. It is a matter
which should, of course, be investigated now, as the state-

h ment bas been made by the hon. gentleman on his respon.
f sibility as a member of this House. The charge isd one which affects the standing of two hon. members

eof this House, one of whom fs a Minister of
the Crown; and as it is not a more matter of curio-

t sity, but is a charge or an insinuation against those hon.
r gentlemen, I think, under the circumstances, the House

will see that it le a matter of privilege, as the hon. gentle.
man himself stated just now, and should therefore be in-
vestigated by the Committee on Privileges and Eleoctions.
Besides, I think the House wilI agree with me that there
are not only two members of this House who are on their
trial. I have no doubt the hon. gentleman who made the
motion bas felt that he is on bis trial also in making these

r charges against these hon, gentlemen; and therefore, hav-
ing done so, it is important that ho should have the fullest
opportuity before an impartial tribunal to present his
case, and to bring bis witnesses and the documents he bas
to produce in support of his charges. If the hon. gentle.
man cannot prove his charges, of course ho knows perfectly
well that ho must abide by the consequences. Therefore,
without going further into this matter, which, of course,
we should not now discuss except to refer it to the con-
mittee, I move, seconded by the hon. member for Antigo.
nish (Mr. Thompson):

That the last paragraph be expunged and the following substituted:
The above statements be referred to the Standing Committee on Pr!-
vileges and Elections, with instructions to report the evidence and all
proceedings of the ssid committee and their finding thereon, with
power to send for persons, papers and records and to examine witnesses
upon oath or affirmation.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Before that amend ment is put, as
far as I am personally concerned, I would much rather this
matter would go to tho committee moved for by the hon.
member for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar). The reason I
would like it to go there is this : In conversation with the
hon. gentleman some time ago, I said I was quite prepared
that he should move a committee of one, consisting of the
hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie), the hon.
member for Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), the hon. member for
Brant (Mr. Paterson), or the hon. member for Bothwell
(mr. 3Mills)-any one of those gentlemen, or ail four; that
I had done nothing I believed was wrong or against the
law, or my honor as a member of the House. if the matter
goes to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, it will
take too long; let us know the whole truth and
have it at once. I have ncthing to fear. This is the
seventeenth Session I have been a member of the House,
and, I believe, I have as many well-wishers in it
as any other member; 1 am satisfied I have as many per-
sonal friends in the House as any other member. The con-
versation which passed between the president of the com-
pany and myslf-and I have not written to him, I have
not communicated with him, by myself or any other party,
until I saw him the night, if I mistake not, when he left for
England. I saidI: " Mr. Sutherland, Mr. Edgar talks of a
motion of enquiry for papers; and I advised him to get a
committee consisting of one and to name the committee.
lie saidI: "I have just had a conversation with Mr. Edgar,
and I said tohim: 'Edgar, what do you mean ? So far
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as John White is concerned, he has done nothing but what
any gentleman could do; ie las neither directly nor indi-
rectly received one cent of benefit by the Prince Albert
Colonisation Company.' " So Mr. Sutherland informed me
he said to Mr. Edgar. We will live to meet Mr Sutherland
in this House, because I hope he will be successful and
come back with money enough from the English market
to build the Hudson Bay road. We will meet him face to
face in the House of Commons; I hope we will all live to
do that, unless the seat be taken away from me, which no
person has yet succeeded in doing. So far as the resolution
is concerned, it is well written and astutely prepared.
The hon. gentleman (Mr. Edgar) will not be offended
if I say that, though he has been ambassador to
British Columbia and his ambassadorship cost the
country $6,000, le had not the intelligence to write
that document; for all that he was an ambassador on
matters affecting gas at the Champ de Mars meeting
at Montreal, to associate with men who were finding
fault with the Government because they allowed the law to
take its course, and who are insulting the noble-hearted
people that sorrowed for the deaths of dear ones-for all
that he went there and was not successful; he never, in my
opinion, wrote the document. This document was written
by my dear, kind, large-hearted, sympathetic Irish brother,
friend Blake. My dear brother, every line is yours. When
parties in diMeulty need sympathy, I always look, and I
find it is a good thing, for the sympathy of the ladies. In
my misfortune on this occaion-if it is a misfortune-I
will have the sympthy of two; I will name them, if you
will excuse me. When I am onut of order, Mr. Speaker, you
will call me to order. One is my partner, who has fought
the bard battle of life with me, Mr. Speaker, and she is the
mother of a large family, which, I think, is something very
beneficial to this country, and she has had to stay at home
to nurse and take care of them. The documents written
by the correspondent of the Globe, whom I have never in.
jured, the correspondence in the Globe by the editors and
others connected with that paper, whom. I have never in-
jured by word, act, or deed, and I hope I never will-every
document they wrote, every editorial they wrote, was copied
into the Belleville Grits newspapor, a paper that, when
I for seven years was member of the County Council
as Reeve, I insisted on getting an equal amount of
printing with the Conservative paper-a gentleman to
whose brother-in-law, when I had an important gift in my
power, I gave it, instead of to one of my friends.

Mr. LANDERKIN. You ought to have given it to your
son-in-law.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Now, doctor, keep cool ; I
will battle my own way. She has bad to read these matters
over, and has had to notice the cowardly, mean and con-
temptible correspondents that attack a man, and have not
the moral courage and independence to put their names to
the attack. She las had to read all these things, but I said
to her: "All right, Esther, take it quietly, it is all right.
I never surrendered, and I never will; I will be all right."
That I have her sympathy to-day, I am sure; I am sure I
have another kind-hearted lady's sympathy, and that is the
sympathy of the hon. member for West Durham
( Mr. Blake's) good lady. I will tell you how I got that :

ou remember, Sir, when we were fellow passengers cross-
ing the ocean, and on the Sunday morning, the first after
we left Lough Foyle, I remember the late lon. member for
Leeds and myself were walking up and down the vessel,
trying to fight against that dread disease, sea-sickness; you
remember, Mr. Speaker, when with your portly form you
went to the side of the ship and cast up your accounts, and
when the said hon. member for Leeds (Mr. Jones) said:
"Go it, George, there is lots of room." We landed upon
a beautiful Sunday morning in August at Point L4vis.

Mîr. WITE (basting).

Of coirse, the Minister of Justice was very anxious then
to see his native Canada, to breathe once more its fresh
air, and, when he got bis foot on Canadian soil, he walked
off and left alone Mrs. Blake, letting ler do as she
will, letting her look after the luggage. The sailors
were pulling the luggage here and there, and then the
officers of the Minister of Customs came to look after the
smugglers, and one man in particular was trying to inter.
fere with Mrs. Blake, when I came up to the fellow and I
hit him on the shoulder, and I said : "What is the matter ?"
" Leave that alone; that belongs to the Minister of Justice;
if yon insult Mrs. Blake again, I will tramp you where
you stand." And added: "When the Minister of Justice
comes back, after he has got the fresh air, when he gets the
keys, you can do as you please." Well, Sir, after the
Minister of Justice had got the fresh air, he came back, and
he said : "Well, my dear, how are you getting along ? "
She said: "Yes. I am getting along, thanks to Mr. White."
So you will see, Mr. Speaker, that I have the sympathy of
two good ladies, my own good partner, and the partner of
the man who penned this accusation. I am not going to
discuss the question now with the hon, gentleman, with all
bis legal ability, with his general ability, with his
honesty of character, with his love of country, with
his patriotism, because he is composed of that from
the crown of his head to the sole of his foot. So
far as he is concerned, let him come on with his evidence,
and he will fnd that, as far as I am concerned, I am pre.
pared, here, there, or in any other place, to take my own
part. I neither fear his eloquence, nor his size, nor his
muscle, nor his honesty, nor his statesmanship. I do not
fear him or arybody else. I do what is correct. This is
brought on all for this little seat, .this seat for East Hastings.
There is one thing I can say, it has never been purchased
for me by any Minister or anybody else. No man had ever
to write a letter to ask the people of East Hastings to elect
me. They know who I am. They have known me for
thirty-eight years. I am not ashamed to state that I landed
in the town of Belleville thirty-eight years ago with a York
shilling, and that I worked on a f arm for $3 and $4 a month
in that county. My hon. friend, Mr. Paterson, of Brant,
knows the people of my county, and those people know
who I am. I got the seat in 1872 independent of the
influence of the member for East York-whom I highly
respect, because ho was managing the affairs of the party
for the member for Durham, who was then conveniently
absent. I admit, I acknowledge and I say that I am the
follower of the First Minister, and that I have been his fol-
lower through evil and through good report, and, if he goes
into Opposition, I will go with him. At the time I speak
of, it was thought that it would not answer for me to try
unless the seven or eight hundred Roman Catholie voters
went for me, and I only got two out of those seven hun-
dred voters. I had the banks against me, I had the com-
mereial mon against me, I had the Tories under Sir John
Macdonald against me, and I had the Grits against me, but
I got the seat and I will hold it. I might go on and say
many things that might not be acceptable or pleasing, but
I will not. I do not say these things to create amuse-
ment. Not at all. It is serious. The hon. gentleman
has made his charge; ho will try to prove it; and, no
matter what the consequence may be, I will have to take it.
I have yet to learn that I have not the right to make an
agreement with any gentleman, if I do it in the light of day
and within the laws of the country. As far as the Minister
of Customs is concerned, I knew nothing of him in the
transaction. If I wanted a favor from any member in
the Cabinet, I would rather go to any Minister than to the
Minister of Customs. I got no favors from the Miniséer of
Customs, and I asked none. I got no favors froin any mem-
ber of the Cabinet, and I asked none. I have had a great
deal of business in the Indian Department, because the most
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important township in the county I have the honor to
represent was once an Indian township, and agreat number
of patents were not got out. You can apply to Mr. Van-
koughnet to find ont if I ever asked him to do wrong. I
have had a great deal of business with Mr. Lindsay Russell.
Ask him if I have ever done wrong. You can ask the
present Deputy Minister of the Interior, and you can ask
those gentlemen who are under him if I ever tried to do
wrong. I do not thank the Government for passing any
Orders in Council. I am not ashamed to say that the
Prince Albert Colonisation Company paid $20,000 in cash
into the treasury of this country; and when it is circulated
and reported that that company insulted or crushed the
half-breeds at Batoche, it is untrue. No living man can
prove that anyone was insulted or injured, directly
or indirectly, by that company. So soon as that
company found from Mr. Stephenson's report that there
were half-breeds settled on their lands, a committee
of four, of whom I was one, went to the Minister of
the Interior and said that when we found that these
half-breeds were settled on the land, we would have
nothing to do with the half-breeds, or with the
land ; but we would take back the money or take
the land in some other place. If any Frenchman, or
any Englishman, or any Scotchman, or any Irishman, or
anyone else says that we injured the half breeds there, ho
says what is not true. We never injured a half-breed, and I
thank God we nover will. With reference to the Shell
River Colonisation Company, it has built a saw mill
and a grist mil, and has expended money to the extent
of $25,000 or $26,000. If 1 have done wrong, tell me
where. Very few members of this House have done
more or tried to do more than I have done for the benefit
of the North-West. I would like to give the history of the
timber limits, but that does not come in here. I hope that
the hon. member (Mr. Edgar) who went into the front door
of an Orange lodge and out of the back door, and who
insulted the Orange society, will get this committee; I
hope he will get his investigation ; I hope ho will get
it to .his heart's content, to his honest heart's content,
to his religious heart's content, until the whole of him
will be contented; but then this will not be settled,
for I will give him a Roland for his Oliver. I
will tell him candidly that I will fight my battle through
evil and through good report. He, Sir, will have to meet
me face to face. The chaps that have propped this up
-I beg pardon, that is not the term-that wrote
this document, the members of this flouse that wrote
this document, that bring these charges, before they are
through with John White will find that they have woke up
the wrong passenger. If there is to be any dirt-slinging,
they will get it to their hearts' content. I think I have a
tongue-perhaps it is owing to my education-that will
help me to do it, and I will try to supply it. I thank you for
your kindness, I thank you for your sympathy, I thank you
for your courtesy. Now let us have the investigation. Let
that great and good man have his investigation; and, Sir, I
can say to him, that before he is through he will find out
this fact, that ho will regret that he ever undertook it.

Mr. BLAKE. As the hon. Minister of Public Works has
proposed this amendment, I do not intend to delay the
louse by any lengthened argument upon it. I will say,

however, that when I was sitting upon the other side of the
louse in the majority, as I am sitting on this side in a

minority, I recognised the fact, and acted upon the view,
that a small select committee was a much more appropriate
tribunal for the investigation of facts than the large Com-
mittee on Privileges and Elections. I romain of that
opinion, and, therefore, I regret much-and I sympathise
with that portion of the speech of the hon. member for
Hastings (Mr. White), though I cannot profess to any great

sympathy to a good deal of what he said-Iam sorry that it is
proposed to alter the tribunal, and for my part I must vote
against the amendment.

Mr. IHIAGGART. Lot me draw attention to the fact that
there is no charge against the hon. member for Hastings
(Mr. White) in this statement of Mr. Edgar. Suppose that
everything proved true before the committee, which the
hon. gentleman charges, what action is the House going to
take ? There is no charge of corrupt practices, or any-
thing. i think that before a committee is appointed the
charges should be such that if they are found to be true,
some punishment should be visited upon the member, either
unseated, or something else. There is not the slightest
charge of a corrupt practice in all this statement.

Amendment (Sir Hector Langevin) agreed to on division.
House dividded on main motion of Mr. Edgar, as amended.

YAÂs:

Messieurs

Allen,
Allison,
Armstrong,
Bain (Soulanges\
Bain (Wentworth),
Baker (Victoria),
Barker,
Beaty,
Béchard,
Bell,
Benoit,
Bergeron,
Billy,
Blake,
Blondeau,
Bourassa,
Burns,
Burpee,
Cameron (Huron),
Cameron (Inverness),
Cameron (Middlesex),
Oampbell (Renfrew),
Camipbell (Victoria),
Carbng,
Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Casey,
Casgrain,
Chapleau,
Charlton,
Cochrane,
Cockburn,
Oolby,
Oook,
Costigan,
Coughlin,
Ourran,
Cuthbert,
Daly,
Daoust,
Davies,
Dickinson,
Dodd,
Dugas,
Dundas,
Dupont,
Edgar,
Everett,
Farrow,
Ferguson (Welland),
Fisher,

Fortin,
Foster,
Gagné,
Gaudet,
Gault,
Geoffrion,
Gigault,
Gillmor,
Glen,
Gordon,
Grandbois,
Guilbault,
Guillet,
Gunn,
Hackett,
Hall,
Harley,
Hesson,
lilliard,

Homer,
Hurteau,
Innes,
Irvine,
Ives,
Jackson,
Jenkins,
Kaulbach,
Kilvert,
King,
Kinney,
Kirk,
Kranz,
Landerkin,
Landry (Kent),
Langelier,,
Langevin (Sir Hector),
Laurier,
Lesage,
Livingston,
Maedonald (King's),
Mackintosh,
Macmillan (Middlesex),'
McCallum,
McCarthy,
McGraney,
McDougald (Pictou),
McDougall (O. Breton),'
McIntyre,
McLelan,
McMullen,

N&rs :

Mille,
Mitchell,
Moffat,
Montplaisir,
Mulock,
O' Brien,
Orton,
Paint,
Paterson (Brant),
Patterson (Esez),
Pinsonneanît,
Platt,
Pope,
Pruyn,
Ray,
Reid,
Rinfret,
Riopel,
Robertson (iHastings),
Robertson (Shelburne),
Ross,
Scott,
Shakespeare,
Small,
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruse),
springer,
Sproule,
Stairs,
Sutherland (Oxford),
Taschereau,
Taylor,
Thompson (Antigonish),
Trow,
Tupper,
Tyrwhitt,
Vail
Wallaee (Albert),
Wallace (York),
Ward,
Watson,
Weldon,
White (Oardwell),
White (Renfrew),
Wile,

Wood (Brockville),
Wood (Westmoreland),
Woodworth,
Wright.-150.

Monsieur
Haggart.-l.

Mr. LAURIER. I would suggest to the flouse that the
practice followed in England on similar occasions should be
adopted on this occasion. I find that in England when such
charges are made it is usual to add to the committee charg-
ed with the investigation, the movor of the resolution, but
without power of voting, and in like manner it is usual for
the gentleman accused to name someone to represent him
on that committee, but also without power of voting. I
would refer the flouse on this question to a precedent in the

1886. 491



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 5,
English House of Commons in 1858. Mr. Roebuck made a
charge against Mr, Butt, and a committee was granted
composed of Sir James Graham, Mr. Sidney Herbert, Mr.
Bright, Mr. Sergeant Kinglake, Mr. Bouverie, General Cod-
rington and Colonel Wilson Patten. Thereupon Mr. Roe-
bnck and others spoke as follows:-

" The petition which I have presented is about to be referred to this
select committee. I suppose there must be somebody t. take charge of
it. Now, I am not very anxious to undertake so disagreeable a task,
but having presented the petition, I feel bound to present myself to the
House,

"Sir JAuMs GRêlAm said that in conformity with precedent and
the claims of justice, Mr. Butt ought to be at liberty to nominate an hon.
member to attend the committee on hie behalf.

" Mr. SP»AEÂa said that the House had on former occasions, as the
right bon. Baronet had stated, nominated two members to serve on the
committee for the purpose of conducting the enquiry, on either side, but
without having a vote.

"Mr. FAGAN, on the part of Mr. Butt, named Mr. Serjeant Deasy.
"Ordered-That Mr. Raobuck and Mr. Serjeant Deasy be appoInted

to serve upon the said committee, and to take part in its proceedings,
but without the power of voting.'
I would therefore suggest, Mr. Speaker, in conformity with
this precedent, that the hon. member for West Ontario
( Mr. Edgar) should be appointed on the committee to con-
duct the enqiry, but without the power of voting, and in

like manner, that the hon. member for Hastings (Mr.
White) should suggest someone to be appointed on the
committee on his own behalf.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). What was the charge
in the case you quote ?

Mr. LAURIER. The charge was that Mr. Butt had
taken a money consideration to promote the interests of a
certain Indian prince. The petition states:

" That Isaac Butt, Esq., M.P., on or about the month of July, 1856,
entered into a corrupt agreement with the Rajah AI Moorad Khan, or
his agents, the effect of which was that the said Isaac Butt, for a sum of
money stipulated to be paid to him should advocate and prosecute in
the House of Oommons the claim ofhis Highness for the reoovery of the
territory of which ho had been deprived by annexation by the East
India Company."

I therefore move, accordingly, that Mr. Edgar should be ap-
pointed on that committee, and that the hon. member for
Hastings be given the option of naming someone to serve
on the committee in his behalf, but neither to have a vote.

Mr. SPEAKER. We have no precedent for adding mem-
bers without power to vote.

Mr. BLAKE. In unprovided cases we follow the prac-
tice of the English House of Commons.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). So far as I am concerned, I
think I cab do that job myself as well as anyone. I am
not a lawyer, but I think I eau fight my way through with-
out anybody to help me. I thank the hon. gentleman for
his kindness and his goodness, but I will ask nobody to re-
present me.

Mr. LAURIER. Although there is no precedent in our
own proceedings, we follow in all unprovided cases the
practice of the English House, as suggested by my hon.
friend. It is certainly a matter of justice that someone
should, as stated by Mr. Roebuck, attend to prosecute the
enquiry.

Mr. SPEAKER. In the English case it was a select
committee-this is a standing committee. In that case a
select committee was specially appointed, and all parties
interested were to attend. This is a new practice.

Mr. BLAKE. Quite true ; but the requisitions of justice
must be the same, whether the committee be a select com-
mittee or the Committee on Privileges and Elections. If it
is according to the principle of justice that the person
who makes the charges, and the person who has to answer
them, should have the convenience, one of being on the
committee, and the other of being represented on the com-
mittee, it is quite clear that this practice must apply to the

Mr. LMan

standing committee as well as to a select committee. There
is no difference in that. The principal question on
which the committee are supposed to be consulted, and are
supposed to act, is that they act judicially on these matters ;
that there is not among the members of the committee a
prosecutor or a defender ; that the members of the com-
mittee are there to hear what is said on- each side,
with, of course, the privilege, wherever they see it necessary
to the ends of justice, of asking further questions for the
purpose of making the investigation thorough and satis-
factory, so that the truth may be reached. A n hon. member
who is not on the committee-as the hon. member for Has-
tings,I believe,is not on it, and as the hon. member for West
Ontario is not on it-would, of course, not be in the position
of being able to ask a single question or make a single
suggestion in the way in which a member of the committee
would be. In England by nominating the hon. member
who makes the charge a member of the committee, he has
the same privileges as other members, except that of voting
on the question. He is, therefore, able to say, for example:
Mr. Chairman, I move that Mr. so-and-so be summoned as
a witness; and the committee, except himself, decide
whether the person be summoned. fe also, for instance,
proposes that such and such questions Le asked; and the
committee decide the matter. But the hon. member for
West Ontario and the hon. member for East Hastings would
not have the right to mako any motion, either of them, before
the committee. The English practice, therefore, seems to me
the more convenient practice. We have no practice contrary
to the Euglish practice. Our rule bas been in parallel cases to
adopt the English practice, and, even if it has not been our
rule, it is certainly calculated to meet the demands of justice.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish)i So far as the require-
ments of justice are concerned, they are safe, I take it, in the
hands of the committee. As regards the suggestion with
respect to what witnesses should be summoned and what
documents produced, both as regards the charge and the
defence, the committee will decide that from day to day.
But the mover of the committee in the resolution which
has just been carried, put to thefHouse his own sense of what
practice should be adopted when he nominated a commit-
tee of which he was not himself a member, either for
speaking, moving or voting. I thir k, therefore, we have,
at least, an indication from the mover of the resolution that
nothing of this kind was desired on bis part. We have the
further distinction which has been suggested by yourself,
Mr. Speaker, that the committee has already been appoint-
ed and the will of the House already declared, that it
should be the Standing Committee on Privileges and Eloc-
tions. It is proposed by this motion to turn it into a special
committee, entirely differently organised from the
standing committee. Besides, Mr. Speaker, while there
is no question, I presume, that the House bas the right to
depart from its ordinary practice and follow the English
practice on this subject if it pleases, this much is certain:
that both this House and the Provincial Legislatures, if it
be proper to refer to them for precedents, have a well
defined and established practice with respect to this very
matter. In 1876 a charge was brought against a member
oftbis House-not exactly a charge, but circumstances were
brought to the notice of this House which, it was alleged,
affected the right of the member to his seat. That matter was
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections as
originally constituted, and no application was made to the
House by the promoter of the charge or those who were
interested in the defence to be added to the Committee with
any privileges whatever. In 1877, the flouse will remem-
ber, day aiter day, the House entertained charges, not only
with respect to members having violated the Independence
of Parliament Act, but as to members of the Government
having allowed sueh members to violate the Independence of

492
1



OMMONS DER1ATES.
Parliament Act, and those matters were referred to the
Committee on Privileges and Elections, the Committee
sending for witnesses and documents; and yet in
not one of the long list of cases, involving Messrs.
.Anglin, Carrier, Norris, Burpee, Moffat, Workman, Des-
jardins, was the. English practice, which has been
appealed to now, followed, a practice which is not in any
sense obligatory in the English Parliament but is entirely
optional, as appears from the citation of the hon. membei for
Quebec East. In 1877, it will be remembered, a question
was brought before this House as an amendment to go into
Committee of Supply ; it was an application to have the
louse affirm the principle that members of Parliament, and
especially the Speaker of the House, should not be inter-
ested in contracts with the Government; and that motion
was steadfastly refused by the hon. gentlemen who were
then controlling this flouse, on the ground that while it might
be proper to affirm such a general principle, the case was
one which should be referred to the Committee on Privi-
leges and Elections, and the case was subsequently referred
to that committee; both sides, of course, were heard, wit-
nesses, I presume, were examined, the case was reported
on. But no intimation was given that the English practice
should be adopted of having the matter go to a a committee
composed in part of the mover of the motion and the de-
fender. The same practice existed in the Local Legisla-
tures. The hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake)
will remember a case in which an imputation was made
against himsclf in the Legislature of his own Province,
and a proposition was made to the flouse that a committee
should be appointed to investigate the charge, which was
indirectly made. The hon. member, in the flhst place,
required that the charge should be made more specific;
then he required a further modification to be made, viz.,
that it be referred to the Committee on Privileges and
Elections, The practice that bas grown up in the Local
Legislatures and in this Parliament, the House should not
be called upon to depart from now for the purpose of fol-
lowing what is really not established to be the English rule
on the subject, but a practice which occasionally is adopted
in the Mother Çountry.

Mr. E DGAR. The Minister of Justice is under a mis-
apprehension when ho suggests that, because I adopted the
form I did of moving a committee without adding my own
name to it, Idid not think such a motion as has been moved
by the hon. member for Quebec East (Mr. Laurier) was
necessary. In fact, the reason why I left my name off the
com mittee was, that I considered such a motion as has been
moved was necessary in order to supplement my resolu-
tion. For I think in a case of this kind it is as well, if it
can be avoided, that the person who is in the position
of a quasi prosecutor should not be acting as a
judge upon the committee; but, at the same time,
there is a manifest inconvenience which has already
been pointed out, in bis not being on the committee for the
purpose of conducting the prosecution, if it may be o cail-
ed. Now, in the cases to which the hon. Minister of Jus-
tice has referred as being referred to the Committee on
Privileges and Elections without any name being added in
this way, I think, in nearly all these cases, the hon. mem-
ber who made the charge or brought the matter before the
House, or pressed it on the attention of the flouse, was
already upon that committee. At all events, the Minister
will not flnd that any application of this kind was refused
when it was made; and I think it is more a matter for
this louse to decide than for me to prose upon it. I have
taken the responsibility of making this statement and mov-
inz for this committee; and as Mr. Roebuck said in the case
of~Mr. Butt, already quoted: I am sure I do net wish to
press my services upon the committee unduly; but I am
ready, whether I am allowed the privilege of appearing on

the committee with a vote or not, to attend every day when
requested, or every day the committes sita, until the mat-
ter is fully and thoroughly investigated. I would prefer
to be on the committee and vote, so that my opportunity
for usefulness might be increased, but if the (Government
do not wish that, of course I will have to subrmit.

Mr. HESSON. The informer is alway examined.
Mr. SPEAKER. I perfectly agree that there is no rule

against such a proceeding in the practice of the House, and
that it is in the power of the flouse, as it is in accordance
with English practice, to appoint additional members to a
committee.

Mr. McCARTHY. I would like to ask why the name of
the hon. Minister of Customs has been left off the commit-
tee. Can my hon. friend explain that ?

Mr. LAURIER. I took it for granted that ho was on
the committee, and I shall be glad to have his name added.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Is not notice required for a
motion of this kind ?

Mr. IVES. I rise to a point of order. This motion is
not really a motion to increase the membership of a stand-
ing committee, but simply a motion to add special members
to a special committee-because this committeo las been
made a special committee for this purpose-and therefore I
hold it is not in order.

Mr. BLAK E. The standing committees of this House-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Spoke, spoke.
Mr. BLAKE. I am not aware that 1 have spoken on the

point of order. I was a bout osay that every standing com-
mittee was a select committee, for we have a spociai order
under which we are bound to appoint seven, cight or nine
standing cormmittees in the early part of the Session, and
the regulations with reforence to thom are no more
cast-iron-are no more like the laws of tho Modes and
Persians, than those with reforenco to any othor select com-
mittee. You have just now ruled, Sir, in accordanco with the
rules of the House, and alike in accordance with good sense.
I think that it is quite in our power to modify the constitu-
tion of our ordinary committees urider the limits provided
by the English pr-actico. It is Fimply a question of con-
venience whether it sbould be donc in particular cases. If
this be true, as laid down by the English practice, and as was
plainly a requisite of justice and of the judicial attitude of
the committees of the House, I think it applies as much in
the case of this comnittee as in the case of aill other com-
mittees, with regard to what the Minister of Justice has
said as to the proceedings in the Ontario Legislature. I
may say I have not looked at those proceedings for a long
time, but my memory does not verify bis statement that
the motion lie referred to in the Ontario Legislature was
referredto the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. BOWELL. I8 that a point of order ?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I did not say it was re-
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, but
that the hon. gentleman said that ho would require that it
should be so sent. At a subsequent stage ho carried an
amendment in the Ontario Legislature which entirely
changed the nature of the charge, in the view of those who
were promoting it.

Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear.

. Mr. TIOMPSON (Antigonish). What I stated was that
the hon. gentleman required, before he moved his amend-
ment, that the matter should be referred to the Committee
on Privileges and Elections, but when he was so lortunate
as to get the charge made to suit himself, thon he changed
his mind.
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Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. member for Richmond and
Wolfe (Mr. Ives) takes the point that this motion is not in
order. The question is somewhat difficult, but it appears
to me that the question of privilege which has brought up
the question now before the House, has been disposed of
by the motion which bas just been carried. It seems to
me, therefore, that this motion should have been moved as an
amendment to the-main motion, as amended when the mo-
tion of the hon. Minister of Public Works was carried, re-
ferring the matter to the Committee on Privileges and
Elections. The question of privilege bas been decided;
this is now a question to add members to a committee, and
as such motion requires notice, for that reason I think the
motion is not in order.

SABLE AND SPANISHI BOOM AND SLIDE COMPANY.

On the Order, House in Committee on Bill (No. 36) to
grant certain powers to the Sable and Spanish Boom and
Slide Company of Algoma, Limited.-(Mr. Sutherland,
Oxford.)

Mr. CHARLTON. Information has been received to-
day which makes it desirable that this Bill should stand.

Mr. SUTHERLAND (Oxford). I do not know any
reason why the Bill should stand. I allowed it to stand
for a week, and if it stands from week to week, it may not
be passed at all. There was an amendment asked to be
made in the Bill which the promoters were perfectly wil-
Jing to accept. If the hon. gentleman would state the
nature of the amendment, it might be accepted at once.

Mr. CHARLTON. The company ask power to obstruct
the navigation of a navigable river. We have not a dia-
gram to show in what way this would be done, and I could
not intelligently draw the amendment we desire to-day. The
postponement of the Bill is desired for one day, in order
that we may understand more fully the topography of the
region, and the nature ofthe amendment we wish to draw, in
order to leave the river unobstructed for rafts and vessels.

Mr. SUTHERLAND (Oxford). Documents and sur
veys were submitted to the Committeeon Pilvate Bills'
and a provision to that end was inserted in tho Bill and
approved of. The promoters do not wish in any way to
obstruct navigation ; and if the hon. member would only
suggest any amendment he desires, we would be quite will-
ing to accept it now, although I sbould think the provision
in the Bill would be quite satisfactory.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. J did not notice that the
Bill had been referred to the Private Bills Committee. I
thought it would have been referred to the Committee on
Railways, Canals and Telograph Lines. Though not a
canal, the river it relates to is between the two counties,
and is in the nature of a canal. Therefore f had an amend-
ment or two to propose when the Bill should come before
that committee relating to the tariff of rates to be charged
by the company. I thought we might insert in the Bill
the same clause we have put in Bills for the incorporation
of two or three companies of the same nature-for instance,
in the Upper Ottawa Boom Company's Bill. Perhaps,
therefore, tbe hon. promoter .of the Bill will allow it to
stand for a couple of days until I can confer with him, and
I have no doubt he will accept an amendment which will
put his Bill on the same footing in that regard as other
Bills that have become law.

Mr. SUTHERLAND (Oxford). I certainly accept the
proposition, and I am quite sure we shall be willing to
accept the amendment.

Order allowed to stand.
Mr. T'HolesomN (Antigonilsh).

IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READINGS.

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

Bill (No. 54) to incorporate the Medicine Hat Railway.
and Coal Company.-(Mr. Small.)

Bill (No. 38) relating to the Niagara Grand Island Bridge
Company.-(Mr. Baker, Victoria.)

Bill (No. 40) relating to the Canada Southern Bridge
Company.-(Mr. Baker, Victoria.)

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 73) to incorporate the North Pacifie Railway
Company.-(Mr. Haggart.)

Bill (No. 74) to incorporate the Ste. Ursule, Mattawan and
Lake Temiscamingue Railway Company.-(Mr. Hurteau.)

CARAQUET RAILWAY COMPANY SUBSIDY.

Mr. WELDON asked, What amount bas been paid to the
Caraquet Railway Company on account of the subsidy
granted by this Parliament? What is the estimated cost
per mile of such railway ?

Mr. POPE. The subsidy paid is $105,200. From my
recollection, the estimated cost is about $12,500 per mile.

RICHIBUCTO AND ST. LOUIS RAILWAY SUBSIDY.

Mr. WELDON asked, What amount bas been paid on
account of the subsidy granted by this Parliament for the
railway from Richibucto to St. Louis, in the county of
Kent, N.B., and to whom paid; and what is the estimated
cost per mile of the said railway?

Mr. POPE. The sum paid on that railway is $22,400.
A rough estimate of the cost is about $8,000 per mile. The
sum was paid to the St. Louis and Richibucto Railway
Company.

PROTECTION OF SEA FISHERIES.

Mr. DAVIES asked, Whether any instructions have been
issued to the officials charged with the protection of the Sea
Fisheries under the Treaty of 1818? If so, what those
instructions are, and will the Minister of Marine and Fish-
eries lay a copy of the same upon the Table of the House ?

Mr. FOSTER. Instructions have been issued, but it is
not considered advisable in the public interests to bring
them down at present.

TREATY OF 1818-CO-OPERATION OF NEWFOUND-
LAND.

Mr. DAVIES asked, Whether any, and what steps have
been taken to obtain the co-operation of the Newfoundland
Government in the carrying out of the provisions of the
Treaty of 18188 ?

Mr. FOSTER. Certain negotiations have been going on
or some time, but are not yet completed.

f
CANAL TOLLS.

Mr. CURRAN asked, Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to continue the canal tolis at the reduced rate fixed
last season ?

Mr. POPE, The Government have received some infor-
mation about these tolls and are now considering the
matter.
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OBSTRUCTION IN THE ST. LAWRENCE CHANNEL

NEAR THE BOUCHERVILLE ISLANDS.

Mr. BENOIT asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to induce the Harbor Commissioners of
Montreal to cease depositing the clay, &., raised in deepen-
ing the Harbor of Montreal and the channel of the St.
Lawrence, in the channels of the Boucherville Islands, and
obstrueting by so doing the flow of the waters of the St.
Lawrence, and causing disastrous inundations from Bou-
cherville upwards to Montreal?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In answer to the hon.
member I must tell him that the attention of the Govern.
ment having been . called upon that question by the hon.
member, we will communicate iwith the Harbor Commis-
sioners of Montreal to induce them to cease obstructing the
flow of the waters of the St. Lawrence, by depositing the
clay and gravel which is raised from the bottom of the
river and afterwards dumped near the Boucherville Islands.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY BONDS.

Mr. JACKSON asked, Has the Government, in-anticipa-
tion of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company paying them
twenty millions of dollars within the next few months,
given up to said company the twenty millions of bonds
held by the Government as security for said twenty million
dollars, to allow said railroad company to sell these same
bonds to raise the money to pay to the Government?
If so, did the Government endorse or guarantee the pay-
ment of Faid Londs? If not, do they intend to do so ?

Mr. MoLELAN. They have not given up the bonds,
and they do not intend to endorse them.

IMPROVEMENTS ON ST. ANDREW'S RAPIDS, RED
RIVER.

Mr. ROSS asked, Is it the intention of the Government
to make improvements on St. Andrew's Rapids, Red
River; and if so, what will be done this year ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. During the past year an
examination wus nade of the Red River between Winnipeg
and Selkirk, of that portion known as the Rapids, rela-
tive to improving the channel to permit the boats plying
on Lake Winnipeg to reach Winnipeg throughout the
season of navigation. To dredge a channel ono bundred
feet in width to nine feet at low water the distance re-
quired, viz., ten miles, would require the removal of 905,000
cubic yards of material, to do which would be both
tedious and expensive: first, because the current is very
strong; second, boulders are very large and numerous ;
third, that solid rock may be met with ; and fourth, the
whole of the dredged stuff woull have to be towed below
the foot of the rapids and deposited in the deep holes of the
river. The cost has been approximately estimated at 8600,-
000. This is the scheme proposed to me by Mr. Assistant
Gouin, who made the examination. But I believe that by
the creation of two locks and movable dams, known as the
" Chaudiere Dam," the navigation can;be maintained at the
period of low water, and as during high water the dams
can be thrown, the river would have a free and uninter-
rupted course, and that these improvements would cost
less and be executed more speedily. than dredging.

WHARF AT SELKIRK.

Mr. ROSS asked, Do the Government intend placing a
sum in the Estimates this year to erect a wharf at Selkirk?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am not in a position to
answer that question, whether we will put a sum in the
Estimates and ask Parliament to vote it, but the matter is

now receiving the attention of my Department. I under-
stand the wharf would cost somothing like $10,000 or
$ (5,000.

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND MAILS.

Mr. McINTYRE (for Mr. YEo) asked, 1st. Whether the
tender of Muncey Irvine for carrying the mails from the
ice boats was accepted ? 2nd. Whether such acceptance
was subsequently cancelled, and if so, on what grounds?

Mr. FOSTER. The tender of Muncey Irvine for carrying
the mails from the ice boats was not accepted.

PUBLIC DEBT OF CANADA.
Mr. CHARLTON asked, 1. The gioss public debt of

Canada on April 1st, 1M86. 2. The net public debt of
Canada on April 1st, 1886.

Mr. McL ELAN. The gross public dobt on the 1st April
was $280,»37,812.84, being $176,720 less than on the Ist
March. The net public dett on the lst April, 1886, is
$205,025,890), being $3,496,805 less than on the 1st March.

DEPOSITS IN GOVERNMENT SAVINGS BANKS.
Mr. MULOCK asked, What is the largest sum on deposit

in any one person's name, at any time during the year 1885,
in the Government Savings Bank or Post Office Savings
Bank?

Mr. McLELAN. The largest sum recoived in any one
person's name during the year 1885 in the Dominion Gov-
erninent Savings Banks was $3,000.

Mr. MULOCK. Tho question was what was the largest
amount on deposit, not how much was received in any one
person's name.

Mr. MoLELAN. The largest sum on deposit, I think, is
$3,000. Thore may be some sums added for interest from
the previous year, but this is the answer to the question as
it appears.

Mr. MULOCK. I sco that the question is incorrectly
printed " What is the largest sum or (eposit?" instead of

\What is tho largest suim on deposit ?" Perhaps tho hon.
gentleman might give the answer on a subsequent day.

Mr. MoLELAN. I cannot give it at present.

BRITIS II COLUMBIA DEEP-WATER FISHEIRIES.
Mr. S HAKESPEARE moved for :

Copies of all correspondence between the Government of British Col-
umbia, or any person, and the Dominion Government, with regard to
the deep-water fisheries on the coast of British Columbia.

He said: I think this subject is one of great importance
to this Dominion. The developing of those fisheries means
increaso of trade, increase of revenue, and increased avenue
of labor. I am bound to say that the Government have
taken a deep interest in developing and fostering the fish-
eries in some parts of the Dominion, and we would desire
that, as British Columbia is a part of the Dominion, the
Government should give some attention in that direction.
We have our unsurpassed salmon fisheries, the commercial
value of which is at least $1,500,00ayear, but I believe that
if our deep-water fisheries were devoloped, they would prove
as valuable, if not more so. This matter was brought to the
notice of the Minister of Marine and Fisheries for the past
two years, both by the Provincial Government and by
some, if not ail, of our reprosentatives in this House ; and
the promise was made on the part of the Minister that
some action would be taken; but I am not aware
that, up to the present time, any action has been taken in
that direction. I have no doubt whatever that we have
valuable codfish banks, and other valuable fish deposits in
those waters hitherto unknown, About a year ago, beauti.
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ful specimens were brought down from the west coast of
Queen Charlotte Islands, and I am told they were of excel-
lent quality; but we have no knowledge whether they eau
be taken in large quantities or not. Captain Swan, of the
United States, in a trip to the north coast of Vancouver
Island, obtained a large quantity of this chis of fish, and
sent a large number to Washington and other places in
the United States, and it is said that he received more
letters of enquiry in reference to the locality in which this
class of fish was caught than in reference to any other
question raised by his trip. Beautiful specimens of this
class of fish have been caught on other parts of the west
coast of Vancouver Island. It is to be regretted that,
though we have over a thousand miles of coast line, with
bays, rivers, and rivulets innumerable, nothing has been
doue to search for fishing banks for deep-water fish. Ths
is a matter of great importance, and one which, it seems to
me, the Government ought to take a deep interest in. I
sincerely trust that, the matter having been brought under
the notice of the House and the Government, some means
will be adopted by which the deep-water fisheries of our
coast will be developed.

Mr. FOSTER. The papers that are in the posses-
sion of the Department will be brought down. I think the
House will agree with my hon. friend as to the importance
and necessity of developing those treasures of the sea of
which le speaks. As to the promise given a year or two
ago by the Department, I think it was conditional.on private
enterprise co-operating with the instruments that would be
placed at their disposal by the Government ; and private
enterprise did not scem to be equal to the occasion. I am
very glad my hon. friend has brought this question to the
attention of the Holise and the Government, and whatever
can be donc will be donc by the Department.

Motion agreed to.

SETTLEMENT OF LANDS IN BRITISH COLUMBIA.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE moved for:

Copies of all correspondence between the British Columbia Govern-
ient and the Dominion Government respecting th'i falfilment of agree-
ient on the part of the Dominion Government in the matter of opening

up the lands in British Columbia for settlement.

He said : It will be remembered that for some years previ-
ous to 1884 there were disputes between the Provincial Gov-
ernment of our Province and the Dominion Government.
At length a settlement was arrived at, and the result was
that an Act was passed in this House two years ago. I am
sorry to say, however, that so far as the Dominion Govern-
ment are concerned, I think they have failed to carry out
their agreement; the Provincial Government, however, I
think, have carried out thoir part to the very letter. I desire
to call the attention of the House to a clause in the agree-
ment as follows:.

" The Government of Canada shall, with all convenient speed, offer
for sale the lands within the railway belt upon the mainland, upon
liberal terms to actual settlers."

Now, Sir, up to the present time little or nothing has been
done in this direction towards carrying out this obligation
on the part of this Government. The lands referred to are
practically withheld from settlement, and actual settlers,
who have located, some of them, on these lands in good
faith, are still unable to obtain the patents to which they
are justly entitled. I am informed that some 3,000 appli-
cations are on record in the office of the Agent of the
Dominion Government in British Columbia, and not one,
that I am aware of, has received any satisfaction. This, to
my mind, is very unsatisfactory, and the result is that
people are much dissatisfied. Nothing has tended to retard
settlement in that Province more than the withholding of
the tents to these lands from people who have located

9. SHAK.sA8.

upon them. Many of these people became 80 discouraged
that they left the Province. I will refer the House to the
last report of the Agent of this Government which ho sent
to the Minister of the Interior, where he says:

" The statement made in my report to you of 10th December, 1884,
that a large percentage of the applications then made would probably
be abandoned or withdrawn, has been verified by the communications
and applications received during the past twelve months, some of the
applications then referred to having since been abandoned by letter,
and in many instances the lande comprised la uch previous applica-
tions have been re-applied for by other persons, who state that the
previous applicants have left the country, or that the lande are unoccu-
pied and unimproved."

Now, Sir, such a fact is calculated to do an immense in-
jury to the Province of British Columbia, a Province which,
in reality, is just opening up, and where great inducements
have been held out to people to go in and locate upon these
lands, and to whom assurance was given at the time by the
Dominion Government that these lands should be thrown
open at one dollar an acre. That promise, I am sorry to
say, has not been carried out. In calling for these papers
I desire that the House should see what applications have
been made, and what remonstrances have been made by
the Proviûcial Government and other persons in reference
to this matter. 1 sincerely trust the matter will receive
immediate attention; in fact, I feel satisfied that while the
Department is under the management of the present Min-
ister of the Interior, greater justice will be done to that Pro-
vince than has been done in the past.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). There is no objection whatever
to the motion, and to the papers being brought down. I
may say that I regret as much as the hon. gentleman does
the delays that have taken place. I believe that imme-
diately after the lands were handed over to the Dominion
Government an officer, formerly in the employ of the Gov-
ernment of British Columbia, Mr. Aikman, was appointed
as our agent at Vancouver to look after the lands on the
mainland. He has been engaged in making copies of the
pre-emption records and surveys in the offices of the Provin
cial Government in Victoria. Latterly some mistake, I
believe, occurred in connection with these copies, but they
were rectified, and the last information I have 1e that the
local Minister specially charged with these matters, owing
to the commencement of the session of the Provincial
Legislature, was unable to find time to certify, as he
required to do, these plans for the use of the agent. I
may say, Mr. Speaker, that I have, within a short
time past, about four weeks ago, given instructions to
our agent at Victoria at once to remove to Westminster
where he would be of more easy access to settlers who
desired to get their patents, and that arrangements were
made through the Department of Public Works for the use
of a couple of rooms in one of the public buildings at that
point. Communication with British Columbia, as yon are
aware, Mr. Speaker, is still not very rapid, and I have not yet
an answer from Mr. Truteh or Mr. Aikman as to whether the
latter has moved. I am in daily expectation of receiving an
answer to my communication with Mr. Trutch on this sub-
ject. I regret much that I was not able last fall to have
gone to British Columbia myself so as to make enquiry
about these matters on the spot, where, I believe, more in-
formation can be obtained than is possible by letter. My
intention is, if Parliament continues its confidence to us,
and my life is spared, in .addition to going to some other
parts of the North-West, which I was not able to reach last
year, to go to British Columbia, and on the spot try to
make such arrangements as may facilitate the immediate
settlement of all these matters in which settlers are inter-
ested, so that they may get their lands at once. I can as-
sure the hon. gentleman that every effort will be made to
accomplish that result at the earliest moment, and that the
officer is now under instructions te remove to WSetminster,
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where he will be of more easy access to settlers who desir
their land.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria). Who is really in charge of th
lands out there, representing the Department of the In
terior ? Is it Mr. Trutch or Mr. Aikman ? And who will b
acting at Westminster ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Mr. Aikman is the ordinar
agent of the Departmont, but communications to him pas
through Mr. Trutch as the general agent of the Govern
ment. I am going to ask Parliament this Session to trans
fer the management of the lands in British Columbia t
our ordinary Land Board at Winnipeg, where we will b
able very much more satisfactorily to settle all thes
matters, and I say that without the slightest reflection
upon Mr. Trutch. Mr. Aikman is the agônt who has bee
moved to Westminster.

Mr. HOMER. The policy pursued by the Government i
relation to land in the railway belt of British Columbia
has been, although one of delay, the means of placing those
lands in the hands of actual settlers, a result which, I think,
we all hope may be secured in other parts of the Dominion
where a large quantity of public lands is now held by the
Government. If a different policy, or a more hasty policy,
had been pursued by which those lands would have been
put on the market for sale, the probability is they would
now have been in the hands of a few speculators, and thai
result would have provel very detrimental to the settle
ment of the Province. No doubt there are some griev
ances, and I would like to know where there are nol
some land grievances at the present time, and British
Columbia ctannot expect to be exempt; but, whatever those
grievances are, I feel confident that under the energetic
administration of the Minister of the Interior they will be
speedily removed.

Motion agreed to.
It being Six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

THE NORTH-WEST REBELLION.

Mr. BLAKE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to move the motion of
whieh I gave notice some time ago, as follows:-

That it is the duty of the Government without further delay to bring
down further papers relating to North-West affairs, and throwing light
on the situation prior to, during and subsequent to the late rebelhon.

I do not think it is necessary for me at this stage to tres-
pass at any length on the time of the House in support of
this motion. I have already stated upon former occasions,
I stated last Session and I have restated this Session, what
I conceive to be the genaral aspects of this question, the
principles upon which we ought to deal with it and the
facts which are material to a judgment. We all know, to
our sorrow, that a very serions revolt occurred in March of
last year, involving the loss of millions of treasure, many
sorrows and many lives and involving also consequences to the
future of our country, material and moral, which it is difficult
at this time to estimate. When in our age of the world and
with our system of Government such an outbreak occurs,
the primd facie presumption of mankind is that thore must
have been something wrong on the part of those
who had control of the administration of affairs.
The primd face presumption is that there will be no
risirg, with all the risk and troubles which that involves,
without some cause, inadequate it may be, but still without
sorme cause or without some default on the part of those
who govern. That preEumption is, of course, capable of
being rebutted ; but nevertheless it exists; it is founded
upon common sense; and it involves this consequence, that
the Government which has the administration of affairs,
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e- which has full control, is bound to vindicate itself under

such circumstances; when the public peace has been broken,
e when public order has been disturbed, it becomes the

bounden duty of the Government to set forth a vindication of
e itself and a rebuttal of that presumption which arises from

those facts, Another material proposition is this : That
fte Government is in possessioncif al ithe evidence and the

y facts, and is bound from that circumstance te, lay thema
s before the House and the country as materials for its judg-
- ment. So much, Sir, for the general propositions which I have
- advanced, and which I restate to-night as applicable to the
o case of a rising in our times. But in the present case there
e are special reasons why these duties to which I have
e referred devolved upon the Government of the day. In the
n first place, there wore long standing, unsettled claims and
n grievances; substantial or unsubstantial, there wore et

long standing unsettled claims and grievances. Why, Sir,
n the leader of the Government last Session and members of
a the Government since have declared that there was culpable
e neglect on the part of the late Administration, which ceased

to hold office in the fall of 1878, with respect to some ofthose
North-West claims. That proposition is denied. But suppos.
ing it to be admitted, supposing the statement to be true,
supposing the allegation of hon. gentlemen opposite
which with a perversity which is almost ridiculous, they
assert i their defence were true, does not that prove con-
clusively how aggravated is that guilt, how intense is

- that guilt, which left unsettled and undealt with claims
in respect of which there had been culpable neglect

t so long ago as the fall of 1878? fHow are we to account for
1879, 1880, 1881, 1882, 1883, 1884 under those circum-
stances ? Thon, Sir, there was in this case also a long
continued agitation which renders the negloct and delay
the less excusable. Again, there was a serious warning and
a crisis in the position whon, iu June, 1884, Riel came, after
which time there were nine months for action before the
actual outbreak, and the circumstance of his arrival and all
the concomitant circumstances add enormously to the
responsibility of the Government for diligence, promptness
and liberality in their action. Again, there was in this case
the special circumstances of danger arising from the large
savage Indian population in the Territories, from the
relation of the half-breeds to the Indians and from the
isolated snd defenceless position of the settlements
in that country-circumstances known to the Govern-
ment, circumstances so well known to the Govern-
ment that the First Minister declared last Session that
the wonder was there had not been an outbreak long before
1885, long before the oatbreak last year, when he told the
House that the Indians were desperate, starving and in a con-
dition of irritation and discontent. Those were circumstances
which cortainly were calculated to heighten to an incal-
culable degree the responsibility of the Government, and
therefore to call into display in the hightest measure
diligence and earnestness in the settlement of all grievances.
Now, the Government acknowledges theoretically its duty
of diligence and fair treatment. It acknowledges also its
accountability to Parliament, and it has challenged and
courted-I use the phrase of the First Minister himself-
enquiry into these transactions. But it has alleged, first of
all, that there were no coiplaints from the half-breeds before
the rising. The First Minister stated on 26th March, 1885 :

« Before Riel came in they (the half-breeds) had never sent in a bill
ofrights tous; they had never sent any complaints to the Govern-
ment. "
Sir IDavid Macpherson, the late Minister of the Interior, in
the Sonate during last Session said :

"No half-bre d delegation came to Ottawa te comlaia of ill-treat-
ment or to mke complaints in relation to their land.'

Then the Government alleges by th mouth of the late Min-
ister of the Interior-I quote again from his speech of lst
Session-that :
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" There never was any reason to apprehend an outbreak; there was

not the slightest apprehension of the discontent taking any form more
serions than words until the outbreak took place."
So that having alleged there were no despatches embody-
ing the grievances of the half-breeds before the rebellion,
they allege there was no warning or apprehension of the
outbreak until the outbreak occurred. Then they allege
that there las been no negligence and no delay, neglect or
mismanagement; that all things were done well, wisely,
promptly, liberally, and that there were no grievances.
The First Minister repeated during the course of last
Session these statements, if not these words, their
substance; and Sir David Macpherson stated in the Senate
last Session :

" The half-breeds had norrievances whatever in relation to the lands
or as to any other matters.'

In truth the allegation of the Government is that there
were no grievances connected with the half-breed Indian
rights, with the rights of the unenumerated half-breeds of
Manitoba, with the rights in connection with surveys, river
fronts, patents, reserves, colonisation companies, wood rights,
and other rights. Then, the Government alleges that white
men were at the bottom of it all. The First Minister said
last year in this fHouse that there "was a deep laid con-
spiracy ; that it is to white men, to men of our race and
lineage, and not to the half-breeds, nor yet to the Indians,
that we are to attribute the war, the loss of life and the loss
of money." And Sir David Macpherson said in the Senate:

"I fear there will be found among them (the guilty parties) more
than redskins. I fear that unfriendly whites, disloyal whites, men of
the farmers' union class have had a good deal to do with precipitating
the half-breed rebellion."

Then the Government alleges that until they came in,
until the period at which they assumed office, in 1878, the
half-breeds were happy, that they were contented and did not
complain. What said the First Minister last Session? Ie
said in substance:

The Government alleges that till they came in the half-breeds were
happy, contented and did not complain; and it was after they came in
that the half-breeds, taught by the Opposition in Parliament and by
the Reforni press that they were oppressed; and the Goverîment
charges on the Liberal party in this House and ont of it, the responsi-
bility and the consequences of the rebellion.

Now, Sir, the distance which exists between Ottawa and
the North-West Territories rendered it necessary that
the dealings of the Government with that country,
and the communications between local officials and
the governed parties of that country and Ottawa,
should be almost entirely in writing. They have been
almost entirely in writing and there are, therefore, records
of the course of events. "What is written remains." And
that evidence is in the hands of the incriminated Govern-
ment. Ifit has been guilty of no neglect, delay, or mismanage-
ment, the papers will show it. If there were no grie-
vances, the documents will prove it. If there were no
complaints, the production of the documents will show that.
If there were no warnings of danger the papers will show
that. If there was a conspiracy amongst the whites and they
are the guiity people, the written evidence will establish it.
And if the Liberal party l and out of the House
fomented discontent and raised the rebellion, the
evidence will doom them to the fate they deserve.
It is then the duty of the Government to give us the full
information. These papers are not their papers; they are
the country's papers. The Government have been pressed to
perform this duty in Parliament since the year 1683, in
March of which year I moved my motion with reference to
the grievances of the people of Prince Albert, and you heard
this afternoon, a few moments before it was expected this
motion would come on, a supplementary return to the order
of 1883, brought down to Parliament. Since March, 1885,
the pressure upon them has been constant and continuous ;

Mr. BL"g.

they have been asked time and again, from day to day, to
produce the papers. They have acknowledged their
liability to produce them. They have acknowledged their
obligation to produce them, but they delayed last Session
on these grounds : First, they said it was dangerous to the
public interest during the rising to produce certain papers,
the existence of which was acknowledged, the materiality
of which was acknowledged, and they were detained
for that reason. Secondly, they said it was danger-
ous to private interests during the rebellion to pro-
duce certain papers the existence of which was ack-
nowledged, the materiality of which was acknowledged,
but which were not to be produced while the uprising con-
tinued. Thirdly, they said that they had not clerks enough to
copy them; that we asked for so many papers, that they could
not possibly get the time; that they were embarrassed by
these demands, that time must be given. And lastly, towards
the close ofthe Session, they promised that these papers would
be collated and laid on the Table of the flouse at the open-
ing of this Session. I asked for them at the opening of the
House this Sesssion and was told that they were to be
brought down. I asked when they were to be brought
down, and I was told that they were in course of prepara-
tion, and here we are in the fifth or sixth week of the
Session without these papers yet. I say it is time for this
House to assert its dignity, and to teach the Government
its duty by declaring that it is its duty-as I move that
the House shall now declare it to be their duty-to bring
down these papers.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon, gentleman has
tried to do the best he could with his motion; he has tried
to show that the Government had failed in their duty in
bringing down papers to this House. The hon. gentleman
will forgive me, I have no doubt, if I do not agree with him
on that head. The Government have brought down, from
time to time, the papers that were asked by the addresses
of this House or the Orders of this House. We have, in
certain cases, delayed bringing down papers, because it was
not in the interests of the country that they should be
brought down. That is a responsibility which the Govern-
ment had to take, and which, as long as we occupy these
benches, we iutend taking. In the position we hold, of
course there are matters which we know, and which hon.
gentlemen around us and opposite us are not in a position
to know, and we have to protect the public interests, even
against the curiosity, the laudable curiosity, of hon. gentle-
men on the opposite side. The hon. gentleman says that
there were addresses passed by this House calling upon us,
in 1883, for certain papers, and that they were not pro-
duced. We produced a number of papers from time to
time-large numbers of papers-and J have no doubt that
with the exception of the hon. gentleman, the leader of the
Opposition, J do not suppose we could find another member
of this House who has gone through those papers.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Yes, yes.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. A few, but not all, I am

sure. I am sure there is not one member that will say that,
and I do not expect it either; nobody expects it from them.
Those papers were so numerous that it was a task to go
over them. But the leader of the Opposition thought it
was his duty to do so and las done so, as he does I have no
doubt with all other papers brought down to this louse.

Mr. BL AKE. Oh, no.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Well, when I see the hon.

gentleman so unwell at his seat, I begin to think that he is
doing a little too much in that direction, and that if ho did
a littie less the country would not suffer for it. The hon.
gentleman says that even to day we brought down certain
papers. Well, that shows how far we arc disposed to go
and how ready we were to bring these papers down. Fronm

498



COMMONS DEBATES.

the beginning of the Session every day, every second or
third day, we have brought down voluminous papers, large
numbers of papers in accordance with the instructions of
the flouse and others have been laid on the Table
of the louse without being asked for by the House.
Our disposition has always been to bring down papers in
accordance with the direction of the House. We have
brought all the papers we thought we could bring consist.
ently with our duty towards the country and saving the
interests of the country; and the House may be assured
that any further papers that the House may order or may
require shall be brought down if they are of the same kind-
if we can bring them down with safety to the country.
But -we cannot, and I have no doubt hon, gentlemen, when
they think about it, cannot expect us to bring down papers
that the interest of the country requires should not be
brought down; but on the contrary will agree that we
should not communicate them to the House or the country.
We are here as custodians of these papers; we have been
put here as the executive of the country for the purpose of
guarding its interests; and if on our responsibility as Min-
isters of the Crown we think any of the papers asked by
the louse are such as we should keep, we must take that
responsibility, and I have no doubt the House will sustain
us in that course. I repeat that all the papers we could
bring down, consistently with the interests of the country,
have been brought down, and our intention is to continue in
the same course.

Mr. BLAKE. If it is possible to be surprised, I am sur-
prised at the lino the hon. gentleman has taken. Ie bas now
made the declaration that the Government have brought
down all the papers connected with this matter, which, con-
sistently with 'he publie interest, they could bring down-
that there are no papers not before us except such as are
retained in view of the publie interests-

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I did not say that.
Mr. BLAE,-secret interests, which we cannot learn.

The hon. gentleman has said that they have brought down
the papers which have been moved for. You have heard
him speak of the diligence with which they have brought
them down. It was but this afternoon that they brought
down papers which were ordered three years ago; that is
the diligence the hon, gentleman boasts of. In April, 1886,
they bring down the papers setting forth the grievances
complained of by the settlers in the year 1882, for
which an order of this flouse was made in the spring of
1883; and the hon. gentleman says: "Seo how diligent we
have been; and I ask that confidence should be reposed in
us by the flouse and the country that we will promfiptly
bring down what papers ought to be brought down."
Now, after the hon. gentleman's statement, I am only
going to refer some of the papers which I declare and

eoleve to exist, as to many of them from information
furnished in papers already brought down, as to others
from the publie journals and other sources, and as td
others from statements made by hon. gentlemen oppo-
site; and I will show you that the ground the hon. gentle-
man takes is entirely inconsistent with and contradictory
of the statement of the leader of the Government made last
Session on this subject. If that ground was to have been
taken, we ought to have known it last Session; we ought to
have known it at the beginning of this Session. But te-
night we hear the Government declare that it las
discharged the duty which the First Minister acknow-
ledged last Session repeatedly was incumbent upon themd-
not to wait for an address or an order of the flouse under
circumstances of this kind,because we had notthe particulars;
we cannot be expected to have the particulars; we are out-
side; hon. gentlemen are inside; the secrets of the prison
house are with them; it is tbey who know the papers and the
correspondence Sand the documents are whieh were to be

brought forward; and the First Minister, in recognition of
the obligation of the Government, two or three times last
Session brouglit down large numbers of papers which were
not moved for or ordered, because he felt and admitted
that it was bis duty to bring down those papers spontaneously.
So this Session I asked him: "Am I not to understand that
the Government are going to bring down papers spon-
taneousiy?" "Yes," he said. "When ?" I asked. He
said: "They are in course of preparation." The duty was
ateknowledged last Session and this Session; but under the
pretence of the publie interest, documents, material to a
ludgment, are retained. Now, I repeat, as applicable to the
condition of things, the statement I read at the opening of
this Session made by a former colleague of bon. gentlemen
who knew their methods of transacting business:

"I knew that you and the majority of your colleagnes would not
hesitate to garble or suppress important State papers, even when
demanded by Parliament, if their production was likely to expose or
embarras the Government."

It is time, Sir, that this farce of treating the public interest
and the interest of hon, gentlemen opposite as synonymous,
of treating the defence of an incriminated Government as
a public interest, should cease, or if it is not to cease, that it
should bu exposed; and I declare that I am informed and bo-
lieve that there are, and that it can be proved that there are,
under the control of this Government, material documents
affecting the question of their neglect, delay and misman-
agement of North-West matters prior to the late rebellion.
That is my statement on this subject, and if this House
will give us the opportunity of proving that, wo shall be
prepared to establish it. Sir, it bas already been established
by the discussions which have taken place and by the papers
whieh have thus far been brought down, in the ßirst place, and
in the general, that thore were a large number of pa erg
brought down which were on the face of them im or oct,
in that they did not disclose the answors of the overn-
ment to the demands mado on them in correspondence and
in petitions to them. I do not detail these demands; T state
this to bu the case-that there are numerous letters which
appear to have been received, the receipt of which is
admitted, but in respect of which there is noihing to show
the action of the Government. I am to assume, 1. suppose,
that there was no action taken, there being no fur-
ther papers brought down. Now, I will go through
a list, which I have hurriedly made, of soino of
these documents, the existence of which appear to have 1en
established. The letter of Bishop Grandin to the Governor
General in September, 1873 ; the reply to that letter sent to
the Lieutenant Governor; the despatch to the Lieutenat
Governor with that reply; Ihe despatch to the Lieutenant
Governor of the 2nd of April, 1S81 ; a report of Colonel
Dennis enclosed in the Lieutenant Governor's despatcb;
further despatches of Lieutenant Governor Norris, 50
N, 154 N, and 159 N; the instructions as to surveys,
and correspondance about survoys, and reports ef sur-
voyrs as toe those districts relating to which questions have
arisen--Prince Albert, St. Laurent, Carlton, Duck Lake,
tlic scenes ofthe troubles, Edmonton, Battleford, St. Albert,
and Qu'Appelle, orders approving of the surveys, and lottero
despatching surveys f0 land offices, &--, from 1875 do'wn to
1886. There are the orders and regulations and correspon-
dence as to the river lots and the system of surveys on rivers.
There a isRussell's report on the surveys and settlements of

Prince Albert and neighboihood, about 1877 or 1878. Thore
are the special reports of Aldous on surveys of 1878 and 187 9.
There are Russell's instructions for his visit to the district in
1878 or thereabouts, and report thereon. There is the
petition of settlers est of the main settlement of Prince

lbert ut into the Survoyor General's bands before lith
Janary, 1879; and the action taken thereon. Thereis Duck's
report on flic alf-breed claims in Battleford of 1879. Thero
are Ryan's and the other reports on the unen rmerated half-
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breed claims, the action on these reports and the correspon-
dence. There is the information on Pearce's statement of
lth March, 1882, that the settlers on the south branch, near
St. Laurent, took lands before the survey on river system,
and that a resurvey was wanted. There are the reports
showing how much land was surveyed when the change of
system was adopted. There is Nolin's letter accompany-
ing the petition of the half-breeds, of 11th September, 1882.
There is the answer to Sir David Macpherson's letter of
23rd April, 1883. There is very important correspondence
referred to in report of Mr. Pearce of 12th March, 1885.
There is the copy of the resolutions of Prince Albert, of Octo-
ber, 1883, and of the letter enclosing those to Sir John Mac-
donald, which i saw in a newspaper, and to which I drew
the attention of the Government. There is the petition of
the residents of St. Louis de Langevin to the Minister of
the Interior, in the fall of 1880. There are several
further petitions from the same parties between that
date and November, 1883. There are the correspondence
and action of Messrs. Royal, Macdougall, Clark, Bishop
Grandin- ar d FathA T,%LdI.ýA I.Oý%01

as to the inspection of thehalf-breeds' lands. The letter from
Mr. Deville, of 23rd, November 1883, as to rivers and river
lots, and the correspondence on that. The petitions of
settlers in St. Catherines, presented to Pearce early in 1884.
The many letters sent to Ottawa, through Mr. Duck, before
1883, by Father Vegreville, as stated by him on the 19th
January, 1884. The letters of which Mr. Duck speaks also
in the same correspondence. The promise of a survey in
the fall of 1883, made by Father Leduc and Mr. Maloney
and shown Father Vegreville. The revocation of river lot
order announced in the Saskatchewan fferald on 9th May,
1884, and all action thereon. The varions orders and cor-
respondence as to wood rights. The letter of Mr. Jackson
to the Minister of Public Works, of 3rd September, 1884,
shown in the telegram to the chairman of the Half-breed
Commission to exist, and referred to by me as indicating
what was required to be done. The report of the Minister
of Public W orks on his visit, and in pursuance of hie pledge
to the half-breeds of Qu'Appelle. On that occasion ho is
reported in Le Manitoba as follows:--

, n Ier e uc, on the same sub- ' lAter mass, Sir Hector Langevin addressed the Metis. They askedject. There are Mr. Duck's letters on the same subject that the Government should give them scrip, as it did to those of
referred to by him. There is the action of Mr. Walsh on Manitoba. Sir Hector considered the request reasonable, and promised
the reference to him of Qu'Appelle half-breeds case of 6th to submit it to his colleagues."
July, 1882. There is the petition brought down by Father There were other things stated in my speech on this sub-
Leduc and Mr. Maloney; the papers submitted by them, ject last Session. I pointed ont that not morely the Minis-
the answers given and the action ordered and. the action ter of Public Works, but also the Minister of Railways, the
taken. There is the report of the President of the Council Minister of Marine and Fisheries, and the Postmaster Gen-
and the Minister of Interior on the Privy Council's eral visited the North-West; that then there were the
reference to them of the memorandum of the North.West deputies who went there, the Deputy Minister of Interior,
Council dated 9th October, 1883. There are the repre- the Comptroller of the Mounted Police, and that year or
sentations of the North-West Council not brought the year before, the Deputy Superintendent of Indian
down, and correspondence with them. All the papers Affairs. I referred also to the Lieutenant-Governor, the
and full reports from ail officers as to the Prince Albert Indian agents, the farm instructors, the Crown land agents,
Colonisation Company, up to date of rebellion. The the Crown timber agents, the registrars, the Land Board,
petitions or resolutions and correspondence of the St. Cathe. the inspector of local colonization companies, the inspectors
rnes settlers, about the 2lst January, 1884, which I showed, of agencies, the stipendiary magistrates, the Mounted
last Session, took place, by a reference to a newspaper. Police, the militia, the school masters, the North-West coun-
The petition and correspondence of settlers of Red Deer cil; and besides these, as pointed out, there were the
Hill, of January, 1884. The petition and correspondence non-officials, but men interested in the prosperity of
of settlers of Halcro Settlement, South Branch, in January, the country, and to whom hon, gentlemen have
1884. Tho petition and correspondence of settlers at Col- frequently and properly appealed for advice, assistance
leston, of February, 1884. The resolution of the North. and information, the officers of the Hudson Bay
West Coundil, of 21st July, 1884. The telegram to the Company and the clergy of the country. Thon I
Government of the Lieutenant Governor thereupon, and referred to another class of information which we also
the telegram in reply. The despatch of the Lieutenant. required to obtain; the information connected with the
Governor and the reply, and the action taken thereupon. appointments to office of those who were taking an active
The petitions forwarded to Ottawa, prior to 1880, as mon- part in the movements of 1884. There was Louis Schmidt, the
tioned by Mr. Montour at the meeting held by Father secretary of the Riel invitation meeting, appointed an assist-
André, which was reported in a newspaper. The corres- antland agent; Mr. Dumais was offered the position of Indian
pondence with Bishop Grandin referred to in bis speech instructor; Mr. Isbester's case; and that of Gabriel Dumont.
on the 5th February, 1884, which I road last Session. I also said that, during that summer, I had reason to
Bishop Grandin said: believe that amongst the unofficial persons who yet were

clothed with great authority and responsibility in this mat-"As to the other propositions, I have bnsied myself already for a certhed who gortauthorityd wtreonsiblitmluti at-long lie with these in your special interest. I have put u p> th ter, sud who communicated with the Government, was
Federal Government ail possible pressure to obtain justice ; I have even Bishop Grandin. I believed, ho wrote more than once,
obtained promises which I believed to be official, but which I have the saying, in substance, that the half-breeds were greatlypain of seeing to-âay forgotton. I have feit the same discontent which dissatisfied; that ho and his clergy were losing all influenceyou have also feit, and I have not failed to complain upon the subject with them; that they were no longer respected; that they
at hîgh quarters." ihtoa htte eenolne epce htte

were frequentiy accused of having no roal sympathy with
The report of Col. Houghton in the summer of 1884, referred the half-breeds and their grievances; that it was said that,
to in the Militia report, a part of the facts contained in which on the contrary, the clergy's sympathy was always sure to
wero disclosed in the Winnipeg Sun. Tho letter of Bishop be with the Government; adding, that unless a prompt
Grandin to the First Minister in the summer of 1884; that settlement of their just claims was affected, serions troubles
letter which I asked ab>ut last Session, and the existence of were sure to come soon; and pointing out that the half-
which has since been proved by the letter of Bishop Grandin breeds being the link between the whites and the Indians,
to Archbishop Taché, which I read, iuwhich the bishop says it was important that all cause of dissatisfaction should be
that learning the archbishop is desireus of getting copies of removed, as if trouble should arise with the half-breeds, it
the letters ho wrote to members of the Government, ho sends would spread to the Indians, and the consequences would be
to him copies. The letter of Bishop Grandin to the Minister of terrible. I stated that I had reason to believe, also, from other
Public Works in the summer of 1884. The directions, and information, tbat Archbishop Taché himself wrote, that Mr.
aclion thereon, as shown by Pearce, on 19th September, 1883, McDowell wrote, that Father André and others wrote, and

Mr. BLÂBE.
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I could hardly believe otherwise than that Mr. Duck and Mr.
Pierce wrote. Thon, there was Sheriff Chapleau, who was
interviewed in the fall of 1884, and expressed his opinion
of the condition of things. There was also Judge Rouleau,
who wrote twice to Mr. Dewdney about the disaffection of
the half-breeds, urging prompt redress, and Mr. Dewdney
answered that ho had forwarded his letters and urged
p rompt settlement. That in the latter part of 1884 Judge
Rouleau wrote to the First Minister himself, directly and
strongly on the question. I said that after the July sitting of
the North-West Council, Judge Rouleau,Mr.Hayter Reed,and
Mr. Forget went to Duck Lake. The ostensible mission of
the first two was to select the site for a court, and that of
Mr. Forget to inspect ferries and schools; but according to
my information, their main object was to ascertain the feel-
ing of the half-breeds on the situation, and certainly, if it
was not, it ought to have been, after all the warnings the
Government had received. A report of this mission was, Ibe-
lieved, made Lo Lieutenant-Governor Dewdney, and through
him to the Government, that there existed considerable dis-
satisfaction, which might lead to serious consequences,
unless promptly remedied, and the views of Bishop Grandin,
and probably of Father André and others, were, as-I believed,
obtained. But none of these papers have been communi-
cated to us. I had also been informed that Mr. Forget has
stated that Mr. Dewdney had repeatedly warned the Gov-
ernment, and could clear himself from the heavy load of
responsibility which unquestionably devolved upon him if
he did not give any warning. Where are these warnings ?
Thon there are the missing Mounted Police reports, some of
which are proved to exist, by the statements I have made,
and there is the missing report of Col. loughton, the exis-
tence of which I have proved, and then, in the month of Octo-
ber, as I pointed out, Governor Dewdney himseli visited St.
Albert and various places near that country, perhaps, not in
the immediate neighborhood of the disturbed region, but a
neighborhood which would give him naturally the opportun-
ity of communication with men of great importance, and I
could hardly conceive that after that visit ho should not
have acquired and communicated much information.
Then there is the report of Lieutenant-Governor Dewdney
as to his evil reception by the half-breeds in this very
district, which, I believe, is referred to by Bishop Grandin
in one of the letters which the Government declines to
bring downi There is the report of Lieutenant-Governor
Dewdney on his visit to Edmonton and Stobart, in October,
1884. There is the correspondence with the resolutions of
the meeting at Moosomin, in December, 1884, whichi I
proved last Session by the authority of the local paper;
thore is the correspondence as to the memorial under sig-
nature in 1884 and 1885, of which a copy was sent down
to the Government, it appears, though the original docu-
ment had not reached them before the rebellion; there is
the answer to Mr. Hall's letter to Mr. Deville in
February, 1884, the answer of the Chief Inspector of
Surveys to the Secretary of the Interior Department, and
the letter of the latter to Mr. Pearce, indicated in his letter
to Pearce of February, 1884; there is the communication of
Lieutenant-Governer Dewdney on which the telegram of the
Minister of the Interior of the 4th February, 1885, was
sent; there are the orders to Governor Dewdney and others
to inform the half-breeds, and the action thereon. There is the
report of the Deputy Minister of the Interior of the 9th of
May, 1884, on the settlement of the claims of the Manitoba
half-breeds. I stated last Session, and it is established that,
on the 9th May, 1884, the Deputy Minister of the Interior
reported as to the proved claims of the Manitoba half-breeds,
and recommended their settlement, but it was only on the
26th April, 1885, that action was taken on that report.
There is the report of the same officer of March, 1885, on
the same subject. There are the letters of Bishop Grandin
referred to in Sir John Maodonald's reply to me on thO 10th

July, 1885, and the answers thereto. On the 16th July, I
asked:

" Whether the Government received any, and if so, how many com-
mnnications, and at what dates, from Bishop Grandia, relating to North-
West affairs, and not brought down?'

Sir John Macdonald said:

" There is no correspoudence of record lu the Department of the Inte-
rior from Bishop Grandin since that which he addressed to Mr. Laird, in
1876, already laid on the Table of the House, except a communication
dated the 19th March, 1882, in which he saks for assistance In the con-
struction of a hospital, a subsidy for the hospital, and help for the
orphanages, and on. (not dated) received on the 30th September, 1882."

Then ho added:

"II may as well say there are a great many letters, I1daro say, addres-
sed to individual members of the Government, which are not considored
official "-

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell), Hear, hear.
Mr. BLAKE-

"but they will be collated as fast as they can be "-

Cheered too soon; quite too soon; botter wait till the full
stop comes before cheering--
" but they will be collated as fast as they can be, and laid on the Table
of the House at the beginning of next Session."

The House has begun. The House has gone on. The col-
lation, I presume, has taken place. But the collation,
when it took place, was not to the taste of the hon. gen-
tlemen before whom it was set, and they determined that
they would not set it before us, as they did not like the
taste of it themselves. So there were a great many letters
addressed to individual members of the Governmont, which
were to be collated as fast as possible and laid on the Table
of the House at the beginning of this Session, not one of
which has been brought forward. What is the meaning
of a pledge made by the First Minister of the country to
Parliament assembled, and violated in this fashion ? What
reason is there for it ? What excuse is thore for it ? It is
a sacred pledge which is thus violated. The hon. gentle-
man says it is not in the interest of the country to produce
these letters. le dare not produce Bishop Grandin s letter
to the First Minister-the public interest would forbid' it,
because it would prove that le had neglected his duty. Ie
dare not produce Bishop Grandin's letter to himself or Mr,
Jackson's letter. The public interesta, forsooth, forbid it; it
would damage the country, because it would damage the
hon. gentleman's hold upon the country.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). It will not benefit yours very
much.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mir. BLAKE. We must give every excuse to the

prisoner on trial. Thon I asked, on the same 6th July last:
" Whether the Government addresued any and if o, how many com-

municatios, and at what date, to Bishop drandin, relating to North-
West affaira, and not brought down ? "

Sir John Macdonald says that, in reply to his letter of 1882,
the Bishop was informed that instructions had been given
for the survey of lands in the settlenient; but we did not
get the letter, though Sir John Macdonald states that it is in
existence and states, in some part, its purport. Then there
are the letters referred to, in answer to my question, by the
hon. Acting Minister of the Interior, the present Minister
of Finance, I asked:

" Whether the Government received any, and if so, how many com-
munications from inhabitants of St. Albert, Edmonton or Fort Sas-
katchewan, through Father Leduc and Mr. Maloney, in the winter of
1883, not brought down-whether the Government received any, and if
so, how many communleations from Fauter Leduc and Mr. Kaloney, or
either of themi, on the samle subjects, not brought down ? "

The Minister gives an account of these letters and papers,
which are intimately connected-though they oonoerned
direetly the diatrict of St. Albert and tat neighborhood-
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with the general management and conduct of the Govern-
ment in North-West affairs, and also had indirectly to do with
the management of the business as to the river lots and
surveys in the other districts. They are not brought down,
although their existence is admitted. Then I a>ked:

"Whether any answers were given, not brought down, to any, and
if so, to which of the letters or memorials on the subjeet of North-West
grievances, which have been brought down ? and at what date were
such answers given ? "
The hon. Minister answered:

" The answer to that question bas not been prepared. Many of these
questions invoive a search in the whole De artment for letters and
papers, and they involve a great deal of time.p'
So that there is no allegation that there are no answers'
though, mark you, this was a search in their own letter books,
because what I was asking was what answers are there in
your own books to papers you have roceived. The Depart-
ment had not had time to find the answers which were
given by the Government to papers which they had brought
down to Parliament, so as to answer my question in July
last They have not since had the time-yes, they
have had the time, but they find the publie interests require
that they should not bring down the answers. Then there
is the reply of Mr. Deville to Father Vegreville of the 15th
February, 1884, mentioned by the acting Minister of
Interior on the 16th July, 1885, as existing; the details of
the action on the petition of the 19th November, 1883,
from St. Louis de Langevin; the answer of Mr. Burgess of
the 6th May, 1885, to Mr. Schmidt, which the acting Minis-
ter of Interior stated had been sent on that day; the dates
and correspondence connected with the transmission of the
plans of the neighborhood of St. Laurent; the communica-
tions of Lieutenant-Governor Dewdney referred to by the
First Minister on the 16th July, 1885. I then asked :

"Did the Government call on Governor Dewdney for any information
as to the state of things with reference to the half-breeds in the Sas-
katchewan region, in 1884 or in January or in February or early March,
1885, and if so, when? bid the Government receive any communica-
tion from Governor Dewdney on the subject; and if so, when ?"

The First Minister said:
"I do not know that there have been any special calls on Governor

Dewdney on behalf of the Government for information. It is Governor
Dewdney's duty to give full information on everything affecting affaira
in his jurisdiction, and he bas been in continual communication with
the Government, or individual members of the Government, on this
subject."

Now, one of the charges against the Government is, that
they were warned and did not act. We know that Gover-
nor Dewdney, who ought to have had the information, hae
been inl "continual communication" with them, but the
public interest prevents these communications from being
brought down 1 Then the papers referred to by the First
Minister, in reply to my question on the same day:

" Did the Goverument call on any of the officials in the North-West,
and if so, on which and when during 1884 or 1885, or information as to
the state of things with reference to the half-breeds in the Saskatchewan
region? Did the Government receive any communication from any of
the officials in the North-West during 1884 or 1885 as to the state of
things with reference to the half-breeds in the Saskatchewan region and
if so from whom and when ?

" Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Government and several of the
Departments have been in active correspondence with the various
officials in the North-West as to the state of affaira with referenoe to the
half-breeds in the Saskatchewan regions, and other matters af'ecting
the North-West. Some of these communications are in the Department,
and some are not. They will be brought down."

But they are not brought down, and now we are told that the
public interest prevents their being brought down, so that
materials for a judgment are denied to us. Thon, Sir, the
answer of the First Minister to Father André's letter of
the 16th January, 1883 ; I asked was any answer sent, and
he replied :

" I am not quite prepared to answer that question, neither au to the
roeipt of the letter nor as tgthe answer."

Mr, BLAU,

He did not know even that the letter had been sent, and I
pointed out to him that he had brought the letter down and
read it. He said that was all right, but as to the answer
ho was not prepared to say, and the public interest, I sup-
pose, prevents the auswer from being brought down. So
with reference to the answer to his letter to Father Vegre.
ville of about the same time. Then the report of Major
Crozier mentioned in that of the 27th July, 1884, unless
brought down, and I am not certain whether that is
amongst the papers brought down, because it is not identi-
fied, but if it be not amongst them, that also ought to be
brought down. Then the communioations from various per-
sons mentioned in reply to me on the same day by the
Governuient. I asked:

" Had the Government received, before the outbreçk, any communi-
cation as to the half-breed matter containing the views of Mr. Forget,
Mr. Hayter Reed, Judge Rouleau, Father André, Mr. L. Olarke, r.
McDowell, Bishop McLean, or any other prominent citizen of the
North-West Territory.

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. Very probably communications have
been received from some, if not all, of those gentlemen. Those received
will be brought down."

But they are not brought down, and now we are told the
public interest prevents their being brought down. Then
there are other communications to the Minister of Public
Works mentioned on the same day in his reply to me, in
which ho acknowledged the recepts of a communication
from Mr. Jackson. Then there are required papers show-
ing the facts asserted by the First iMinister on the 26th
March, 1885, in this louse, relating to, 1, the plan of
survey; 2, the information conveyed to the half-breeds
that they would keep or get théir lands according to their
custom ; 3, the frauds alleged to be attempted by tho Metis;
4, the claims which had been settled at that date; 5, the
small residue, about 50, which alone remained unsettled,
for which this commission was appointed; 6, the attempts
to get a sick gentleman to accept the commission and his
name; 7, the action between January and March as to the
commission; 8, the course taken by the Government to
assure the people from door to door that their rights would
be respected, that not an acre would be taken from them,
and that their possession was as good as a deed; 9, the
reports on the "litigated claims " between half-breed and
half-breed. These are some of those papers which were
called for last Session, their obligation to bring down the
most important of which was admitted by the Government
last Session, their intention to bring down which was stated
last Session, their promise and pledge, to bring down which,
at the opening of this Session, were given last Session, and
now in the sixth week of the Session, we are told the duty
has been fully performed, and that we are to have no more
papers.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). For an hon. gentleman who
declares that ho does not know the secrets of the prison
house and therefore cannot identify the papers he wants, I
think his speech will rather astonish this House and the
country. The hon. gentleman, after commencing by telling
us that ho had not a knowledge that would enable him to
specify.the particular papers ho requires, has given us a
long list of papers that ho says ought to be before the House
but which are not before the House. Now, Mr. Speaker,
you will be rather astonished to learn tbat some of the most
important of these, at any rate, are contained in this book,
the Sessional Papers of 1885. I take, for instance,
almost the last one to which ho refers, the correspond-
ence between Father Vegreville and Mr. Deville,
and I find that the letter of Father Vegreville is here, dated at
Prince Albert, 19th January, 1885, in reference to surveys.
I find Mr. Deville's answer to that, in which ho suggests
the manner in which the surveys may be carried out; I find
a lotter of Mr. Hall to the commissioner at Winnipeg, indi-
cating that the Minister approved of that mode of carrying
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them out, and that instructions would be given accordingly.
Now, that is one illustration of the manner In which the
hon. gentleman has been dealing with the Hlouse in connec-
tion with this matter. Thon ho tells us that the report of
the proceedings of the meeting at Battleford, sent by Mr.
Lawrence Clarke, are not to be found.

Mr. BLAKE. No, I did not.

Mr, WHITE. Well, Mr. Speaker, I certainly would like to
know what the hon.gentleman did say. If ho meant the meet-
ing at Prince Albert, then that report is here; if ho meant
the meeting at Battleford, that report is here. But, Sir, the
remarkable thing about it is that in relation to that meeting
at Prince Albert, one of the finest passages in the speech of
his hon. colleague, the hon. member for Quebec East
(Mr. Laurier), in a former debate-if I may be permitted
to allude to a former debate-had relation to a return
brought down regarding that very meeting at Prince
Albert, which the hon. gentleman tells us we have not
brought down. Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman, last year,
made a statement, after a number of returns were brought
down here, in which ho gave a list of papers which ho said
were not included in them. I owe to the House an expla.
nation of the reason why certain papers were laid upon the
Table here to-day. As will appear from the papers them-
selves, if any one will look at them, they were prepared
and signed by the Secretary of State in the monte of June
last. They were sent to the House here, and I believe they
were in the Clerk's office for a while, but they never
appeared to have been formally presented to Parliament.
They were shown to me sometime ago, and I looked through
them casually to compare them with the papers which
were brought down and which are printed in this book. I
found a good many of them-this very letter, for instance,
of Father Vegreville, this correspondence of Mr. Deville
and other matters of that kind, were precisely the same as
had been brought down, and I assumed that the papers, as in
fact was thecase as to some of these papers brought down,
were brought in the other returns, and that some mistake
had occurred, by which these papers had not been laid upon
the Table of the House. It was only to-day that the Deputy
Minister informed me that a careful examination and com-
parison showed that aHl the papers contained in this return
brought down to-day were not contained in former returns,
and I therefore brought them down the earliest moment
that I could after this information had been communi-
cated to me. Now, Sir, I obtained from the Deputy
Minister to-day a statement which was substantially pro-
pared last year, and was on a paper attached to the papers
which I submitted to the House to-day. As it was some-
what argumentative in its character I felt, and I am sure
the House will agree with me, that it would hardly do to
submit to Parliament a elaborate argument against a speech
delivered in Parliament by the leader of the Opposition,
from the Deputy Head of a Dapartmont, and I asked that
there might be a simple statement made as to the papers
which the hon. gentleman asked for last year, and which
are not included in these returns. I find the result to be
this :

PAPERS REPERRED TO BY MR. BLAKE
AS SOT BROUGHT DOWN.

Petition from the half-breeds
early in 1878, that was sent through
Governor Laird in the summer of
1878.

EXPLANATION.

Oopy cf petition trom half-breed
residents of St. Laurent, dated 1st
February, 1878; copy of letter from
Hoi. Mr. Laird (then Lieutenant
Governor of the North-West Terri-
tories), under cover of which such
petition waitransmitted erthe
Hon, Mr. Mills, then Minster of
the Interier, and a copy ofthe reply
to the said petition by Mr. Mille,
are attacbed to supplementary
return herewith.

I may say that so.far as this Government is conoerned we
certainly had no interest whatever in withholding papers
that passed between persons in the North-West and the
late Government. I am inclined to think we were rather
interested in bringing them down-as many of them as we
possibly could bring-as many as we could find-and the
robability is that some not asked for may perhaps come
own yet, and I do not know that the hu. gentleman will

maintain that we had any motive for holding them back.
If the hon. gentleman will apply to one of' his late col-
leagues in another place, and particularly read the letter
of Father Lacombe addressed to him-perhaps if he got
that letter read he would find that what I state is correct,
that we, at all events, had no interest in keeping back
letters of that kind. The return mentioned in the memo-
randum was prepared last year, and cornes down now, and
I do not think one hon. gentleman will find from it that we
had any intereet in keeping it back.

Statement not brougbt down
as tob the Order in Council of 19th
of October, 1882.

Shown by report of Mr. Lind-
say Russell of the 28th of April,
1883, that there had been urgent
applications for speedy titles ;
these applications are not brought
down.

copy oftbe Order in Coun>il of
oranctober, 182, and copy of

m(morandurn upon which auch
Order is based are attached to sup-
plementary return herewith, ai-

toghthey do flot relate to the
dcaims of half-breeds or other set-
tiers at Prince Albert.

There are no applications from
settlers in Prince Albert District
other than those of which copies
bave already been sent down in
the said return.

They are already in the papers submitted to the lHouse:

The assistant agent, it appears
by letter of the 19th of September,
1883, was ordered to take eviden-
ce of French half-breed claims,
no report of his action brought
down.

Agent ordered to discontinue
taking entries from Frenchli alf-
breeds until specially instructed.
No paper as to such instructions
ordered."

Letters of 17th July, and 25th
of July, 1883, alluded to in letter
of 16th October, 1883."

Order in Council, 7th June, 1883.

The instructions given by Mr.
Pearce to the agent at PIince
Albert, referred toi n Mr. Pearce's
letter of the 19th September, 1883,
to the Commissioner of Dominion
Lande,.in refernce to the settle-
niet of clains of French half-breeds
at St. Lawrent, are embodied in his
letters of the 10th and 16th of Octo-
ber, 1883, addressed to said agent.
A copy o! each of ihwe two letters
and a copy of the Secretary's letter
of i9th November, 1883, ta lie Coi-
missioner on the samie subjct were
ineluded in the returu.

These two letters of the 17th
July, and 28th (not 25th) contain
no r( ference to claims to lands at
Prince Albert or in its vicinity,
.opies of the sane, however, and of
letters in answer to which they are
written are furniebed herewith.

Copy of the Order in Council
attached hereto. It is merely an
Urder appointing \!r bLindsay Rus-
selI, Suiveyor General, and a memo-
randum to that effect was contained
in the return.

Then there is a statement that the date on the telegram is
not given; but that is not a matter on which the fato of a
Government should depend :

Date of telegram from Mr. eearce,
Prince Albert, to Deputy Minister
not given.

Date cf letter from Mr. Hall to
Mr. Deville not given, and reply
from Mr. Hall to Mr. Deville not
brought down.

The t-legramu referred to was not
dated when r ceived hy Department,
but in the oeputyhMinister's reply,
dated 121h of March, 18,4 whieh le
the letter immediately afterwards
referrd to by Mr. blake. It in
stated that it is received here cn the
23rd of February.

Lette r frcm Mr. Hall to Mr.
Devi le also written on the 12th of
Marcb, 1884. Reply from Mr.
Deville bears the same date. Copy
attached herewith.
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Mr. Pearce's report of March

12th, 1884-decision upon it not
given.

No papers brought down in re-
ference to resurvey or survey of
lands at Stobart, Duck Lake and
South Branch of Saskatchewan.

Letter from head office to
agent, dated 14th January, 1879,
as to survey of river lots.

Petition f rom settlers as to river
frontasge and Min ister's reply there-
to not brought down.

Agent's letter of Ilth March,
1882, asking on behalf of settlers
for a river lot survey not brought
down ; nor the reply thereto.

Letter to the agent at Prince
Albert relative to opening of land
office not brought down. (2nd
August, 1881.)

Letter to agent covering in-
structions of January, 1882, not
brought down.

Resolutions sent by Hon. Law-
rence Clarke to Minister, of 8th
October, 1681, not brought down,
nor letter from Mr. Clarke.

Letter of 22nd November, 1881,
in reply to Bon. Lawrence Clarke,
not brought down.

Mr. WaiTn (Cardwell).

Mr. Pearce's report did not ap.
pear to call for a solution of the
question as to half-breeds and
ndians therein raised.
An examination of the repori

shows that Mr. Pearce clearly sel
forth that equal or nearly equal
privileges could be given as a resuli
of subsequent occupation and resi-
dence.

That suggestion received the same
approval from the Minister as did
the other suggestions contained in
said report.

Papers regarding the survey of
the lands referred te were in use
in connection with another return
for Parliament at the time the
Prince Albert papers were brought
down.

A copy of a letter from the Rev.
Père Vegreville, dated 19th Janu-
ary, 1884, addressed to the Chief
Inspector of Surveys, Mr. Deville,
a copy of a letter from Mr. Deville
to the Deputy Minister, dated 14th
February, 1884, enclosing copy of
the said letter of the 19th January,
1884; a copy of the Secretary's
letter te the CommiEsioner, and a
copy of the Secretary's letter to
Mr. Deville, acknowledging receipt
of letter of 14th February are at-
tached hereto.

The correspondence does not shew
that the settlers at Duck Lake were
expecting a resurvey.

This letter to agent at Prince
Albert correctly embodied in Mr.
Pearce's report, as is shown by
copy of letter attached to supple-
mentary return.

There is no trace of the petition
said to have been handed Mr. Rus-
sell and referred to by Mr. Pearce.

The Deputy Minister is informed
by Mr. Pearce that this petition is
aleged to have asked for a rectan-
gular .urvey, and not a river lot
survey.

Mr. Pearce's report contains ex-
actly what was stated in agent's
letter cf 1lth March, 1882, and also
contents of the reply from this
Department.

A copy of each is attached t the
supplementary return herewith.

A, copy of Mr. Pearce's letter of
the 17th January, 1884, is alao at-
tached te the supplementary re-
turn.

The other correspondence here-
with between the Secretary, the
Chief Inspecter of surveys and the
Commissioner of Dominion Lands
shows the action upon Mr. Pearce's
letter.

Mr. Pearce's report correctly
states in effect the contents of the
head office letter of the 2nd August,
1881. Copy of such letter attached
herewith.

The circular containing the regu-
lations of January, 1882, a copy of
which is herewith attached, was
sent to the agent at Prince Albeit,
as to aIl the other agents by parcel
post. No letter cf instructions was
necesary.

Mr. Pearce's report contains a
copy of the seven resolutions passed
at Prince Albert on 8th Octcber,
1881.

The said repoit also givs sub-
stance of the reply from ibis De-
partment. (Copy attached to re-
turn herewith.) Oa comparing
copy of resuiution3 (opy on return
berewitb) and copy et the reply,
22nd Noven ber uf that year, the
report will be found to be strictly
accurate.

Letter of 14th April, 1882, not
brought down.

APRIL 5,

Also fully stated in effect in Mr.
Pearce's report. The material por-
tion being word for word. (opy
on return herewith.) It was not
however observed in transmitting
the return that Mr. Pearce had not
quoted Mr. Olarke'a letter of the
25th January, to which that letter
was in reply. The omission is now
made good.

Letter of lst of August, 1884,
from Mr. Walsh to the Minister, in
which reference is made of a letter
from Minister. This letter il not
brought down.

The letter referred to was a private
letter from the Minister to the
Deputy Minister, dated 22nd of May,
a copy of which is on return here-
with.

A private letter from the Deputy Minister, dated the 22nd
of May, a copy of which is in the return herewith, although
it was a private letter, it is now brought down. 1Eow, this
explanation will show that so far as the complaints made
by the hon. gentleman last year were concerned, in so far
as this House could have any knowledge whatever of the
papers which he desired, all those papers were either con-
tained in the return bronght down last year, and are to be
ound in the printed Sessional Papers of last year, or they
are now on the Table of the House for the use of the hon.
gentleman, and I can tell the hon. gentleman that if ho
will examine them carefully, he will find that there is in
them nothing whatever that could add to the case against
the Government, which the hon. gentleman made out of
the papers which were brought down last year. What one
is astonihed at, Mr. Speaker, after his seven hours speech
last year, based upon the papers that were brought down
by the Government, a speech in which the Government
were declared to have been responsible for the outbreak in
the North-West, after the papers were brought down,
which they themselves laid on the Table-that after all
this, we should now have the hon. gentleman
telling us that he has not "the secrets of the
prison house," and therefore he is not able to tell us
what papers he requires to have; and he follows that up
with a list of papers, including even the private corres-
pondence addressed by reverend gentlemen and others in
the North-West, to members of the Government, which he
declares have not been brought down, and declaies are
necessary for the information of the House. With regard
to some of those papers, as, for instance, the correspondence
with Father Leduc and Mr. Maloney, which hoe says would
indicate that the Government had been remise in their duty
with regard to the requests of these gentlemen,-all I can
say is, that, as I have already stated, the officers of the
Di partmeut did not consider that matters which arose at
Edmonton, and related entirely to surveys at Edmonton,
could fairly c:>me within the scope of a motion relating to
affairs at St. Albert and the adjoining districts. There may
be a difference of opinion on that point, but as there are two
motions askirg for that correspondonce, if the Hlouse will
consider those motions as passed, I have only to state that
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Mr. Pearce's letter of 12th March, Nothing in Order from House
1884, in reference to claims at calling for correspondence regard-
Battleford and Edmonton not ing claims at these places.
brought down.

I may say that the officers of the Department did not
consider that matters at Edmont.on were included in a
motion for papers iD regard to matters at Prince Albert.

Telegram from Mr. Burgess, 7th No approvalnecessary. Schedules
April, 1884: No information given were furnished to office here in order
as to approval of the schedules that patents due under each class
referred to. mentioned might be duly prepared.

Telegram from Mr. Hall to Mr. Telegram of Mr. Hall of 7th May
Walsh, to which latter replied 7th and one from Deputy Minister of let
May, 1884, not brought down. of August following now forwarded.

If that gentleman can find anything in this last which is of
a character to have led the Government to withhold it, he
will have succeeded in discovering a mare's nest such as no
one else has possessed bimseolf of.
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thoy are being copied At this moment in anticipation of
those motion&, and I can assure the hon. gentleman
that we will only b. too glad to bring down that corres-
pondence, and when it is brought down, it will be found
that neither Father Leduc nor Mr. Maloney made any
reference whatever to thesurveys at St. Louis de Langevin,
but that on the contrary, their mission had entire relation
to land matters at Edmonton; end so far as their represen-
tations referred to land matters, they were every one yielded
at once in accordance with the requests they made. These
papers like other papers from the North-West, included a
number of other matters-matters that are esbjects of dis-
cession in relation to public policy, qufestions of the bay
privilege, questions of the wood dues, questions of the
reserves, questions of grants to educational institutions,
questions of seed grain, questions of grants of agrieultural
implemente, and other matters of that kin4, outside alto-
gether of the question of scrip for the extinguishment of the
Indian title and surveys of a particular class in regard to the
lands. But in so far as they related to these particular
matters in relation to which it may be said that these peo-
pie in the North-West had elaims whieh have since been
recognised, the Government yielded every one of them,
and the best proof of the statement is to be found in
this fact that when the troubles arose in the North-
West the half-breeds of St. Albert, in whose behalf
Father Leduc and Mr. Maloney came to Ottawa-tbose
half breeds did not rise in rebellion against the Govern-
ment, but on the contrary enlisted like loyal subjects
on behalf of the Government to do battle for their
Queen and country. Under these circumstances, I think
we may fairly say that the Government is not open to the
charge of concealing or keeping back correspondence
which, if produced, would militate against their position,
their character or their administrative policy and conduct
in connection with the North-West, but that on the con-
trary the correspondence -which the hon. gentleman in his
seven hours' speech of last year coutended would militate
againat the Goverument, has been brought down; and the
complaint he now makes, forsooth, is that the answers of
the Government which I think we may fairly assume
would not incriminate the Government, have not been
brought down. Why, Sir, the Government would have the
greatest possible interest in bringing down its own side of
the correspondence when it brought down the other side of
which the hon. gentleman las made so mueh. I think that
the hon. gentleman was hardly ingenuous-and I have to
be very careful in my choice of words, because I remember
that on one occasion, you, Sir, thought it was not quite
rigbt to ay that an hon, gentleman was not dealing can-
clidly with the flouse-I think the hon, gentleman was
hardly ingenuous in his statement of the position whichi
the Minister of Public Works has taken at this time. Thatj
hon. gentleman did not say, as I understood him, that we de-j
ciined to bring down any other papers; he did not say that1
all the papers which were not brought down were necessarilyj
of a confidential character. What he did say, and what every-
one must admit he said properly and worthily, was that ini
connection with matters of this kind there must be in the
very nature of things private correspondence. If we want
to get information in relation to what is going on in that
country, people who communicate with us in order that
they may do so, with the greatest possible freedom and
fuliness, musi know that they can write without fear that
some day or other, in answer to an address in Parliament,
their latters will be given to the publie and their names
exposed to the public. It is of the greatest importance-
having regard to the character of that country, having
regard to the elements of which it is composed; I mean the
largo Indian population there and the influences which
are at work, sometimes unfortunately by white men who
doe ecredit to their race and stir up diffoaulties among
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those Indians-I say it is a matter of the greates conse.
quence that Government sha be able to have from its
friend» in the North-West such communications as the
writers ean feel sure are confidential and secre, md in
relation te which their names and the matters Upon which
they write, shall never be publicly exposed. And What
the Minister of Public Works said was, that ho claimed
that the Government had the right to determine what
correspondence was confidential; to determine what cor-
respondence in the interest of the public it ws
necessary should be withheld, and that he would
take the responsibility of withholding it. I can only say
now; after this additional statement of the hon. gentleman
that this particular speech of his will be referred to the
officersof my own Department, and if they can find any
papers in the Department meeting any one of the requests
he has put here, I will consider his speech as an order of the
louse, and those papers will be brought down immediately.

We have certainly, at this stage of the proceedings, no
reason to conceal anything which is in the public archives
in relation to the affair of the North-West, and we are not
open to the imputation which the hon. gentleman was good
enough to cast on us by reading the passage feo a paim.
phet written by a former Minister of the Crown in a
moment of irritation, that we would not hesitate, if our
own interest was at stake, to destroy public documents in
our possession. The documents in this book show that
there is no disposition whatever to do that, and I can only
assure the hon. gentleman and this flouse that his speech,
so far as I am concerned, will be consider as an order of
the House, and that every paper ho asks for will be enquired
for, and if it is found in the Department, will be brought
down here for his information and for the information of
the floue at the very earliest moment at which the docu-
ments can be copied.

Mr. HALL. I believe I am correct in the statement
that, since the first Session of this Parliament, nearly four
years ago, no motion for papers has been made by any
member of the minority of this House, which has not
received the unanimous support of the flouse, although in
granting that support I am sure the flouse must often have
felt that the papers sought for were unnecessary, and the
result has frequently shown that they were not only unne-
cessary, but that they entailed a large and uselese expense on
the ecuntry, In adopting that uniform course, however, I
am sure the majority of this House have intended to convey
and have conveyed the impression to the country that
there was nothing in the administration of the Qovern-
ment, either in its ministerial or its departmental fune-
tions, which would not bear the closest scrutiny; and I am
sure that if the motion now before the flouse were for any
additional papers on any specified subject, the flouse would
again give its concurrence to that motion. But the hon,
leader of the Opposition comes before the flouse now in a
new rôle. After having exercised hie great ingenuity in pre-
paring motions in every conceivable form en every conceiv-
able subject and every sub-division of subject, he now asks
the opinion of this House to be given adversely to the Govern-
ment as to its compliance with motions made for papers, and
the exercise of its discretion in withholding certain papers.
In my opinion, there is no function of the Government in
which greater delicacy and discretion should be exercised
than in the selection or withholding of those papers which
have come into its hands in a confidential manner in on-
nection with such a subject as that of the North-West; and
in the face of the liberality which has been uniformly
shown by this flouse and by the Government in regard to
motions for papers, I am sure that the sentiment of this
liOuse is that the Government has discharged its duty
faithfully and well in this respect. Thorefore I move in
amendment te the motion:
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That aIl the words after "that" be replaced by the following:
"This House is satisfied with the declaration of the Government that
all papers relating to North-West affaira throwing light on the situ-
ation prior to, during, and subsequent to the late rebellion, which have
been asked for, and which can properly be produced, have been laid
before the House, and the House accepta the assurance of the Govern-
ment that all farther papers of that character will be brought down
when called for or required."

Mr. DAVIES. Before the amendment was moved by
my hon. friend I was going to make a few remarks in reply
to the speech made by the hon. member for Cardwell (Mr.
White). Very few will question the liberality with which
the Government in most cases assent to motions for papers
made by members of this House. I do not understand
that the complaint made by the leader of the Opposition is
that he has moved for papers and that his motions have
been rejected. His complaint is that while motions are
made by members of the Opposition for important papers
throwing light on one of the most important episoles of
our history, while the House endorses those motions, and
orders the departmentai officers to make the returns, the
orders of the House and the pledges made fronï time to
time by Ministers have been wilfully violated. It is not a
question of liberality in granting motions; it is a question
whether the Government carry out the instructions of the
House; and the complaint the leader of the Opposition
makes to-day is in that regard, and in that regard almost
alone. The hon. member for Cardwell attempted to show
that his leader in the House did not express himself to the
effect that all the papers which were deemed important
should be brought down. I so understood him. But there
is no use of cavilling now, because the Minister of the In-
terior has thrown him over, and has made a promise that
the papers demanded by the leader of the Opposition will
be brought down. Bat when we look at the conduct of the
Government in this matter we cannot but come to the
conclusion that that conduct deserves the severest repre-
hension, and why? Every one of these papers was mon-
tioned by the leader of the Opposition before Parliament
when he made his motion; the Government had notice
then that le required these papers. They knew, moreover,
that there was great anxiety felt in this House and through-
out the country to ascertain what degree of responsibility'
rested on the Government for the outbreak in the North-
West. They were charged with gross dereliction of duty
and inattention to the wants and demands of the half.
breeds, and with practioally causing that rebellion which
cost so much blood and treasure; and the country awaited
with no small degree of interest the time when they would
put themselves on their defence, and place the House and
the country in possession of the records relating to the
transactions which took place before the rebellion, but,
they did not do that. More than that, what the hon.
gentleman complains of, and has a right to complain of, is

.not only that e made a demand for papers, but that
the leader of the Government officially promised that they
would be brought down, and they have not been brought
down. We have been told that we have certain papers,
which are put in the form of a blue book, relating to the
North-West, and the hon. gentleman says he does not
believe that any member of the House, except the leader of
the Opposition, has read them. The hon. gentleman is
greatly mistaken. Many members have read them with
an anxions desire to come to some conclusion as to the con-
duet of the Government; and these papers, so far as one
can judge, have been arranged, not chronologically or in
such a way that the House can understand them, but they
appear to have been arranged for the deliberate purpose of
misleading.

Mr. WHI'E (Cardwell). Hear, hear.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman cheers ironically,
but he wili find returns in the first pages and at the end of

Mr. IHLL.

the book, connected with each other, and between them are
other papers that have nothing to do with them.

Mr. WIlTE (Cardwell). The Parliament has nothing to
do with the printing.

Mr. BLAKE. They are printed the way they are brought
dowr.

Mr.
man's

Mr.1
Mr.1

friendî
which 1

WHITE (Cardwell). They were in the hon. gentle-
hands for weeks.
BLAKE. They were not; I got them copied.

DAVIES. Does the hon. gentleman say my hon.
altered the date of the papers or the position in
they were? Was it his duty to arrange them?

Mr. WHITE. Not at all.

Mr. DAVIES. Anybody who takes up that book has to
spend hours and hours to get an accurate or clear idea of
the papers contained and their relation to each other.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). What I mean is this. When
a Department brings down papers to the House, the
papers go to the Journal office, -and after they pas.
into the hands of the Journal clerks, who detach them and
count them, they go to the printers and appear in the form
in which they went to the printers, and the Department
cannot be held responsible for that, because the papers have,
since they left the Department, passed through a number
of hands.

Mr. BLAKE. As the hon. gentleman has referred to me
as having some share in disarranging the papers, I beg to
tell him he is not aware of the practice. The first thing
done with the returns is to send them to the Clerk's office in
order that they may be paged in red, just in the order in
which the Government brings thiem down, and it is under
these pages they are arranged and printed.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). That is not so.
Mr. DAVIES. That being so, we have here the acknow-

ledgment of the present head of the Department that the
arrangement is simply disgraceful. The hon. gentleman
nods his assent, and any hon. gentleman who spends hours
trying to master these papers will find out my statement is
not exaggerated.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). It is quite true.
Mr. DAVIES. The manner in which Parliament is

treated is disgraceful. Do the blue books brought down to
the Imperial Parliament appear with their contents arranged
in such disorder, so that you cannot find out where the
answer to a given letter is ? Not at all, they are arranged
in chronological order for the use of the House. These
appear to have been brought down for the purpose of
mystifying members in an important matter of this kind. In
placing the record of facts before the House and the people,
on which the people are asked to judge, not only have the
Government deliberately withheld papers, not only have
they violated the solemn promise their leader made last
Session, but if the statement of the MIinister of the Interior
is correct, if he asks any man in this House or out of it to
believe in the accuracy of his statement that the papers
brought down would clear the Government, he takes a
singular method of convincing them, by bringing down
the papers and having them printed in such a manner that
no one can understand them without taking an infinity of
trouble. No Government in England would venture to
take such a course.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Have they got a printing com-
mittee in England?

Mr. DAVIES. I do not care whether they have or not.
That does not alter the fact that these papers should have
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been arranged, printed and brought down 80 that an ordi
nary member of the Eouse could understand them. When
they are brought down they are in manuscript, so that only
one member can use them at a time. The manner in which
those papers have been brought down and others deliber-
ately withheld cannot but lead to the conclusion that it is
not the intention of the Government to throw light on the
question or to disclose the important facts; but as far as
possible to bide them. The hon. gentleman has read a
reply prepared in bis Department to the demand made by
the leader of the Opposition last year, and he bas told us
that this reply is a reply to the speech made by the leader
of the Opposition to-day.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Not at all.
Mr. DAVIES. Let it be understood that it is only a

memorandum with reference to papers moved for in 1883,
and does not touch the papers the leaders of the Opposition
asks for, and which this House wants, in order to form its
determination as to the culpability of the Government with
respect to the rebellion. It does not touoh one of the
pledges made by the leader of the Government last Session,
when he solemnly pledged his word that when this House
opened this Session we would be placed in possession of
ail the papers. One would imagine, judging from the
tone of the hon. gentleman, judging from the airy manner
in which he addressed himself to the House, that he
was completely answering the demands of the leader
of the Opposition, whereas, in fact, he was referring
to a particular motion made in 1883, by saying that the
papers moved for then, and to which motion the House
assented, had been brought down. What wonderful prompt-
ness in bringing down in 1886 papers moved for in 1883.
Inasmuch as the hon. member for Sherbrooke (Mr. Hall)
has moved a resolution expressive of the confidence of
the House iu the ministry, and that we are satisfied
with ail the papers brought down, let us refer to the
facts. The reply of the hon. member for Cardwell
does not touch the points in issue, as may be shown
clearly. The leader of the Government said there were
many letters addressed to individual members of the
Government not strictly considered officia], which would be
collected as fast as possible and laid before the House this
Session. The hon. member for Sherbrooke (Mr. Hall) is'
satisfied that pledge should not be kept, and that this House
should proceed to determine the question of the responsibi-
lity of the Government with reference to this rebellion in
the absence of official documents, which were promised
from time to time to members of the Government in their
official capacity. More than that, we have the most impor-
tant documents of all missing, which the leader of the Oppo-
sition asked for last year, such as the official reports of the
Lieutenant-Governor of the North.West, which cannot be
considered in any sense private documents.

An hon. MEMBER. May be they are.

Mr. DAVIES. They were shown not to be private by
the express declaration of the First Minister last Session
that he would bring them down. Those documents are
necessary for the formation of a proper judgment, if hon.
gentlemen wish to form a proper judgment, and not desire
to be dragged blindly, attached to the chariot wheels of
the Government, and the House would stultify itself if it
agree to the resolution expressive of satisfaction with the
papers before the fHouse, when we know most important
officiai documents which were promised have not been and
will not be brought down. The hon. gentleman is very
hilarious. Perhaps he will not be quite so hilarious when
I repeat the statement of his leader. Mr. Blake asked:

" Did the Government receive communication of the resolution of
the North-Westr ouncil of 1884, as to the half-breed elaims, and when?
t>id they answer that communication ? If 00, when?7

"Mr. MLELAN. Yes; on the 19th August, 1884, and Bine. thon the
subjects referred to in the memorandum of the Connoll have been dealt
with at various times by the Goverument."
Are we te have no return showing how, when and why
they dealt with these imnortant matters ? Is the hon.
member for Sherbrooke (M:r. Hall) satisfied te remain in
ignorance, or had be a private peep at the papers ? We
are entitled te have those documents before us. There in a
strong feeling throughout the country, not that the House
should investigate and determine upon the question of the
Government's responsibility with reference te the execu.
tion of Louis Riel alone, but that there should be a fair and
impartial investigation of all the facts and causes of the
rebellion. We have reason to believe that the Government
are responsible for the rebellion, by their negligence,
supineness and indifference. They now keep back the
documents, and one of their supporters asks us te express
confidence in them, and not only that, but gratification that
they have kept back the documents. What is the other
information like ?

"Mr. BL&KE. Did the Government callon Governor Dewdney for any
information as to the state of things with reference to the half-breeds
in the Saskatchewan region in 1884, or in January, February, or early
in March, 1885, aud, if se, whenV'

What is the answer?
I do net know that there have been any special al e1on oernor

Dewdney on behait of the. Government for information. It Io Qovernor
Dewdney's duty to give full information on everything affectiug affaire
in his jurisdiction, and he has been in continual communication with
the Government or individual members of the Government on this
subjeot."1
Continual communication during the whole year 1884, and
during the important three months immediately preceding
the outbreak. We have none of these communications
before us, and the hon. gentleman asks us te express satis-
faction with the action of the Government. I say the louse
will be dereliet in its duty if it does anything of the kind,
and, coming from one of the hon. gentleman's intelligence
and shrewdness and general impartiality, I was no little
surprised at his moving that resolution. Then, Sir John
Macdonald goes further. le says:

'' The Government and several of the Departments have been in active
correspondenee with the various officials in the North-West, as to the
state of affairs in reference to the half-breeds in the Saskatchewan region
and other matters affecting the North-West. Some of these communtca-
tiens are in the Department and tome are not. They wili be brought
down."

They are not brought down. We have no knowledge of
them. They are documents official in their character, and
I suppose they are, therefore, at any rate, calculated to
throw the most light, trom an impartial source, upon the
causes of the outbreak, upon the grievances which led to
the outbreak; and yet we are asked to declare that we, as a
Parliament, do not wish te have the information which is
necessary in order to form a judgment, the information
which the Government promised te bring down, information
which bas not been brought down, and which I venture to
assert would throw a great deal of light upon this much
vexed question. I wiIl not weary the iouse by reading the
answers te the other questions, because they have been read
already by the hon. gentleman.

An hon. MEMBER. Hear, hear.

Mr. DAVIES. They do not appear tobe palatable to the
hon. gentleman. He does not want the information. He
is prepared to vote blind. But we are not prepared to vote
blind, and the country does not desire that we should vote
blind. I blieve the country from one end te the other is
sincerely desirous that this matter should be probed to the
bottom. I acknowledge that it is right for a Government at
timaes to withhold certain documents from the public,
but the Government have not claimed that right ia
regard te any of these important documents which, on
the contrary, they have pledged themselves te bring down ,
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They have violated that pledge.; they have not brought will bO given. My hon. friend is strong in hie assertions
them down. Even now, in the sixth week of the Session, with regard to what is done by the Government. Re
we had a declaration from the leader of the House which I declares that they have wilf£lly volated their pledges. He
think everyone understood to show an intention not to declares, or yon would think, to listen to him, any spectator
bring them down; and to endorse the action of the Govern- would believe, that of all the different requests which have

nvent, to state our gratification at that state -of things would been made, not one bas been complied with, and no pepers
Me, I think, te make ourselves supremely ridiculous. I have been brought down. If hon. gentlemen will ook
think, in this important matter, that some steps should be over the list of papers ordered by the House, and
taken to have these documeLts, if there be any of them that will thon look at those which have been brought down,
are cf a oharacter which ,might damage the public interest, they will find that a very large number of those orders
examined by an impartial committee. The Government have been complied with, and a very large number
have no right to shelter themselves behind that excuse, and of papers have been brought down. He acknowledges,
to say : " We will give you only those papers that we choose and the leader of the Opposition acknowledged, that large
to select" Can there be a fair and impartial trial of the Gov- numbers of those papers had been brought down, that large
ernment, when they, by their own showing, withhold impor. number of these papers were brought even last year;
tant documents ? Io it to be expected that they will give but ho finds fault that they are not cellated in
ns theso documents which will tell againet themselves? it the printed document as weli as they should be.
is contrary to human nature to suppose anything of that Weil, that may be a matter of blame to the Department
sort Hon.gentlemen may get a majority to whitewash the or to those who get up those papers, or it may not, but if
Government, and to bAck them up in their attempts to the papers are there I know my hon. friend has ingenuity
prevent an examination into this matter, but the people enough to hunt them out and to place them where they
of the cotsitry will-draw their own conclusions from that, will do the most good. I think tho proposition embodied
and we can draw the logical conclusion that the documents in the amendment of the'hon. member for Sherbrooke
which they withhold are those which -w:l prove their (Mr. Hall) covers the whole case. The Government has
culpability in this matter. brought down such papers as it considers can be brought

down in the public interest, and it is willing to do the same,
Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend has spoken with his usual as bas been stated over and over again. 1 do not think it

warmth, and, i may say with bis usual lack of logie. is eitber fair or logical to suppose that because papers are
Tcwards the closing part of his speech, in answer to some not brought down they therefore incriminate the Govern-
indications of dissent from him on this side of the House, ment, and that the Government do not dare to bring them
ho said that hon. gentlemen on this side of the House did down. I may say that as this discussion goes on, as this
not want any information, because they were willing to vote matter with refereLce to the North-West is sifted more and
blindly. The hon. gentleman's whole complaint, if he had more, as it will be, it will be found that the Government
ucomplaint, du ing the whole speech which he has just have not been dereliet in its duty in bringing papers down,
fin ihe-, has been that the House-and his side of the louse and that when these papers have been thoroughly examined
particulaly-had been kept in utter ignorance, and yet, they will be found not to incriminate the Governme't, but
when ho makes that assertion, in the same breath ho rather to vindicate the courbe it has taken.
declares that the Government have been culpable by their
supinenees, by their neglect, and by their acts, for causing
this rebellion, and that they must be held guilty in regard
te it. That is the hon. gentleman's logic. He is in blind-
nees, ho is in darkness, he wants more information, and yet
he began by stating that the Government had caused this
rebellion and he ended by stating more vehemently the same
thing. I leave the louse and the country to judge who
it is that is willing to vote blindly, and who it is that
is willing to act without further information. I think
uty hon. friend will admit that the Government muet be
in every case the judge as to what papers should be brought
down and what sbhould not be brought down. He will
admit also that there are different kinds of papers, and
they have been specified as this discussion has been advanc-
ing. There are papers which may be brought down in the
publie interest and others which may not, and both are pub-
lie documents which come to the Government as a Govern-
ment, and which are discussed by the Government, or which
come into the Departments as public documents addressed
to the Departmente. The Government must be the sole
judge of which of these should be brought down and which
should not be brought down in the public interest of the
oountry. Then, again, there are papers whieh come to
inembers of the Government, but to them as private mem-
bers of the Goverument, and, these being private communi-
cations, coming into the possession (if members of the Gov-
ernment individually, may be brought down or may not be
brought down; they are not neoessarily public documents,
and if the leader of the Government promised that any of
these should be collated and brought down in due time it
was rather a matter of grace than a matter of duty,
and if some have been brought down, and others are being
collated and will be brought down, h. has fulfilled his'
pledge, ·sud such papers as can obe iven have been or

Mr. DAvrS.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). The conduct of the Adminis-
tration with reference to papers having relation to North-
West affairs, bas been consistent throughout. I ast Session
everybody will recollect that it was with the greatest pos-
sible difficulty we could extract from the Goverument aiy
papers bearir;g upon that unfortunate outbreak and the
conduct of the Administration with respect to the claims of
the half-breeds. Day after day, week after week, month
after month, the hon. member for West Durham pressed
upon the First Minister. the necessity of bringing papers
down to Parliament to enable us to -discuss the causes of
the rebellion, and it was only in the closing hours of the
Session that we were able to get any papers at all, and
many of the papers with respect to the conduct of the Admin-
istration and the claims of the half-breeds, were not sub-
mitted to the House. We had last Session the extraordinary
statemerts made in the other Chamber that have been made
in this Chamber this Session; we had a late Minister of the
Interior declaring in the Senate that the half breeds
had no grounds of complaint, had no grievances, and that
there were no complaints made. Two days afterwards
we had the late Minister of Justice admitting that
between the lt January, 1879, and the 15th March, 1885,
a large number of complaints were received from the
half-breeds and others in the North-West, setting forth
their grievances, atd these papers were promised to le
brought down. We have this Session the same spectacle.
We had one Minister of the Crown intimating there were
no papers that had not been submitted to Parliamuent, and
by-and-bye verifying his argument by reading copious
extracts from documents that had not been eubmitted to
Parliament. We had another Minister of the Crown two
or three nights afterwards, declaring *that all -the ipapers
bearing upon the question had been submitted to Pgrlis-
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ment, and still frther reading copions extracta from a lamge
number of documents, not a single one of which has yet
been submitted to Parliament. W ave the leader of the
House substantially declaring that they do not intend to
bring down any more papers t Parliament, and we have the
present Minister of Interior declaring now that after hearing
the speech of the hon. member for West Durham, he will
instruct the officials in this Department to prepare all docu-
ments that they can bring down to Parliament.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). If there are any.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Are the papers there, or are
they not ? If they are, we surely ought to have them,
unless they are of the particular character that -thelast
speaker has referred to-confidential papera. Now, wfll
any sensible man tell the House that the documents referred
to by -my lon. friend are confidential documents--docu-
mente that Parliament is not entitled to soe, documents
that the people of the country are not entitled to see. Why,
Sir, we have only to state the proposition to see its absurdity.
Are those resolutions confidential that were passed at a
score of meetings held in the .North-West, just about the
spot where the outbreak took place, and where some »f the
battles were fought ? Were those resolutions passed at
Halcro's Settlement, at Lindsay's School House, at Prince
Albert, and varions other places-were they confidential
documents ? Werethe resolutions;passed at these meetings,
the petitions signed by the half-breeds.and transmitted to
this Government, confidential documents ? Wliy, Sir, they
are public documents, they are documents that we ought to
have in our possession before we are called upon to pronounce
upon the misconduct of the Administration-if there was
misconduct, as I verily believe there was. The Minister
of Marine and Fisheries charges my hon. friend with
being illogical, because, on a former occasion, both
he and others in the House declared that the Administra-
tien deserved the censure of Parliament. Well, Sir, we
believe from the documents that we have been able to
extract from the Government, that there is sufficient to
convince any reasonable man, open to conviction, that the
whole conduct of the Administration with respect to the
claims of the half-breeds for the last seven years has been
such as to deserve the censure of this Parliament. But,]
Sir, we know perfectly well that there are other documents
in the possession of this Government, and it is nonsense to
tell us that these documents, if brought down, would
exculpate the Government instead of incriminating them.
Does anybody believe that-even the Minister of:the Inter.,
ior, if lie had such documents in hie possession, would
refrain half a minute from bringing them down ? 'We:
believe that these documents are being withheld because
they would prove the guilt of this Government. My hon.
friend las 'read a list of over fifty cf these documents.
Any body who sees fit to read the evidence givenat,tie trial'
of Riel, and the papers published in the blue book for 1885,î
will see thatthere are documents not submitted to Parliament
thathave an important'bearing upon the discussion that must
take place in this Parliament, and yet these doeuments are
withheld from us. Why are they withheld from us ?
Because they will exculpateithe Government ? No, Sir, but
because the production of the documents would bring
home to this Administration their guilt in the-clearest pos-
sible way. Now, there are other documents imyrhon. frend
bas not mentioned. In tfact, they are so numerous
that they could hardly be mentioned in a speech of
an hour, documents which we believe are in the possession
of the Government, and that the Government, to this hour,-
bave not submitted to Parliament. Now, wil lithe Ion. gen-
tleman tell us that the report of Saperintendent Oroier, ôf
the 13th ofJuly, 1884, with respect to the laims of the
half-breeds, is a confidential document. It may be among
the Sessional Papers, but itVis like looking for a needle in a

hay-stack to look for a thing in that Bessional Paper. I
have gone over that book half a dozen times, and it is
very difluit to trace documents that may be t here
and ,which bear pon this question, or rather documents
that are omitted from the Sessional Papers of 1885.
Ie the report of Sergeant Brooks before the flouse? No.
There is the petition from haf-breeds of 'St. Laurent and
Batoche mentioned in the report of Su crintendent Gagnon,
and -th letter sent prier to the petition, both of which -are
mentioned in the papers, but noue of which canI find there.
Is it maintained that these are confidential documents?
Every subject has the right of petition. What were these
petitions fer? There were resolutions passed at public
meetings to petition the Government respecting elaims
against the Govern ment and regarding the treatment which
the Government had meated out to them, and the miscon-
duct of the Administration in dealing with their repeated
demands te have their wrongs redressed. Yet we are told
that every document, except those of a confidential character,
has been brought down i Where is the telegram of 21stFeb.
ruary, 1885, mentioned in the mounted police report for this
year,-and the telegram of Superintendent Gagnon, dated
13th March, 1885, also mentioned in that report ? I have
not been able to Iay my hands on them, if they are -among
the papersedsbmitted. lon. members will find in theevi&ence
given alt the trial-of Louis Riel by Father André that1nention
is -made of'several communications he had-with-the Govern-
ment. I eau only find one or ·two in the blue book, and-I
cannot find a single reply by the Governmont to a single
one of the petitions, remonstrances and resolutions sent to
them. Hon. members will find further mention of a peti-
tion sent to th. Government in pursuance of a resolution
passed at a meeting of the half breeds at Duck Lake, held
on 23rd February, 1880. I do not fand that in the papers.
Then we have a petition from the half-breeds at Prince
Albert as the result of a meeting held there on the 8th of
October, 1M8L There is also another petition in 1883
from the half.breeds at Prince Albert; also a petition
from haif-breeds at St. Catherines parish, the result
of a meeting held on 21st January, 1884. These
were referred to by the hon. -member for West
Durham. Resolutions were passed by the 'h alf-breeds
at Lindsay's School fHouse at Halcro's Settlement, in
January, 1884. Ail these were sent to the Government-;
petitions were signed by the half-breeds in pursuance of
tthe resolutions passed. These petitions, in some cases, and
resolutions in sone other cases, were transmitted to the
Government, and yet, so far as I have been able to discover,
-very-few have -been brought down. We know that upon
theuotice paper there is a motion entered by-a supporter
of the Government, and we know perfectly well that before
'he did so that supporter -of the Government must have
ascertained that the documents for which he proposes-to
ask are not before Parliament. The hon. member-for Lin-
coin (Mr. Rykert) proposes to move:

" For copies of petitions and letters from Re. H. Leduc and Daniel
Maloney, in relation to complainte of the people of Edmonton, Port
Ssakatchewan and St. Albert, and all correspondence arising ont of such
petitions."
In the evidence at the trial Father André spoke of a com-
munication sent to the Government in 1882 and -a letter
sent by him-to the-Government in 1884. Those letters, so
far as I have been able to ascertain, are not among the
papers faubmitted to Parliament. He alseo referrei te
another communication sent to the Minister of Pubtilic
Works after the rebellion broke out. That letter, so far as
1 am able te find out, je net among the papers brought
down. Why are these papers net brought down ? le it to
be said that these are confidential communications directed
to the Government,.or members of the Government, with
-relation to complaints of the half-breeds, are privilegedcom-
munications, and that the people shilal know nothing;about
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them ? The report of Colonel Irvine has been mutilated and
is not submitted in its entirety. Why was it not brought
down as it was sent by the official from the North-West ? It
ought to have been so submitted to Parliament. We, the
Opposition, have as good a right to see what it oontained as
have hon. gentlemen opposite, and, therefore, we should be
put in possession of it. I was perfectly amazed, although it
takes a good deal to surprise me in regard to state-
ments coming from the other aide of the House, at what
the Minister ol Public Works said, that all the documents
not brought down were documents which the Government
propose to treat as confidential documents, which they
would not submit to the House. I was more surprised at
the Minister of the Interior, although I need not have been
surprised, who, in an elaborate speech, undertook to lead
the country to believe that the documents which the hon.
member for West Durham wanted had been brought down
already. The hon. gentleman read a list, and declared that
he was perfectly satisfied that every order of the House
and every pledge of the First Minister had been imple-
mented. But the documents to which ho referred were not
the documents which the member for West Durham called
for. They were documents regarding claims at Prince
AIbert, documents which were asked for last year; but the
documents now brought down by the Government are
documents to which the member for West Durham made no
reference, and that is the answer we reQeive. Hon. gentle-
men opposite know that there is still a mass of documents,
comprising petitions, resolutions, remonstrances, communi-
cations fron the clergy and bishops, scarcely one of which
has been submitted up to this hour; yet, hon. gentlemen
tell us we have got all the papers they propose to give us.
I say there are other documents in the possession of the
Government which should be submitted to this louse. I
say there are documents in the Department which have not
yet seen the light of day, documente which would incrimi-
nate the Government, documents on file in the Department
of the Interior which would bring home guilt to this Admin-
istration with respect to the management of the North-West
as clear as the noon-day sun fHon. gentlemen deny it. I
offer them the only way in which to settle the dispute, and
that is to have an independent investigation. This should
take place. Are bon. gentlemen opposite afraid to have
the records tof the Departments investigated? If they are
afraid, the conclusion is simply inevitable that the state-
ment I make is correct, that the Government have docu-
ments which if produoed would satisfy any reasonable and
fair thinking man that the Government have been conceal-
ing and are now concealing from the people documents that
would bring home guilt to them. In order that this matter
may be placed boyond dispute and the Government have
an opportunity-and I desire to afford it simply in the
interest of the Government-to clean their own skirts from
this charge, and if they do that the people will be satisfied-
I will be satisfied-I propose giving them an opportunity
of relieving themselves from the responsibility and from
the odium that now attaches to the Administration by their
not producing the documents of which the hon. momber
for W est Durham has spoken, and the existence of which
has not been denied by the Government. This is a chal-
lenge I throw out to hon. gentlemen opposite. Let me see
whether they are prepared to accept it or not. I move in
amendment to the amendment:

l That all the words after the word "that " be struck out, and the
following inserted:

Mr. Blake a member of this House, having stated in hie place that
he is in formed and believes he cau prove that there are in the hands of
the Government, documenta affecting the question whether the Govern-
ment was guilty of neglect, delay and mismanagement in North-West
affairs before the rebellion; A Select Coinmittee be appointed to enquire
fully into the aaid allegations, with power to send for persons, papers
and recordo, and that the witnesses be examined on oath or affirmation,
and that the committee do report in full the evidence taken and the
paperpoduced before them and their proceedings on the reference,

r. AEoN (Haron).

and that Meurs. Bousé, Edgar, Coursol, Reriver, Ouimet, Casey, Shanly,
Mulock and Patterson (Essex) do compose the said eommittee."

House divided
Cameron, Huron.

on amendment to amendment of Mr.

Messieurs
Allen, Desjardins,
Amyot, Edgar,
Armstrong, Fisher,
Auger, Gaudet,
Bain (Wentworth), Geoffrion,
Béchard, Gigault,
Bergeron, Gillmor,
Blake, Glen,
Bourassa, Gnon,
Burpee, Harley,
Cameron (Huron), Holton,
Cameron (Middlesex), mues,Campbell (Renfrew), Ir',rle,
Cartwright(Sir Richard)Jackson,
Casey, King,
Oasgrain, Kirk,
Charlton, Landerkin,
Cockburn, Langelier,
Oook, Laurier,
Coursol, Livingston,
Davies, McOraney,

NAIs:
Messieurs

McIntyre,
mcmullen,
Mils,
Mlitche,
Mulock,
Paterson (Brant),
Platt,
Ray,
Rinfret,
Robertson (Shelburne),
Scriver,
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Springer,
Sutherland (Oxford),
Trow,Vail,'
Watson,
Weldon,
Wilson.-82.

Allison, Fortin, Montplaisir,
Bain (Soulanges), Foster, O'Brien,
Baker (Misuisquoi), Gagné, Orton,
Baker (Victoria), Gault, Ouimet,
Barnard, Gordon, Paint,
Beaty, Grandbois, Patterson (Essex),
Bell, Guillet, Pinsonneault,
Benoit, Hackett, Pope,
Bergin, Haggart, Pruyn,
Blondeau, Hall, Reid,
Bourbeau, Hay, Riopel,
Bowell, Heuson, Robertson (Hastiage),
Bryson, Hickey, Ross,
Burnham, Hilliard, Royal,
Burns, Homer, Scott,
Cameron (Inverness), Ives, Shakespeare,
Campbell (Victoria), Jamieson, Shanly,
Carhmg, Kaulbach, Small,
Caron (Sir Adolphe), Kilvert, Sproule,
Chapleau, Kinney, Stairs,
Cimon, Krans, Taschereau,
Cochrane, Landry (Kent) Tassé,
Colby, Langevin (Sir ector), Taylor,
Costigan, Lesage, Temple,
Ooughhn, Macdonald (King's), Thompson (Antigonish)
Ourran, Mackintosh, Tupper,
Onthbert, Macmaster, Tyrwhitt,
Daly, MacMillan (Middlesex), Wallace (Albert),
Desaulniers(St.Maurice)McKillan (Vaudreuil), Wallace (York),
Dickinson, MeOallum, Ward,
Dodd, McOarthy, White (Cardwell),
Dugas; McDougald (Picton), White (Bastings),
Dundas, McDougall (C.Breton), White (Renfrew),
Dupont, McGreevy, Wigle
Farrow, McLelan, Wood (Brockville),
Ferguson(Leeds & Gren)Massue, Wood (Westmoreld)
Ferguson (Welland), Moffat, Wright.-l11.

Amendment to amendment negatived.

Mr. MITCHELL. I had not an opportunity of speaking
to the amendment as I happened to come in only in time
to give my vote; and I therefore feel it to be my duty now
to justify the course I intend to pursue-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

Mr. MITCHELL Botter wait till you see if I am out of
order. Perhaps some of these hon. gentlemen would like
te speak, and if so I will reply to them. 1 believe I am in
order, Mr. Speaker?

Mr. SPEAKER. JCertainly; the hon. gentleman is in
order.

Mr. MITCIELL. I hope, these hon. gentlemen will
keep quiet. I intend to justify the course which I have
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pursued and which I intend to pursue in relation to these
motions. Hon. gentlemen in this House will recollect the
course which I took on a similar motion moved by the hon.
member for West Durham when he moved for a committee
to enquire into the administration of affaire in the North-
West lat Session. Sir, it will be recollected that he was fol-
lowed and replied to by the right hon. Premier on that occa-
sion, and that the third person who spoke in connection with
that motion was myself. I stated then that while I believed
that maladministration, arising out of the course pursued
by the right hon. Premier, when Minister of Interior
and by hie successor, Sir David MacPherson, had led to
a great deal of the trouble in the North-West, yet that in
the presence of a rebellion I would not vote to put a Govern-
ment on its trial until after the rebellion was quelled, but
that, if the hon. gentleman would move hie motion after
the rebellion was over, or would move it the following
Session, the prinoiple of his motion would bave my support,
and it has received my support. It is a conviction with me
that there has been maladministration in that country. I
speak of it with regret that it should be so, and I do regret
that with regard to hon. gentlemen with whom I
have acted so frequently on this side of the House, I
should find myself compelled from a sense of duty-

Some hon. MEMBERS. O 1 O ilear, hear.
Mr. MITOBHLL. "O 1 0 1" these gentlemen say-men

who are pulled up and down by a string. Sir, what I do I
do from a sense of duty and not from a desire to sever my
connection with gentlemen with whom I have been asso-
ciated. It is from no desire to do that.

An hon. MEMBER. Good-bye.
Mr. MITCHE LL. Well, I am ready to go if you are

ready to have me go. I say I have pursued this course
from a sense of duty, from a sense of what I owe to the
country, from a sense of my sworn oath here to pursue
that course according to my convictions and my judgment
of what I think right, and it hu been no feeling of to-day,
no feeling of this Session. I have expressed once and
again, and often during previous Sessions, my conviction of
what I believe to be the neglect, the remissness of duty and
the maladministration of the persons who presided over the
Department of the Interior. Sir, I do not desire to include
the present Minister of the Interior in that connection,
because we are not dealing with hie transactions or his
administration of the office. But, Sir, I have a conviction
that under the two previous administrations of that Depart-
ment, delays and neglect and incapacity characterised the
conduct of that branch of the public service, and that it
was left largely to subordinates, to deputies, toofficials who
were comparatively irresponsible to the public, and they
ran the North-West, and they have brought about a good
deal of the trouble. That is my conviction. What do I
tind ? Our Government opposing a motion to bring down
papers.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no; yes, yes.

Yus:

Messieurs.
Allison, Foster, O'Brien,
Bain (Soulanges), Gagné, Orton,
Baker (Missiaquoi), Gault, Ouimet,
Baker (Victona), Gordon, Paint,
Barnard, Grandbois, Patterson (Esum),
Beaty, Guillet, Pinsonaeault,
Bell, Hackett, Pope,
Benoit, Haggart, Pruyn,
Bergin, Hall, Reid,
Blondeau, Hay, Riopel,
Bourbeau, Hesson, Robertson (Hastings),
Browell, Hickey Ross,
Bryson, Hilliarà, Royal,
Burnham, Homer, Soott,
Burns, Ives, Shakespeare,
aameron (Inverness), Jamieson, bhanly,
Campbell (Victoria), Kaulbach, Smal
Carhng Kilvert, 8proul.,
Caron (Sir Adolphe), Kinney, 8tairu,
Ohapleau, Kranz, Ta.chereau,
Cimon, Landry (Kent), Tassé,
Cochrane, Langevin (Sir Hector), Taylor,
Colb7 , Lesage, Temple,
Oostigan, Macdonald (King's), Thompson(&ntigonisk),
Ooughlin, Mackintosh, Tupper,
Ourran, Macmaster, Twhitt,
Outhbert, Macmillan ((iddlesex), allace Albert),
Daly, McMillan (Vaudreuil), Wallace (York),
Desaulniers (8t.M'riee), McCallum, Ward,
Dickinson, McCarthy, White (Cardwell),
Dodd, McDougald (Picton), White (Hastings),
Dugas, McDougall (0. Breton),White (Renfrew),
Dundas, , MoGreevy, Wigle,
Farrow, McLelan, Wood (Brockville),
Ferguson(LeedskGren)Massue, Wood (Westmoreland),
Ferguson (Welland), Moffat, Wright.-1l0.
Fortin, Montplauisir,

Messieura.

Allen, Desjardins, Mc0raney,
Amyot, Dupont, Meint re
Armstrong, Edgar,MMile
Auger, iFisher, Mille,
Bain (Wentworth), Gaudet, Mitchell,
Béchard, Geoffrion, Mulock,
Bergeron, Gigault,Paterson (Brant,
Blake, Gifimor, Piatt,
Bourassa, lnBurpee, Ulenn,

Ii èèIlGunu, Rin Iret,
cameron (Huron), Harley, Robertson (Sheiburas,
Cameron (Middlesex), Holton, Seriver,
Campbell (Renfrew), lunes, 8omerville (Bran»
Cartwright(SirRichard)Iryine, Somerville (Bruce),
Casey, Jackson, Sprinter,
Oasgrain, King,Sutherland (Oxford),
Charlton, Kirk, Trow,
Cockburn, Landerkin, V ail,
Cook, Langelier, Watson)
Coursol, Laurier, Weidon,
Davies, Livingston, Wilîonw-43.

Amendment agreed to, and main motion, as amendedo
agreed to on same division.

Sir HECTOR LIANGEVIN moved the.adjourument of
the toue.

i Motion agreed te; and the House.adjonrned at 11: rp.m.

Mr. MITCHELL. I &ay yes. [s it not their duty when
they are arraigned to bring down every paper ? They
talk of private communications. What right have they
with private communications ? Communications on public lOUSE 0F GOMMONS.
questions are public documenta, and this Parliament of
Canada, the masters of the Government, the mon who keep
them where they are, have the right to see these papers, s0
Lhat when the arraignment is made they may have the The SPEAKER teck the Chair at Three o'clook.
opportunity of pronouncing whether that arraignment la
correct or incorrect, I regret to have to say this, but not.
withstanding the sneers of these hon. gentlemen, it is from FIRSTREADING.
a sense of public duty, and I regret to have to do it. Bil (No. 83) te amend the Act incorperating the Board

Hloua. divjd.d on amendmnent cf Mr. Hall. of Trade o te aOity f Ottawa.-(Mr. atokingtohBo.)
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CAPE RACE LIGHTHOUSE.

Mr. FOSTER moved that theI House resolve itaelf into
Committee on Friday next to consider the following
Resolution :-

That it in expedient to accept the transfer of the iighthouse at cape
Race to Oanada on the conditions mentioned in the despateh sud papers
laid before the House, by order of His Excellency the Governor General,
and to provide for the maintenance thereot at the expense of the revenue
of the Dominion after transfer.

Motion agred to.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved:
That Government business shall have precedenoe on Thursday during

the remainder of this eusion.
He said: We have thought that it would expedite the busi.
ness of the Session if the Government took this third day
in the week. The two other days will, of course, remain
for business in the hande of private members-at all
events, until the pressure becomes au great that we shall
have ta take some other day also for Government business,
of course taking care that the meaares in the hande of
private members will not suffer.

Mr. MITORMLL. I expected a motion of this kind
about four weeks ago, when the Government took up over
three weeks of the time of private members by anticipat-
ing that resolution which excited so much intereet. I
stated then what now turns out true, that the Government
would probably come down in a few weeks and take away
frorm us ono of our private days. We have only had four
or five private days during the whole of this Session, and I
consider it very unfair that the time allotted to private
members should be absorbed by the Government to the
exclusion of the free discussion of those questions which

rivate members should have the opportunity of discussing.
0f course, I am not at all disappointed in this motion; I
foretold that it would occur; but I do think it is a little
too early in the Session to move it, considering the amount
of business on hand and how littie business we have done.
Scarcely any papers asked for this Session have come down
yet, and we are going to be limited to two days in the
week for private business. I think it is very unfair, and
the Hlouse should not approve of it.

Mr. COOK. If the Government are bent upon taking
Thursday, I thiDk we should sit on Saturdays, so that
private members would have three days still. This sitting
only five days in the week is not exactly the thing, and by
sitting on Saturdays we would get through more business,
and the Government could have their extra day.

Mr. IVES. It may be that the motion of the Government
does not plesse the third party; but from conversations I have
had with members on the other side of theI louse as well as
on this aide, I am sure that both sides are practically
unanimous in the desire that an additional day should be
taken by the Government, and, that the Session should, if
possible, be expedite J. There is a feeling that it is almost
t0oo much to ask members to sit here continuously, as is
coming to be the case; for we only left here at midsummer.
1 am quite satisfied, from what I know of the sense of the
Flouse, that this motion exactly meets the desire of the
large majority.

Mr. BLAKE. Of course I have not had the same oppor-
tunity of communicating with gentlemen on this side of
the Flouse as the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe,
and, therefore, I am unable to speak as he has spoken. I
peak for myself, after his information, and notwithstand-

ing his information, and I say, considering the circum-
stances to which the hon. member for Northumberland has
alluded particularly, and the state of the notice paper, that

M.r. MaCIr.,

it is too early in the Session for the Government to take
this additional day. We are all anxious to get the Session
over, of course; but I suppose our anxiety to get the Ses-
sion over is not to overcome our desire to do our duty dur-
ing the Session, and that duty cannot be discharged if, after
what has taken place this Session, we are so early pre-
cluded by the Government from dealing with the business
of private members. The Government insisted, during the
early days of the Session, that a particular maLter should
consume the whole time of the House. The result is that
we have had particularly very few days this Session-fewer
than I ever remember-for the discharge of private busi-
ness, up to this time; and I certainly think we ought to
have one day more at least; we ought to have next Thuirs-
day, at any rate.

Some hon. MEMERS. No.

Kr. BLAKE. I quite understand that those hon. gentle-
men who consider their sole duty to be to further the
business of the Government, may objeet to that suggestion.
I did not expect their sympathy for it. I am speaking
contrary to my own feelings when I make a suggestion
that may prolong the Session even a day; but if, in the
state of public business, we are calied on to give the ma-
jority of t e days to the Government, and only two days
out of the five in the week to private members, it is better
to sit the whole six days in the week and get on with our
duties. I ask the hon. gentleman, therefore, not to press
this motion, at least for next Thursday;i and when he
does propose that it shall go into operation, to provide it
shall after questions which take a very little time and which
are a very convenient way of eliciting information that we
will be almost preocluded from eliciting by giving up so
many days to the purposes of the Government.

Mr. DAVIES. No doubt it must be very convenient to those
members of Parliament who reside near Ottawa to have Satur.
day as a holiday, so that they can return home, but there is a
large percentage of members whbo do not live near enough
to be able to return home Saturday, whose intereste ought
to be considered. If pri vate memb ers are to be deprived
of the Thursdays, they should be given Saturdays as pri.
va.e days. The Gavernment do not consider the interests
of the Maritime members sufficiently, and I am sure I
speak for the majority when I say that private members
should be given Saturdays to replace Thursdays.

Sir HEOTOR LANGEVIN. When I make this motion,
asking the ouse to consent to give a third day to the
Government during the week, hon. gentlemen must see
that it is for them as well as for the Government we are
asking it. The measures of the Government are the meas.
ures of the House as wellI; they are to be considered by the
flouse; we are pressing them upon their consideration, and
if we have not the necessary time every week the Session
will have to be extended beyond its usual Length. Two
hoa. gentlemen have suggested that we should sit on Satur-
days as well. I am sure they forget that besides the business
of the House, the Executive have to look after the general
work of the Government, and the Departments have to be
attended to as well; and if we have not Saturdays to dis.
pose in Council of the business of the country, I do not
know when that work will be done. It would not, therefore,
be practicable to take Saturdays, at al events, for the
whole Session. However, if the House wishes it, i have no
kjection that we sbould not take next Thursday for the
special business of the Government; but I must say
hon. gentlemen should not complain that we insisted on the
motion of the hon. member for Montmagny (Mr. Landry)
being debated from day to day, as it was not a motion on
the Government notices, but on the notices of ordinary
members of the] louse. I would ask to modify my motion,
if agreeable to the Rouse, by saying that the Govrnment
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business will take precedence every Thursday after next
Thursday.

Mr. CHARLTON..I am sure the Government, after their
great liberality to private members in permitting the mo-
tion of the hon. member for Montmagny being debated de
die in diem for weeks, will agree to the suggestion of the'
leader of the Opposition that questions should be permitted
on Thursdays.

Mr. BLAKE. We used to do it formerly. Sir John bas
several times consented to it.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have no objection, provided
the questions come immediately after routine'

Motion, as amended, that Government business shall have
precedence on Thursdays on and after the 15th inst., after
questions put by members, agreed to.

Mr. BLAKE. I congratulate the bon. member for Rich-
mond and Wolfe on his accuracy of view.

CHIGNECTO MARINE TRANSPORT RAILWAY CO3.
PANY.

Mr. POPE moved that the House resolve itself into Com.
mittee of the Whole on Friday next to consider the following
Resolution :-

That it is expedient to amend the Act 45 Victoria, chapter 55, and to
provide that the term during which a subsidy may be granted there-
under to the Chignecto Marine Transport Railway Oompany shall be
twenty instead of twenty-five years, and that the amount of such sub.
sidy shall be $170,602 instead of $i5o,ooo a year.

Motion agreed to.

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.
Mr. ORTON. Before the Orders of the Day are called, I

would like to draw attention to a paragraph of the Globe
of April 2nd:

"1Mr. Orton was almost as conspicuous as Capt. Scott on Tuesday,
and in the same way. This is a case in which a pair are better than
three of a kind, and three of a kind better than a full four."

We have seen, during this Session, several instances in
which the press have taken the liberty of traducing and
slandering hon. members of this House. It is time some
steps should be taken by the House to protect its members
from such slanders. There is not an hon. member who
will not agree with me that the paragraph I have read is
utterly without foundation, that it is a wanton slander
circulated against me. We have enough to suffer in public
life without having such slanderous statements given to the
public. Personally, perhaps, we may care very little about
them, and I am sure my constituents, to whom I have been
known for twenty-five years, will take no notice of this
slander, but it is painful that one's family and friends should
have such paragraphs as that put before them. If the
Ilouse does not preserve its dignity in matters of this kind,
if the press are allowed to abuse their privilege, what will
be.the final result ? Hon. members wlhi have to take the
law into their own bands, and punish, in the way in which
it should be puuished, such slanderous attacks, and it will
result in bringing into this country the same condition of
affairs that we see occasionally occurring across the border,
where peremptory steps are taken to punish attacks upon
private persons.

THE REVISED STATUTES.
Mr. TRHOMPSON (Antigonish) moved the second reading

of Bill (No. 9) respecting the Revised Statutes of Canada.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time, and the
House resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. WRLDON. Are the Statutes passed last year em-

bodied in this Bill ?
65

Mr. THOMPSON (&ntigonish). Yes.
Mr. WELDON. Then, this is not oxactly the report

which came from the committee last yeur ?
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). The volumes which

have been distributed this Session embody the Statutes of
of iast Session, and the amendments su gosted by the
committee, with the exception of the one I mentioned in
introducing the Bill, as to the preambles of the diflorent
chapteris.

Mr. BLAKE. Is it the intention of the Ministor that
this Bill shah not be referrod to a select committee ?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). It was my viow that it
need not be referred to a special committo this year, ina-
much as it bas already been before a committee, and that
committee has reported and made suggestions whieh wiil
be found running through the whole volume. I certainly
thought that the louse in Committee of the Whole would
be now prepared to deal with the mattor.

Mr. BLAKE. I could quite understand tho propriety-
although, of course, the unfinished proceedings of one year
are not considered to be of any value in the next--of doal-
ing differently with a matter of this kind, where a com-
mittee did examine into the subject last year ; but this is
not the same Bill; the Acts of last Session have, as I un-
derstand, been consolidated, so that there will b no oppor-
tunity of examining the work done by the commissioners
since the report of the committee last Session, because that
examination cannot take place in Committee of the Whole
House-it bas only been examined to the extent of the
work done last Session-and I alluded, whon the
hon. gentleman introduced the Bill, to one important
measure which was* included in the Bill last Ses-
sion, but, I presume, has been eliminated from it before
this Session. The work of last $ession was to a great
extent an emendatory work, and I think that the sugges-
tions embraced in the report as presented by the committec
to the House, as well as the difficulties which have arisen
since last Session, would require a certain work of con-
solidation still further. According to my recollection, ail
the consolidations which have taken place in the old Pro-
vince of Canada have never been passed through the louse
without being submitted to a select committee for revision.
The House is always asked to take the consolidation on
trust, because it is always so vast a work that it is im-
possible for the House to go over it clause by clause, or
even Bill by Bill. I may say that even the coramittee is
required, to a great extent, to take it on trust, becauso the
committee could not possibly deal with the matter exhaust-
ively, and, therefore, bas to deal with the general pi-inciples,
and the more obvious blenishes, rather than to deal with
the measure in detail. To understand the maosure even to
that extent, there should be, at any rate, that amount of
scrutiny involved in a reforence to a committee, and I hope
the bon. gentleman will go so far as to agree to that, and
that we shall have the report of a select committee in regard
to the consolidation.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I think the committee
of last Session, though, o course, I have no personal kn ow-
ledge of it, did more than take on trust the report of the
commissioners

Mr. BLAKE. Certainly they did.

Mr. THOM PSON (Antigonish). Some of them, as I am
informed, went with great pains through the whole volume,
and examined with great particularity the whole work of
revision. I should take it for granted, thon, that it would
not be the desire of any hon. member that the work of the
committee of last year should be revised. My idea was
that the work of including the Acts of last Session could
bave been examined between the time when I introduced
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the Bill and this stage of the measure. I supposed that,1
before the Bill reached its second reading, members would
have examined the revision made since last Session, and
would have been prepared to call attention to any defects
which might have occurred in that revision. If hon. mem-
bers are not in a position to do so to-day, I will defer it to
a later date, but it does not seem to me to be such a work
as to require a select committee.

Mr. BLAKE. Of course, when there bas been an invari-
able practice of referring a consolidation to a select com-
mittee, it could hardly be expected that the rule would be
departed from in this case. I think the hon. gentleman,
upon consideration, will see that it will be inconvenient to
take a committee composed of the whole House upon a
Bill respecting the Revised Statutes, and to take up two
volumes and go over them clause by clause, with a view of
having a general discussion of that kind. I admit it is
competent to us in a Committee of the Whole to do so, when
we have got the printed rolls marked A to be made law-
it is competent to engage in a general discussion, even
wit bout the report of a select committee; but I do not sup-
pose any of us thinks that much business will be accom-
plished in that way. Now, my bon. friend behind me tells
me that the important Act of last Session, called the Fran-
chise Act, in the preparation of which the hon. gentleman
was, fortunately, spared from taking part, while it was
passing through this House so laboriously, bas been altered
and one section has been entirely re-drafted, I am told, and
the whole numbering of the Act is altered. I have not
myself verified it, but I think we certainly ought to
have a sifting process by a select committee. I do not
say that if I were upon a select committee I would
propose to go over again the work which was done by
the committee last Session, except in so far as that
work may be affected by the alterations we made
in the laws last Session, and that would be a matter for the
committee itself to consider. I submit to the hon. gentle.
man that, in that sense, the labors of a select committee are
really the proper and the only efficient guarantee for the
work being such as that which ought to take it upon trust.
Now, I did not intend to say that the select committee of
last Session took the work upon trust. I declared it was
impossible for the committee to make a thorough scrutiny
of the Acts. The hon. gentleman is under the impression
that several members of the committee went over the I
whole volume. I was on the committee, and I differ from
him in that impression. I understand that the committee
divided itself into sections and that some of them took up
one part and some another, but that no portion of the com-
mittee even grappled with the task of going over the whole,
and if they did go over the whole I am very sure it would
have been in such a cursory manner as that the work could
not have been well done. I think, upon the whole, it would
really tend to expedition if the hon. gentleman would re-
strike that committee or that portion of the committee
which belonged to this House last Session, who are familiar
with the work of the committee, and who may be able to
tell us that the roll as now proposed to us is the work of
last Session with the additions properly incorporated of
the legislation of last Session, and then let us deal with the
Act.

Mr. WELDON. It seems to me that the volume nowà
before us differs, in some respects, very much from thei
volume before the committee last year. I had the bonor of1
being on that committee, and, of course, we had to divide it1
up into sub-committees, on one of which I served and did at
certain portion of the work. Of course, it was impossible,i
except to a very few, to go through the whole volume, andr
we bad to take it up in sections; and even in going throught
the work of the sub-committee we had, to a large extent, to o
take the statement of the commissioner. To illustrate the

M-r. TiiompsoN (Antigonish).

difficulty of the work, I may mention that after we had
gone through with it I found, during the course of business
last summer, a great blunder, which might have had serions
consequences. If the hon. member will turn to page 1085,
respecting the navigation laws, he will see the following :-

'' A steamship shahl be provided with a steam whistle or other efficient
sound signal, so placed that the sound may not be intercepted by any
obstruetion, and also with an efficient belA. A sailing ship shall be
provided with a similar fog-horn and fog-bell.

Now, that section of the Bill requires a sailing vessel to
have a steam fog-horn. I would call the hon. Minister's
attention to the English rule, which is to this effect:

" A steamship shall be provided with a steam whistle or other effici-
ent sound signal, and an efficient fog-horn, to be sounded by a bellows
or other mechanical means, and a sailing ship shall be provided with a
similar fog-horn or bell."

The most important part of the section is therefore entirely
left out in this article. My attention was called to it last
summer, when I found this great blunder had been com-
mitted. Now, it seems to me that where other matters are
put in, as, for instance, the Electoral Franchise Act of last
Session, which was not before the committee at all last
Session, and which we found bas been altered in the num-
bering of the sections, it is very desirable to submit the
whole volume to the scrutiny of a select committee. I find,
for instance, in the interpretation clause transferred to sec-
tion 16 is the following:-

" Said asses5ment rol shall, for the purposes of said revision, be taken
by the revising officers as primajacie evidence of the value of the pro-
perty."

Now, that is marked altosyether differently upon the draft,
and I think the volume ought to be referred to a select com-
mittee to see whether this consolidation is the same as the
previous legislation of the country.

Mr. DAVIES. I think the hon. member will see that it
would be very injudicious to proceed with this Bill in Com-
*mittee of the Whole. Last year I had the honor of being
one of a select committee to consider the Bill upon the con-
solidation of the Statutes. It was quite impossible for that
committee to have gone entirely through the Consolidated
Statutes and examine every section to see whether it was
proper or not. The only course open was to appoint sub-
committees, to each of whom were allotted certain chapters
of the Statutes, with instructions, so far as they could,
to go through those Statutes and report to the general
committee whether amendments were desirable, whether
the sections which had been consolidated were fairly
consolidated, and whether sny great changes had been
made in the existing law. We did our work as well as
could be expected, but it was impossible, under the peculiar
circumstances of last Session, when we were in the House
from one o'clock in the afternoon until two, or three, or
four o'clock in the morning, and sometimes all night-to
do more than we did do. But when the work was com-
pleted and the several reports were made to the generai
committee, a great many suggestions were made, and it was
thought-and I myself fully believed-that the committee
would meet to consider in a body the different suggestions
made by the sub-committees. I am informed that a
majority or a quorum of the general committee did so
meet, but it was towards the close of the Session after a
large number of members had been obliged to go home,
and I and the hon. member for St. John (Mr. Weldon) had
not an opportunity of considering the suggestions made by
the other sub committees. 1, therefore, take no responsi-
bility for the work done by the other sub-committees,
either as to approving or disapproving the suggestions
made by them. I was quite satisfied when the hon. gentle-
man incorporated in the volume he submitted to the flouse
this Session-I think he acted very wisely-a consolidation
of the Statutes of last year; and a sub-committee should be
charged with the duty of examining the work done since
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the committee reported last year, and report as to how fai
the work has been done, well or iii. We should then have
an opportunity of considering more carefully the reports of
the other sub committees. Altogether there were six sub-
committees, and the genoral committee never took all their
reports into consideration, for although a formal report was
made by a section, or by a quorum, perhaps, of all, still,
substantially and practically, it was not the report of the
whole committee. Under these circumstances it would be
very desirable that thim Bill should be referred to a select
committee, because it is quite apparent to the louse that
it is utterly impossible that we should consider it here.
Believing such a course would be taken, I did not examine
the consolidation of the Acts of last Session with the report
of the previous committee on the consolidation of the
general laws, and I am not, therefore, in a position to say
whether it is accurate or not. The work is a very impor-
tant one, and it would be very lamentable if, after we
passed in a most perfunctory way the work done in the
c »mmittee, a grievous error should be found to exist.

Mr. TIIOMPSON (Antigonish). I had no idea that ai
committee could possibly have given the revision that
amount of attention and particular care which the revisers
themselves must be considered to have given it. When I
spoke of having done their work with particularity, I meant
so far as it is possible for a committee to revise the work of
consolidation, and I think, with the hon. member for West
Durham (MIr. Blake), that that is all we can expect from
any committee, and unless the House does eventually take
upon credit the work of the committee and the revisers, it
will never be able to adopt a consolidation at all. It seems,
however, I have been moving in the matter with a misun-
derstanding as to the position of some of my hon. friends

find from 4J to 5j, two curves of 8 degrees ; also from 5 to
8, two curves of 8 degrees ; from 37 to 39, two curves of 8
degrees; from 39 to 4d-which was a very difficult section
-six curves of 8 degrees; 46 to 48, one curve of 8 degrees ;
48 to 49, three curves of 9 degrees ; 49 to 52, three curves
of 8 degrees; 53 to 58, one curve of 8 degreos ;
58 to 63, four of 9 degrees, and five of 10 degrees-
this boing a very diffieult portion of the work; from
67 to 68, four curves of 8 degrees; Bo that we find there are
15 curves exceeding the minimum curve that was fixed by
Statute. But in the report of the Chief Engineer it appears
that after an examination of the road he states that ho
thinks there was no fraud intended, and that the road will
be more substantial than it would have been it built on the
original location, and, upon the whole, ho advises the
changed curvature. Beside@, the work is getting protty
well advanced ; some 30 miles are completed, and up to
this time the contractors have not received one dollar in any
form. It was understood by this House when the contract
was entered into that the Goverament should pay the con-
tractors $750,000 for the road besides the grant of land
which they would get from the Local Legislature. Thero
was joint legislation by the Legislature of British Columbia
and this Parliament. In making this change I have asked
that the necessary authority be given by the British
Columbia Legislature. The Government of that Provinco
sent us, in the first place, a despatch saying that th e eurva-
ture had been changed by the Governor in Council. Sinee
that time I have had a telegram fron Mr. S:nith. Premie
of the Province, stating that a resolution of the IIouse had
been passed agreeing to the proposed change of curvaturo.
These, Sir, are my roasons for introducing this Bill, the
second reading of which I now move.

opposite. I was under the impression that, during the in Mr. BLAKEg. I have road the papers vhich the hon. gen-
terval that elapsed between the first and second reading of tleman laid on the Table, and I am not prepared to say-
the Bill, those hon. members would be good enough to con- tssuming the auoth Tabl he British Columbia Legislatur
sider the revision and call attention at this stage to any de. properly abt hich I thinkrto Cofry matr
fect they wished to have removed. Tbey seem, on the other properly obtained, which I think to be of vsry materiiil
fhey wisedo have underteoe. Thysee the other importance in order to avoid future difficulty-that the
hand, to have been under the belief that the Bill would be Government is, on the whole, wrong in proposing this
referred Vo a special committee. I do noV wish, under these orn ntsnth woerngiproin th'
rfrrdtae Vospcee committheI do noay w Is thesfe measure of relief. But I must say that the circumstances

circumstances, to proceed with the Bill togday. I therefore appear to me to be very extraordinary. A railway com.
move that the committee rise and report progress and ask pany enter inte a contract Vo construct a railway with two
leave to sit again, and between this and to-morrow I1wllrovisions as to the characteristics. Oneo was that the
consider what course I will follow to meet the suggestions pharacter of, the road should be equal to that of tho
of hon, gentlemen opposite. I will do one of two things : Caadia Pofc Railway in th equa but aothe

sihrrefer the consolidation to a special committes wi* Canadian Ii4r,1flc Railway in British Columbia, but anothor
either ction th exconeoitio oe seas Sesio, with one was that there was an express limitation as to the
instructions to examine the work done smece last Session, or curvature and grades which would not be acceptel. Well,
1 will allow time to elapse until hon. gentlemen interested it.istre I grads thth time-t is ceptal te
in the revision shall have an opportunity to closely ex- 't 15 true, 1 suppose, that ut that ime-it is certainly truc

amine it. that at one time-it was not contemplated that the curves
air. itT s eand grades of the Canadian Pacific Railway in British

Mr. BLAKE. The suggestion is one which will, no Columbia should be so severe as they now are. They are
doubt, meet with universat acceptance. I hope, if it be now more severe, in many instances, than the grades

only for the sake of the precedent, the hon. gentleman will and curves which actually oxist on this lins; but,
cause the consolidation to be referred to a select committee, of course, the idea that because more severe grades

for Parliament should not be asked to say that the revision and curves obtain on the Canadian Pacific Railway
is accurate without having the guarantee of a committee of in British Columbia, that was to beu an absolution of the

its own on the work of consolidation. company from their specific engagement that they would

Committes rose and reported progress. not exceed certain grades, or have curves of a radius of less
than a particular standard, is absurd. No one could sari-

RAILWAY FROM ESQUIMALT TO NANA[IO. ously argue that that was the construction to be placed on

the contract. It did not require a lawyer to inform the

Mr. POPE moved the second reading of Bill (No. 47) hon. gentleman that those were the governing clauses and

respectinO the railway from Esquimait o Nanaimo, n that they should not have grades and carves inferior to

Britin tolmbia. iw said: The object of ahs Bil those which were specified. And yet that is the only pri-

18 siiply this: The curvature on thio particular road tence the company make. They say that they had a rigt

was fixed by Statute, and it could noV ho changed except by to make any grade or curve in excess of those which were

this filouse. For some reason or other this snes to have specified in the contract, if only they were not in exces of

been misunderstood by Mr. Dansmuir, who was building he those which the Governmont, in its kindly feeling towards

rod. e did noVisees to understand that ho bcouldno tthe Canadian Pacific Railway, allowed for that 3ompany in

change hi curvature, but hondidst. te changed it from British olumbia. INo application was made to the Gov-

a fixed minimum of 7 dq;rees very largely indeed ; for I erment; they were Vo send down plans an4 surveys and
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descriptions showing a certain alignment and showing the
grades and curves. They approved of those grades and
curves, and they presume that that road was being con-
structed according to them, but now they find that different
grades and curves were substituted.

Mr, POPE. Not the grades.
Mr. BLAKE. Well, that different curves were substi-

tuted, and in some cases, I think, inferior grades, though
not beyond the maximum, so that, at any rate, the plans
which were laid before the Government were not complied
with by the company. Mr. Trutch reports, however, that
he is convinced that their action in this respect was not
actuated by disingenuous motives; that it was simply the
result of a misunderstanding of the conditions of their
agreement with the Government, though he correctly char.
acterises their conduct as unwarrantable. H1e says:

" I desire, however, to remark on the subjeet generally, that It in, of
course, clear that the company have acted wrongly in altering the
aligument of their railway without obtaining, or even asking, the ap-
proval of the Goverument, and thev are certainly blam'eable for having
so done. It is much to be regretted that they have acted so unwarrant-
ably."

Mr. POPE. Oh, yes.

Mr. BLAKE. Oh, I see; the hon. gentleman holds on to
what he gets and expects something more. It seems to
me, however, to be somewhat an extraordinary course for
them to take. But the railway is not to be owned by us;
it bas been a concession to the Province of British Colum-
bia in settlement of the difficulties between the Dominion
and the Province, which was accepted by the Province, and
as I stated on the occasion of that acceptance, when the
same question was raised as to its propriety, I was disposed
to attach great weight to the decision of the Provincial
Legislature upon that question. Now, I do not want that
we should get into further entanglements. The hon.
gentleman stated that his Bill shows that this re-
quires, in bis view, concurrent legislation. He now
tells us that he bas the resolution of the Legislative
Assembly of British Columbia, or, rather, a telegraphic
advice of such a resolution. That is all we bave now.
I think the hon, gentleman had better consider before he
takes the Bill into Committee of the Whole, with the as-
sistance of the Minister of Justice, whether if it be correct, as
the Ill itself declar s it.i that ho ld rA d o lan

Then I observe that in certain places it is pointed out that the1aUIiyofla tinbtieLegisiurof Britli
alterations were made, and they were made, as it seemis to the authority of legislation by the Legislature of British
mterwitout swert ause. Id thinkradeas it seemyte sayColumbia, it would do to alter the Bill as I understand themhe, without sufficient cause. i thinkt necessaryte Bay hon, gentleman proposes, so that we may assume thatthat, because it is that which created the greatest doubt in legislation bas taken place. I think not. Legislation hasmy mnmd as te whether we should comply with the bon. not taken place. A resolution of the Assembly is not an Actgentleman 's views. For instance, al page 14 it is said; of the Legislature, and, therefore, there is not that com-

'8e to il miles. The only change in line on this portion is at the piete and final decision on the part of the Legislat're of
o h r duie, heavyro c etge 'curves have been put in with the object British Columbia, which is necessary in order to our avoid-

There it is simply to save a little expense, and you find ing the possibility of future complications. On the Bill, as
that curves inferior to those which were prescribed have it stands, there is no objection, because it says : "May when
th .t e the Legislature of the Province ias passed an Act," To

that there is no objection ; but if in lieu of that
"67 to 68 miles. Considerable changes have been made on this por- Statute you are about to accept a telegraphic despatch, de-

tion and the curvature increased. From station 195 to 213 an alteration
was made in order to leave sufficient space between the stream and line claring that a resolution of the Assembly has been passed,
to form an embankment and dispense with a very large amount of trestie you are certainly opening the door to some difficulty in
work. One 8 degree and one 90 30' curve were put in here, but the the future. Therefore, I throw out that suggestion for thelatter is 110W being changed tb an 8 degree. Prom station 160 ta 180ho.cnteascoidainbfreleaksteex
two 8 degree curves have been substituted for a 5 degree and a 7 degree on. gentleman's considration before ho takes the ext
curve, with the object of reducing trestle work, but the saving effected stage of the Bill.
is so alight that I do not consider the change was advisable."rs

Ther ye hae adegadig cang inthecure, impy fr Mr. POPE. Of course, it is quite impossible to get anThere you have a degraing change i the curve, simply for Act passed in the Legislature of British Columbia this Ses-
the purpose of effecting a very light saving. Again : sion. We have received a telegram from the Premier of

"69 to about 71 miles at Esquimalt. From station 33 to 100 on this the Province stating that a resolution has been passed byportion a deviation has been made from the original line and the curva-
ture considerably increased. The alignment is fair for the locality, but the House; the Order in Council passed by the Provincial
does not compare favorably with the original line. The company's Government has been sent by the Lieutenant-Governor of
engineer states that this alteration was a neecessity in order to enable British Columbia; and to-day I understand my hon. friend
them to prosecute the rest of the work, as the land owners along this
part of the lne refused right of way unless this deviation was made and the Secretary of State has received a telegram from the
the line carried along the water front to Dead Man's River, as now built; Lieutenant-Governor, also stating that a resolution bas
and that arbitration was impossible owing to the retention in Ottawa of passed the Assembly, agrceing to this proposition. We
the company' s land plans." pse h seby golgtti rpsto.W

cannot expect more this Session; and I cannot see how we
Well, of course, the land owners could not refuse arbitration could pasa this Bill depending upon the Legislature of
except for the reason which is here stated, and which I British Columbia-for I understand that to be the hon.
would like the hon, gentleman to explain-that is, the re- gentleman's proposition-passing au Act to give effect to
tention in Ottawa of the company's land plans. In that this measure, becanse the whole thing would be delayed
instance the hon. gentleman appears to be at fault. until the meeting of the Legislature next year. Almost

Mr. POPE. No ; I will explain that. It was the fault all the work has been done, and I think we may regard the
of themselves in not sending proper plans that we could resolution of the Legislature as a pretty strong indication
accept, and we had to send them back. of its intention, and sufficient to justify us in proceeding

Mr. BLAKE. The çomplaint that is made here is not with this measure.
that the difficulty was created by the hon. gentleman send- Mr. BLAKE. That does not arise on the second read«ng,
ing back the plans, but that it was created by his not send- at any rate. The Bill as it now stands is all right.
ing them back'Mr. CIARLTON. If my memory serves me, the com-

Mr. POPE. In the first place, they sent down only one, pay organised for the construction of this road is, practi-
and we are obliged to have them in triplicate. This took cally, the Central Pacific Railway Company of California,
considerable correspondence, and consequently delayed the one of the wealthiest railway corporations in America-a
matter, no doubt. corporation which, from small beginninge, las amassed

Mr. BLAKE. But, of course, the hon. gentleman could a property valued recently at nearly $200,000,000. The
not get them in triplicate until the original plan was sent , company organised for the construction of this road secured
back. i unusually favorable terms. It was to receive a bonus

Mr. BLAKE.
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of s'50,000 and a valuable land grant, while the
road was to be only about 75 miles long, together with the
concessions which practically gave it a monopoly of the
entire coal business of Vancouver Island. It actually re-
ceived for the construction of this road three or four times
the aid which it ought to have received. Therefore it strikes
me, considering what bas been granted to these
American railway speculators, that the Govern-
ment should not be in haste to modify the con-
tract made with them. I do not sec why we should
not require the conditions of that contract to be
strictly adhered to, and if it is impossible to obtain the
necessary Provincial legislation this year, I cannot see
why the Government should anticipate the action of the
Legislature of British Columbia. I voted against the grant1
to this company when it was made. I believed it was too
muchl; I believed that the interests of the people of British
Columbia were being sacrificed-by themselves, of course,
yet this' House should exercise supervision over them; and
I think when the company apply for relief, they
sbonld be 'held strictly and literally to the conditions of
contract without any abatement. This Bill is premature,
and the concessions proposed in it are such as the House
should not grant under any consideration whatever.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. It is not strictly correct that
this road is owned by American capitalists. The principal
portion of the stock is owned by residents of the Province
of British Columbia. True, there are American capitalists,
in the company, and I fail to sec any objection in that. 1
think it is an advantage if we can induce foreign capitalists
to come in and expend their money in building our publie
works, if we have not men in our country who will do
so. Neither is it true that the people of British Columbia
have sacrificed their interests. This railway is a direct
benefit to the Province of British Columbia, especially to
Vancouver Island. Since the Settlement Bill passed this
House two years ago, more settlers have gone in and located
on the lands along the OUne Of this road than went in
during thirty years before, which certainly cannet be detri-
mental to the interests of the Province; and they were in-
duced to go there by the fact that this road was commenced
for the opening up of the country. I can say from
personal observation, having travelled over that road,
last year, for the purpose of seeing the nature of the work,
that there is not a better road in the Dominion of Canada
to-day than that railway. Ttiere will be no difficulty in
running trains over a large portion of that road thirty miles
an hour. With regard to the curves, I am satisfied that the
company have expended a larger amount of money in mak-
ing them sharper than they would have done if they had
complied strictly with the specifications. Of course, as the
leader of the Opposition bas just remarked, this road is to
be worked, not by the Government, but by the men who
have undertaken to build it, and they naturally desired to
build the best road possible. That is the reason why they
have deviated somewhat from the specifications. The
specifications called for a large amount of trestle work,
which would cost less in the construction of the road, but
in the long run would cost a great deal more than what
they have done. Instead of building trestle work, they
have blasted out the mountains, and have made a solid
roadbed. I am satisfied that when it is completed there will
not be a more substantial railway in any part of the
Dominion of Canada.

Mr. CHARLTON. If the House will allow me, I will
state the names of the projectors and owners of this road.
They are Robert Dunsmuir, John Bryden, James Dunsmuir,
Charles Grocker, one of the magnates of the Pacifie; Charles
F. Crocker, Leland Stanford and Collis P. Huntington.
Four of these individuals out of the seven are railway kings,
interested in the Southern and Central Pacific Railways Of

California. They are the moving spirits in this enter-
prisc; and I repeat, whetber this road is advantageous to
British Columbia or not, the people of that Province are
paying vastly more than that advantage is worth; and it is
necessary that this louse should insist on the company
carrying out the conditions of the contract.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. Though the 'gentlemen the hon.
gentleman has named are Americans, they do not own the
principal interests of this road; the principal interests in
it are owned by residents of the Province.

Mr. BAKER. I may state, for the information of the
hon. gentlemen opposite who have just spoken, that three-
fifths of the stock is owned by Dansmuir & Son, of British
Columbia, and two-fifths by the California stockholders.
That I know from Mr. Dansmuir himself, so that the con-
trol of the company is in the hands of Messrs. Dunsmuir &
Son entirely.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And also the coal
lands, I sec.

Mr. BLAKE. I have no objection to the House Oing
into committee without changing the Bill, but I thin kthe
ho. gentleman would do well to consult his colleagues
as to whether the resolution of the Assombly is to be taken
as an authority for this Act, and whether that authority is
sufficient.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). The hon. gentleman is
under a misapprehension as to the nature of the legislation
existing on this subject in British Columbia. I regard this
as a matter in wbich the two Governments are principally
interested, and that the concession now being made is made
on the motion of the Government of Britis Columbia, in
respect of a matter which concerns tbem very much more
than it concerns us. The nocessity for adopting the Act hero
arises from the fact that the terms of the contract are embodied
in a statute of Canada. That, however, is not the case in
British Columbia. If it were,of course it would be necessary to
get much more;than a more resolution of the Legislature,
but not being embodied in the terms of a statute there, we
can properly act on the motion of the Government of
British Columbia, as representing the interests which they
have in charge. It would not be dosirable that our Orders in
Council should be based on a telegram; but on receipt of
a proper Order in Council of that Government, it would be
proper for us to give consent under the authority of the
Statute we are passing.

Mr. BLAKE. I did not investigate the question, whether
an Act of the Legislature of British Columbia was necessary
or not, but I assumed it was because the Bill mentioned it
as a necessary preliminary, and I took it for granted the
Bill did not contain any unnecessary condition. I stated
that if that condition was correctly put in the Bill, it had
not been fnlfilled by a resolution. I may say to the Min-
ister of Justice that upon the information ho gives to the
House that the Legislature of British Columbia have
naught to do with this and that the Executive alone has to
do with it, that if he consults his colleague ho will find the
Executive of British Columbia have already acted, and
their authority is here, as they have sent us a copy Of the
Minute in Council. Under these circumstances, I think any
change made should be, not to refer to the resolution of the
Assembly of British Columbia, but simply to the Order in
Council of the British Columbia Governument.

Mr. THOMPSON. The amendment of the Minister of
Railways is simply to alter the clause so as to give the
Governor in Council power to adopt the terms of this
con tract.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time, considered
in committee, amended, and reported as amended.
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UNION SUSPENSION BRIDGE.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the second reading of
Bill (No. 72) respecting the Union Suspension Bridge. He
said: The object of the Bill is simply to make the bridge
a free bridge, so that the intercourse between the two Pro-
vinces, Ontario and Quebec, at that point, will not meet
with any restriction.

Mr. BLAKE. Something bas been said in the papers of
the arrangements between Ottawa and the Governnment,
whereby, in some sort of rough adjustment of its share of
municipal taxation, the Government are to give some sort
of publie conveniences.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes. The city of Ottawa
for a long time bas been complaining that the Govern-
ment having such large properties in the centre of the
city and contributing nothing to the municipality in any
way, either to the fire department or road department or
the police or anything else connected with the city, it is
only just that some compensation should be made, as the
city was unable to provide for all these matters in so far
as public buildings were concerned. Under these circum-
stances, it was thought proper that the two bridges here,
opposite the Public Buildings, the Sappers' Bridge as well
as the Wellington Street Bridge, and the approach to the
latter by the street opposite the Public Buildings, should be
under the charge of the Government. It was also thought
that the Maria Bridge and the two bridges that were
built over the slides at the Chaudière, leading to the Union
Suspension Bridge, should be under the care of the Govern
ment as well. Under those circunstances, we thought that,
inasmuch as the Major's Hill Park was put in the hands of
the city as a trust, they were not really the proprietors,
but only the administrators of the property; that as it was
only a burden to them, and a property that the Government
believed should romain as a portion of the Government
property and under the care of the Government, it should
revert to the Crown so as to be in the same position as it
was previous to the arrangement with the city; and the
city asked that the bridge between the two sides of the
river, the Union Suspension Bridge, between Ontario and
Quebec, might be made free. That was the only communi-
cation by land between the two Provinces hore, and they
therefore asked that the bridge should be made freo, which
is the reason why ihis Bill is brought forward.

Mr. BLAKE.. I have always considered it a very pro.
per thing that the Government sbould not be wholly exempt
from a contribution to the local burdens of the places in
which their buildings are situated, and in England we
know that the Government, though not agreeing to pay
taxes to the community in which their buildings are situated,
place a lump sum in the Estimates for the purpose of
making a contribution to the local rates in those pL.ces.
Therefore, to the general principle that the city should re-
ceive some relief from the Government whose buildings are
situated'here, I have no objection; nor do I desire to say
anything as to the exact plan which the hon. gentleman
has adopted. What I have to say is that, inasmuch as it
now appears that this is a measure of relief to the city of
Ottawa, which is based on the recognition of the general
principle that there should be some cantribution by the gen-
oral Government towards the local expenditures, what would
seem to be reasonable to my mind is that, when an agree-
ment was entered into, some statement should have been
made by which we could understand approximtely what
obligations we are assuming and what burdens we are un-
dertaking by reason of this equitable arrangement on our
part. The hon. gentleman does not supply us with any
such statement. We do not know what the repair and re-
newal fund of this bridge may amount to. It appears to be
a pretty old bridge.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish).

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is in a very good state
Mr. BLAKE. I dare say it is; but I am very glad to

know that the toll is to be taken off. So, with reference
to the other bridges and the other works which we are
undertaking, 1 think a reasonable method of dealing with
the natter would have been to lay before the louse a state.
ment of what it was supposed by the Government would be
a fair compensation for the city of Ottawa, and what the
reliefs granted and the burdens assumed by us would repre.
sent, so that we might judge whether they were.reasonable
or not. Upon that question it is utterly impossible, at any
rate, for me to form any opinion from the statement of the
hon. gentleman.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time, and the
House resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committee.)
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. My intention is to have a

statement of the kind referred to produced when we got to
the item in the Estimates.

Mr. BLAKE. Involving this point as well ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes; I will explain the

whole thing.
Mr. LANDERKIN. I would ask the Minister of Public

Works if the Government have received the tolls hitherto
collected on this bridge ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The tolls were small. The
tolls have varied from $2,900 to a little over $ l,000. Thon
we had to pay the gatekeeper and the repairs out of that,
so that the profits were not very great. I have an estimate
of the revenue of the bridge from 1852, which, I think, is
the time when the bridge was built, to 1885. In thirty-
three and a half years we have received 857,500, whioh
would make about $1,700 a year.

Bill reported.

THE BURLINGTON CANAL.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved second reading of Bill

(No. 76) respecting the Burlington Canal. He said: This
work has the big name of a canal, but it is a mere passage
from one water to another, without any lock. It is an
open canal, if I may call it so, and the toils have been
reduced very much in order to encourage the trade; and we
thought that, under the circumstances, it was only fair that
the tolls should be abolished altogether. The tolls are
small. They very from $1,79d to $4,000.

Mr. BLAKE. Is that close?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes, $4,051. The gross

revenue during the last five years, 1881, 1882, 1883, 1884,
1885, was $14,720, and the net revenue was $11,791. The
repairs were very small during those five years, amounting
to only $668. We had also to provide a carriage way. The
hon. gentleman knows that before the opening of that canal
there was a road, and the canal having had to cnt the road,
the Government were obliged to make a new one.

Mr. GAULT. I think if the hon. Minister of Public
Works would include all the canals on the St. Lawrence, it
would meet with the approbation of the people of Canada.

Mr. BLAKE. I think the reason the hon. gentleman
gave for that portion of this Bill would apply. lie said the
tolls would be reduced very much so that they ought to be
abolished. I think that is the condition of the hon. gentle-
man's canals, too.

Mr. CURRAN. No doubt that is a symptom.of what is
going to take place.

Mr. VAIL. While the Government are considering the
canals in the Upper Provinces and the tolls levied, I think
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they should take into consideration the wharfage paid on
the public piers and breakwaters in Nova Scotia.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time, considered
in committee and reported.

FIRST ]READINGS.

Bill (No. 84) respecting summary proccedings before Jus-
tices of the Peace and other Magistrates-(from the
Senate).-(Mr. Thompson, Antigonish.)

Bill (No. 85) to amend the several Acts relating to the
Board of Trade in the city of Toronto-(from the Sonate).
-(Mr. Small.)

AMENDMENTS TO THE POST OFFICE ACT.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN, in moving the second read-
ing of Bill (No. 77) to amend the Post Office Act of 1875,
said: I understand this Bill is simply to give more
time for the depositors in the Post Office Savings Banks
before the receipt of the acknowledgment. The or-
dinary limit is now 10 days; that is found too short, and
the limit is extended to 16 days. It applies to Manitoba
and British Columbia.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time, considored
in coinmittee and reported.

AMENDMENTS TO THE INTERPRETATION ACT.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the second reading of
Bill (No. 80) further to amend the Interpretation Act.

Mr. BLAKE. This is rather an important Bill.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I understard it was only
distributed this morning. If the hon. gentleman wishes it
to be delayed, we can do se.

Mr. RLAKE. This is a Bill to legalise a whole lot of
illegal things, got up by the Minister of Railways.

Sir IECTOR LANGEVIN. No doubt we can make it
to apply back for eleven years.

Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps you can. We will deal with the
Acts of the present Administration. The others have paid
their penalty.

SUPPLY.

House resolved itself into Committee of Supply.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. PATERSON. I suppose it is too late to bring up

the matter now, but I desire to say that I understood when
we closed on Friday night that the business wbich would
come up to-day would be a motion to go into Committee
of Ways and Means. I thought I understood the hon.
gentleman to.say that. Whon the House adjourned on
Friday we had been in committee and were considering
some of the items, and the Finance Minister, when bis
attention was drawn to certain matters, stated that they
would stand over till Tuesday.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentleman is soE
far right, that it was stated that the matter >would not be
gone on with that evening for the reasons given. I think
the leader of the Opposition stated, either openly or across
the floor, that it would be a proper thing that time should
be given, as the public had not had time to consider
well the different changes or additions proposed to the
tariff; and under those circumstances it was thought
desirable that a little more time should be given. On that
Suggestion, we stated that the matter would stand over
till Tuesday. I did not understand that we were bound to

bring it up to-day. We give more time, and, no doubt, later
on we may go on with it, though I cannot promise to do so
on Tuesday.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. I do not think it was
expressly stated that the matter would be postponed to
Tuesday. I will not take upon myself to say that a posi-
tive engagement was made, but that was my understand-
ing of the remark made by the Finance Minister that he
proposed to go on to-day; and it would have been more
convenient, when the matter was fresh on our minds, to have
proceeded with it than to have taken up other work in
Committee of Supply.

Mr. BLAKE. The statement of the Minister, according
to the official report, is this: In reply to a remark by the
hon. member for South Huron, he sait :

" I understood that some other hon. gentlemen wished to continue the
debate on Tuesday. if it be the wish of the House, I wilI refer to a few
of the items to-night."

Mr. McLELAN. I was out of the House whon the un-
derstanding was reached between the leader of the
Opposition and the leader of the House. Whon I came
into the Chamber the Minister of Public Works informed
me that it was desired by hon. gentlemen opposite that the
matter should stand over till Tuesday, and I should make
some explanation respeeting the changes proposed, in order
that we might hear from the country in the meantime. I
May say that some communications have been bad with
parties interested, and I think, perhaps, it is not desirable
that we should proceed to-day. 1 do not know that we wore
under any obligation or engagement that the matter should
be taken up to day.

Mr. BLAKE. I would be the last to suggest that if
communications are being had with the trade, and the hon.
gentleman thinks it possible that some modifications may
be made, the discussion should not be postponed; but what
I think is a reasonable observation is that there was cer-
tainly an understanding that the matter was to proceed on
Tuesday; and if the hon. gentleman found last night that
the public interest would be botter served by taking up
somothing else, the hon. gentleman should have told us that
it was their intention to go into Supply. We assumed that
the course taken would be that indicated on Friday, and the
arrangements made on our side wore based on that assnmp.
tion. We had a right to assume on the basis of the state-
ment of the Minister, that the matter was going to be taken
up to-day, and the hon. gentleman should have informed us
that the Government intended to take up Supply instead of
Ways and Means.

Mr. CHAIRLTON. The agreement, if not expressed, was
implied, that we should go on with the business referred to
to-day. There is great force in what the leader of the
Opposition has stated, that we were entitled, at least, to
notice from the Government last night of their intention
not to go on with the ordinary business, but to go into
Committee of Supply. It is hardly treating the Opposition
fairly to take up business for which we are not prepared
and which was not expected.

Mr. McLELAN. I understood subsequently, not being
in the House and having a full knowledge of all that
occurred, that the debate had reached a close on the general
subject and that only remarks on the different items would
be made. The result of the postponement bas been that we
have had several communications from the trade, and I
thought it was undesirable that we should to-day take up
and conclude a matter, when we might afterwards see some
modifications that might be desirable and necessary to
make in order to render it as harmonious and acceptable to
the general trade as possible. I did not know that we
were under any particular obligation te go on with the
matter to-day, I not having, as I have said, a full know-
ledge of all that occurred.
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Mr. PATERSON. I should be sorry if Ministers under-
stood me to charge them with breach of faith in this
matter. My remarks did not go to that extent; but I
simply stated the impression that was so strong on my
mind and on the minds of others, and we prepared our-
selves accordingly. I do not charge a breach of faith; I
say that the impression left was so clear on my mind that
we prepared in that direction.

Mr. MILLS. The Minister will see that his own state-
ment was calculated to leave that impression-and it did
make that impression on my mind. The hon. gentleman
was out of the House and was sent for, and when he ar-
rived he made the statement which has been read by the
leader of the Opposition. I understood that aome other
hon. members wished to continue the debate on Tuesday.
Continue what debate·? Certainly that in which we were
then engaged.

Assistant Financial Inspector................ $1,700

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the meaning
of this change? If I understand the matter, this gen-
tleman is to be transferred, as the foot note intimates, from
the Department of Finance, and I see he is created Assist-
ant Finance Inspector. I do not remember that we had
any such officer under that name in the Finance Depart-
ment. - Probably the hon. gentleman will explain who is
going to be appointed, and what his precise duties are
going to be.

Mr. MoLELAN. I understand the practice bas been for
several years to send out one of the clerks in the Depart-
ment to assist the inspector, as owing to the growth of
business one officer is unable to undertake the whole work;
and that it bas been the custom to send out trusty men,
such as the chief clerks of the Department, to assist in
that business. The deputy reported, however, that it
would be better to take a gentleman from the Department
and give him that special duty, assigning him the office of
Assistant Inspector; and it is proposed to transfer him
with the same salary he as been receiving in the Depart-
ment. The business has very largely increased, extending
from British Columbia to the extreme east, so that it often
happens that we have occasion to send one inspector east
and another west at the same time.

Mr. VAIL. Is this a transfer from one office to another ?
Is it intended to fill up the other place ?

Mr. McLELAN. No. There is a considerable reduction
in the Department, part of which arises from this transfer.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRGIIT. Whom does the hon.
gentleman propose to appoint ?

Mr. McLELAN. Mr. Crookshank, who is reported to be
able to do the work very efficiently.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIG HT. What position did he
fill before? I notice that there is the same number of first-
class clerks.

M.r. McLELAN. He was clerk and private secretary to
the late Minister.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. This gentleman hecomes
Mr. Tims' assistant, in fact ?

Mr. McLELAN. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Well, you add a little.

He appears to have been receiving $1,400.
Mr. McLELA.N. Yes, $1,400, and $400 as private secre-

tary.
Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. Yes; but, of course, you

will want a private secretary.
Mr. McLELAN. Yes.

Mr MoLELAN.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What travelling al-
lowances do you propose to give ? What is the rule with
regard to travelling allowances for these gentlemen, and
travelling allowances generally. There was some discuF-
sion, when the Estimates were passing before, as to what
the Treasury Board proposed to do in the matter of travel-
ling allowances.

Mr. McLELAN. The allowance for travelling has been
$3.50 per day, except when travelling in British Colum bia
and the North-West, when an increased sum is paid.

Mr. MITCHELL. Does that include railway expenses ?
Mr. McLELAN. No; that is for board and hotel

expenses.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. To what classes of offi-

cers does that allowance of $3.50 apply ? Have the Treasury
Board laid down the rule that when any officer is despatched
he is to be allowed that amount ?

Mr. MoLELAN. No. In some of the Departments
there are officers who are very frequently on the move,
and in these cases the allowance is regulated by the head
of the Department, but in no case must it exceed $3.50 per
day.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Although in certain
cases that allowance will not be excessive, stili the Minister
will see very clearly that these maximum allowances are
constantly tending to slide into ordinary allowances, and
there are many errands which can be made by officers in
the Department at a lower rate for allowances than $3.50.
That sum is more than would be allowed by banks and
other offices for despatching junior clerks on similar errands.
I think that the Treasury Board might better grade them
on some fixed standard.

Mr. VAIL. Do they ever send in a bill at a lowor rate
of allowance than $3.50 ?

Mr. MOLELAN. I do not know as to that, but vêhere
the Department as a rule regulate the amount paid to these
officers for a particular service, they send in their accounts
at that sum.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the rule, for
instance, in the Publie Works Department, where, no doubt,
there are a great many occasions of that kind ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The allowance varies, the
maximum being $3.50. If an officer of a certain grade, cf
a higher position ias to travel, he may be allowed the full
amount, while a minor officer may receive less-say $1.50
or $2. It is determined by the work performed and the
position of the officer.

Mr. VAIL. What is allowed engineers in the Maritime
Provinces, for instance?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Well, they are officers of
position and they get sometimes $3.50 and sometimes $3.
The chief engineer in the Department, or the chief architect
or an officer of that kind, if he travels for the Department,
is, of course, allowed the maximum amount.

Mr, VAIL. What I would object to would be to allow
well-paid officers to supplement their salaries out of allow-
ances for expenses. It is well known that, as a rule, in the
country it does not cost these gentlemen $3.50 per day for
hotel expenses, -and I think they should be allowed just
about what covers their expenses, and no more.

Mr. McLELAN. I may say, with respect to the Depart-
ment of Marine and Fisheries, in which I was for some
years, the rule was that officers whose business it was to
travel, and who were expected to be on the road very fre-
quently, were allowed the actual expenses of travelling-I
mean such officers as inspectors of hulls or inspectors of
steamboats, whose business called them out frequently. We
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pay them their expenses; but when we send a man ont for
a day or two we grant him an allowance of $3.50 per day,
when ho is an officer of rank.

Mr. CA&RERON (Middlesex). In some of the Depart-
ments there are men whose time is largely at their own dis-
posal, and who could charge expenses for time when they
are practically not engaged in departmental work. Ishould
like to ask the Minister if there is any check provided, by
which the Department may know that such officials are
drawing nothing more than their expenses while actually
attending to departmental work outside of their offices?

Mr. MoLELAN. The officer bas to render an account
for each day; and to make a statement of the duties he was
performing during each day's absence. Upon the good
faith of the officer, and the knowledge of the business he
had to transact, the account is accepted.

Office of Auditor and Receiver-General, Halifax...... $11,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I perceive a year's rent
charged for this. I thought there were Dominion buildings
at Halifax where these officers could be put.

Mr. McLELAN. No, there are not sufficient Govern-
ment buildings there for all the Government departments,
and some have to be rented.

Office of Auditor and Receiver General, Winnipeg.... $6,000
do Board alloewance................. 900

Sir RICHIARD CARTWRIGHT. There was, no doubt,
a time when it was perfectly reasonable that an additional
allowance for board should be made to officers residing in
Manitoba; but, if I am correctly informed, the prices of all
articles there have fallen to such a point that there is very
little or no additional expense now incurred by residents of
Winnipeg, unless in the articles of fuel, than is incurred by
residents of other places; and I do not see that a board al-
lowance which was made while things were at boom prices
should continue. If the salaries of the officers were below
the salaries of officers in other places, that would ho a
ground for a distinction. As far as my observation goes-
and I paid a visit to Manitoba within the last few months-
I should say that in all but one item, living is as cheap
there as anywhere else.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Some years ago the rule was adopted
of making a special allowance for officers appointed in
Manitoba and the North-West at salaries equivalent to
those paid in the older Provinces, on account of the addi-
tional cost of living in that part of the Dominion. It is
quite true, as the hon. gentleman states, that the cost of
living has diminished from that time to a considerable
extent, and in Winnipeg it has diminished, perhaps, to a
greater extent than farther west. It is the intention of the
Government to act on that information. In the case of
new appointments the information is conveyed to the
officers that this will not be continued, and it is intended to
remove it entirely at a very early day.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What percentage does
this represent ? What principle is it made on ?

Mr. McLELAN. The percentage in this case seems to have
been 15 per cent. There is no doubt that some years ago
the expense of living there was very much more than it
was in other places; but perhaps with the exception of
rent and fuel, the expenses are now more generally equal.
ised. As has been stated by the Minister of Inland
-Revenue, the Government have been considering this ques-
tion with a view to a reduction of this allowance. In some
cases the reduction. bas been made. I have not had an
opportunity to ascertain what reduction could be made, if
any, this year ; but I have no doubt this allowance will be
gradually wiped out, and the offwers there placed on the
same footing as those in other parts of the Dominion.

66

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I can easily understand that at the
time the allowance was first made it was perfectly right and
proper. At that time rents were very high in the North-
West and the cost of living was almost at famine point.
But now the conditions are entirely reversed ; rents there
are just as low as they are in other parts of the Dominion,
and the price of farm produce and everything that goes to
make up the cost of living, is lower there than almost any-
where else in the Dominion. It is wrong, therefore, that
that charge should be continued when the necessity for it
has altogether ceased to exist.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not think the reasons for a reduc-
tion have altogether ceased to exist, but I know that some of
the Departments have already reduced the extra allowances
which have been paid heretofore in consideration of the
high price of living-particularly the high cost of fuel and
house rent. House rent, I think, bas not gone down materi-
ally.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It bas gone down very
much.

Mr. BOWELL. I am speaking only of what I know as
to one or two houses rented, of which the renta have not
been materially reduced. I believe, however, rent is rapidly
going down and that living will soon be as cheap in Win-
nipeg, apart from bouse rent and fuel, as elsewhere.
Steps have been taken by my bon. friend, the Minister of
Inland Revenue, to reduce the allowances which have been
made in the past. As Minister of Customs I never make
any allowance, so it does not apply to my Department.
True, the salaries paid to the appointees who were named
at a time when everything was higher, were higher in
proportion than those paid to officials of the same grade
elsewhere, but when an officer is placed on the list at a
certain salary, it is difficult to reduce it.

Mr. WATSON. I believe living is as cheap in Manitoba
as in any other portion. So far as house rent is concerned,
it is reduced over 50 per cent. since the last three years in
Winnipeg, and all other necessaries of life can be procured
as cheaply as in any portion of the Dominion. Fuel may
be a little more expensive, but with that exception living
ought to be as cheap as anywhere else.

Mr. McMULLEN. Ican fully endorse that statement-
I am satisfied the reduction in house rent is very serions,
and I think it is time some reduction should be made in the
Civil Service. When an item is passed year after yoar,
those in charge will find some excuse for drawing the
money. The Government should undoubtedly look into the
matter, and report to t e fHouse the facts, for thero is no
reason now why this i en. should be continued as it is fromn
year to year. I am .:ogniisant of the reduction in expenscs
of living, for I have fiends out there, and I know that the
necessaries of life in Winnipeg can be had as cheaply as in
the city of Toronto.

Auditor and Reoeiver-General of Victoria.......$8,200

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the rule the
Minister proposes to adopt with respect to these Receiver-
Generals. One man gets one salary ln one place, and
another a salary 30 per cent. lower in another place. Is
there any scale laid out according to the business done, &o.,
or what is the principle?

Mr. McLELAN, The salaries are generally regulated
by the amount of business done at each place.

Mr. VAIL. I do not see why a man in British Columbia
should receive $8,000 when those in Halifax and St. John,
N.B., receive only $2,200, and in Winnipeg only 82,000.
The salaries should be equalised. Is there more work doue
in Bktish Columbia so as to entitle a man to receive 50 per
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cent. more salary than one in the same position in Halifax
or St. John ?

Sir RICHA.RD CARTWRIGRHT. What isthe amount of
deposits in Victoria and in Halifax and St. John ?

Mr. Mo LELAN. I have not here the papers giving the
particulars, as by some accident they did not reach me, but
in British Columbia there is a pretty large business done.

Sir RICHARD CARrWRIGHIT. Is Victoria the only
office ?

Mr. McLELA1I. Yes, except that there are country
savings banks at different points.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Of course, the Estimates
do not show us that, but simply give the total amount
received in each Province, so that it is not easy to form an
opinion. I should be under the impression that both in
Halifax and St. John, the amount of business decidedly
exceeds that of Victoria.

Mr. MoLELAN. It does.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And naturally the

officers in those ports will have some ground of complaint,
when they see that a man elsewhere, doing the same work,
gets 50 per cent. more pay.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria). At the time of Confederation
the Receiver-General got 83,000, and it is the same man
who bas been in the office ever since.

Mr. BOWELL. One of the terms of Confederation with
British Columbia was that all the Imperial officers should
be taken over by the Dominion Government at the salaries
they then had. In some of the Customs districts men there
get $1,700 or $1,800 for doing what men in old Canada get
ouly $500 for. There would be no saving in discharging
these mon, because they would have to be superannuated
under full salary.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If, as the lon. member
for Victoria states, Mr. Graham is the same gentleman as
was there before, it would make a difference. Does the
hon. gentleman know whether the subordinates are also
parties who were there before Confederation ?

Mr. BAKER. There have been some recent appoint.
ments.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. Apparently the same
rule seems to apply to the other favored individuals as well.

Mr. BAKER, Allowance must be made for the increased
cost of living.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Aftcr Confederation ?
Mr. BAKER. 8t,200 a year in Ontario would be about

equivalent to 81,600 in British Columbia.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does my hon. friend

mean that the adoption of the Canadian tariff adds 25 per
cent. to the cost of livirg in British Columbia ?

Mr. VAIL. The expenditure of last year was $7,759, this
year it is $8,200.

Mr. McLELAN. In some years it is absolutely necessary
that the estimates should b. larger than in other years.
Ail the money may not be expended, or perhaps expended
and go into the following year. We have placed the eati-
mates at the sum the proper officers estimated as required
to carry on that branch of the service.

Mr. VAIL. I am speaking in the interests of the Gov-
ernment. Very often they are pressed to make appoint-
ments because a vote has been taken by the House, when
othe1w;se they might have relieved themselves from that
necessity.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would just mention
to the Minister of Finance that, if he conveniently An, it

Mr. VAIL.

would be as well to bring with him, when the House meets
after recess, the details which were laid on the Table as to
the number of depositors, and so forth, in these varions
savings banks. There are copies of the returne which
were moved for and brought down, some last' Session and
some this, but it would be desirable to have them for the
assistance of the louse in the discussion which will pro.
bably take place under that head.

Mr. McLELAN. I will bring them if I can get them; if
not the item may b. left over.

It being six o'clock the Committee rose, and Mr Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recess.

House again resolved itself into Committee of Supply.
Mr. MoLELAN. The item referred to before recess will

stand for the present.

Governor General's Secretary's Office.................. $9,750

Mr. MoLE LANA There is a decrease in the salary of one
third.class clerk, and the statutory increase brings the
amount within $140 of last year.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. Who is the person
appointed ?

Mr. M-.LELAN. I cannot give the name.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There must have been a

promotion of a clerk that was a third-class clerk to the
second.clase, and that must cause the difference.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No; apparently some
one bas left, and a new man has been brought in. Who is
he ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Mr. Lawrence.

Privy Council Office................ $20,677 50

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Now, here there seems
to have been a considerable increase. I se. that four clerks
have their salaries collectively raised by $500, which is con-
siderably more than the statutory increase would warrant;
and I se. also that five messengers appear to be required
for the Privy Council Office. I do not know what extra
duties have devolved on the Privy Council of late, but I
think five messengers would b. rather in each other's way
in connection with that particular Department.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The chief clerk las the
ordinary increase of $50. Then for the first-class clerks
there is an increase of $100 for the two, that is $50 each.
That is the usual increase. Then, for the second.class
clerks there is an increase of $150. That is, for three
of them-at the usual rate of $50 each. Then there is
the ordinary increase of $50 for the draughteman
and accountant. Then there is the allowance for
private secretary as usual. Then for the third-class
clerks there is an increase of $500. There are $200 of that
for four clerks at the ordinary rate of $50 a year for each
clerk, so that there are $300 that I cannot account
for now. Then the doorkeeper and messenger is
the old doorkeeper who is also naow to be a mes-
senger. I suppose the hon. gentleman will remember
him. He has been lere for a number of years,
and the late messenger having died, we thought under the
circumstances this man should have $100 increase for the
few years ie las to live, as a reward for his good and faith-
ful services. As to the messengers, it is perfectly true that
there is a messenger more than usual ; but the services of
the Council required an extra messenger. We found very
often that we could not get along. The messengers were
sent to different offices, and from one block to another, and
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we could not get along with the messengers in that office,
and we therefore had to take one more at $300. As to the
$300 increase for the third-class clerks, I am not in a posi-
tion to state anything about it now, but I will give it on
concurrence.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Well, the hon. gentle-
man ought to have had these items prepared.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I did not expect that would
come up.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Any more than our-
Relves on this side. The Minister of Public Works was
under the same delusion that we were that supply was not
to come up to-day. You can easily let the item stand.

Sir BECTOR LANGEVIN. Very well.

Department of.Tustice............................. ..... .... $17,815

Sir R[CHARD CARTWRIGHT. Isee you have saved $15
on this Department. That is such a departure from usual
custom and precedent that it ought to be explained. Does
the Minister of Justice know that he is departing from all
precedent in his Department in thus reducing expenses?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I shall endeavor not
to do it again.

Mr. MOMULLEN. I hope the hon. gentleman will
continue in that direction. That is the direction we want
things to go in.

Militia Department............................ $11,200

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. There have been some
chanzes in this Department apparently. Probably the
Miniter will explain to us exactly what has bien done. I
see one or two new names.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The reduction which appears1
in the estimates bas been caused by the decease of Mr.j
Sherwood, who was receiving a salary of $ 1,300, and who1
is replaced by Mr. Davidson, a third class clerk, at $75O.
Mr. Davidson was employed temporarily in the Departmentà
of Agriculture and was transferred to my Department two1
years ago, and was paid ont of contingencies. Now I mean
to appoint him as a permanent third-class clerk, receiving
the amount be was receiving in the Department of Agri-
culture, and, if the hon. gentleman looks at the statutory
increases, he will find that the reduction is caused by the
change I have referred to from $1,300 to $750.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the present
maximum of a third class clerk under recent Civil Service
regulations ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. 81,000.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGEIIT. I see that a very large

proportion of these gentlemen are put dowa as third-class
clerks at $1,000 each.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. They bave all been growing
up to it.

Mr. BOWELL. Under the present Civil Service Act
there are no junior second-class clerks; the minimum of
the second-clasa is $1,100.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. That is a very goodi
illustration of the'working of the rules which we have laid
down. Practically it resolves itself into this, that these
gentlemen, a great many of whom must be doing simply
clerical work, are exceedingly highly paid for it. We have
thirty-one in all, of whom four are messengers and may be
struck out, so that we practically have twenty-seven gen-
tlemen drawing among them a sum of $40,000 or there.
abouts ; so that the practical result is that pretty nearly
every one in the Department of Militia and Defence ranges
from about $1,000 to 81,400. I do not think there is anyi

particular difference between the Department of Militia and
most of the other Departmonts, and in ail the others there
are a considerable number of clerks who are doing simply
clerical work, which, in the oaso of a bank or mercantile
establishment, would never entitle them to these large
salaries.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I would draw the attention
of the hon. gentleman to the fact that since those clerksi
were appointed the work of the Department of Militia has
very much increased, and the staff of the Department bas
not increased in the same proportion; and these different
clerks bave been merely getting the statutory increase,
which they were entitled to, the same as any other clerk;
and while the law remains as it is there is no reason why
that Department should be different from any other. Ail
the increases are statutory increases, and there is a reduc-
tion caused by the replacing of a salary of $1,300 by one
of $750.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRI[G UT. That is quite true.
[ war not speaking of it so much with regard to the h m.
gentleman's Department in particular as to the systom we
bave drifted into, which means that we pay exceedingly
bigh for inferior work, while superior work, for which we
require men of high calibre is, according to the statements
of Ministers themselves, imperfectly paid. We had an
illustration of that the other day. The question came up in
another place in reference to the junior officer of the
flinister of Justice. We found that gentleman had beeri
receiving a very considerable sum of money in addition to
his official salary, and the reason given for that was that it
was not possible to obtain a lawyer of good standing for the
sum assigned. Here you have practically an illustration of
the same thing. We have the inferior officers much more
highly paid than their services would demand in a mercan-
tile institution, and we find that some of the higher ofhcers
are paid below their real value. I call attention to this
because it is becoming, and will continue to become a
growing evil. You will have the lower and inferior officers
at a maximum of $1,000 or perbaps more, while at the same
time bave the superior officers very indifferently paid.

Mr. BOWELL. That bas been the system ever since
Confederation.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. No. The junior clerks,
until this recent alteration in the Civil Service Act, were
kept at a much lower figure than the maximum of 81,000.
I do not remmber exactly, but I think $700 or 8750 used
to, ba the maximum.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman is quite correct, but
ha forgets that there was another class not now recognised
in the Civil Service Act. Formerly there were third-class,
the j inior second-class, the senior second-olass, the first-
class, and the chief clerks. The junior second.class bas
been abolished, and the third-class clerk now goes on to
81,000 as the maximum instead of being promoted from
that class at 8750 or $800-and like the hon. gentleman I
forget the exact sum-to the second clas, where ha could
rise, I think, to 81,200, and then would be promoted again
to the senior second-class until the maximum of that class
was reached, and then to first-class and chief elerk and so
on. So practically there is no difference in the oparation
of the Act.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT.- Well, it makes a con-
siderable difference when there is no occasion for promoting
them to another clas, that is in practice. Theoretically, I
will not dispute what the Minister of Customs says. Who
is the gentleman at present employed as the architect, en-
gineers' branch ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The architect is Mr. James,
who was selected from the Department of Pablio Works
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two years ago, and I must say that he has proved to be a
most efficient officer.

Department of the Secretary of State..........$45,630
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGRT. Here are some con-

siderable increases. We want to know what they are
about ? And there have been some apparent alterations
and promotions.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The increases are, I think, 81,732.50,
and there are thirty-five officers, who are, on the average,
entitled to $50 statutory increase, which makes a little
more than the increase of the year. I daresay the House
will not object to the statutory increases. The House knows
that for the last three years the expenditure of the Depart-
ment has been decreasing every year by a few hundred dol-
lars. I might add that for the ordinary work of the Depart-
ment the increase hias been considerable. In 1876 the letters
received in the Department numbered 5,800; in 1885,
31,013. In 1884 the number was 18,588, as compared with
31,013 in 1885. The number of letters sent increased from
2,600, in 1876, to 12,646 in 1885. The increase as compared
between 1884 and 1885 was from 10,000 to 12,646. Docu-
ments engrossed in 1884, 1,445; 1885, 1,980. The increased
amount asked is $1,732, and increases to 35 employés
at $50 a year would amount to more'than that sum.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I see there were some
alterations and promotions. What were they ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I have managed the Department in
such a manner as to do away with some of the superior
officers and replace them by third-class clerks. I think
there are four third-class clerks added and two first-class
clerks less than last year.

Mr. VAIL. How many chief clerksare there ?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. Four or five. In the correspondence

department, Mr. Morgan; in the registry department, Mr.
Catellier; the Queen's Printer, the Keeper of the Records,
and Mr. Young, chief of the stationery branch, who is now
on leave of absence from sickness.

Mr. McMULLEN. Who receives $600 as private secre-
tary ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The private secretary is Mr. Taché,
who is a temporary clerk.

Mr. LANDERKIN. In 1878 there were twenty-seven
clerks in this Department. In 1874 there were twenty-
six, an increase of one during that period. Now we have
forty-two, an increase of sixteen. I remember the Minister
of Customs told us at that time that it was impossible to get
through the Departments because of the crowding of the
officials into the corridors.

Mr. BOWELL. I never said so. It was the hon. gen.
tleman's late leader who used that expression.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The condition of the public business
and the difficulty of obtaining returns would indicate that
all these officials are not employed, except perhaps to draw
their salaries.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The hon. gentleman is mistaken, and
his conclusion is not logical. I have given a comparison as b-
tween 1878 and to-day; the number of letters written in the
Department in 1878 was 6,000, as aga ast 12,346 last year,
that being a measure of the routine bu-iness of the Depart-
ment. Those letters have to be written by some persons,
they have to be clerks. There is an immense increase of
business in the Department on account of the Scott Act,
which is assigned to the Secretary of State's Department,
and the Franchise Act has also imposed increased business
on the Department.

Mr. MULOCK. As the hon. gentleman refers to addi-
tional work cast on hie office by the Franchise Act, would

Sir ADOLPHE CARON.

he tell the committee what cost will be incurred to the
Department by that work.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It will probably add to the expense
of the Department ibis year about $3,000, all counted, which
amount is put to contingencies.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHUT. What is the cost of the
Scott Act to the Department ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. 'It is included with the routine
business of the Department.

Department of the Interior............ ................. $110,875

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). There is an increase in the
Department proper of $1,970. The ordinary statutory
increases amount to $2,120; the difference is made by
some vacancies which have been created, and the places
filled at smaller salaries.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIG[IT. Were there any pro-
motions, or are the officers the same as heretofore ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The officers are the same as
heretofore.

Sir RICHARD CARI'WRIGHT. What is the meaning
of this foot note touching Ur. King, the Chief Inspector of
Surveys?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Mr. King was formerly paid
out of the ordinary appropriations for land. He is now put
upon the permanent list. That makes an apparent increase
in the civil list, but does not increase the expenditure,
because formerly he was paid out of the land appropriation.

Mr. VAIL. There are only sixty-two clerks apparently
now as against sixty-four the year previous. But there is
an increase in the aggregate salaries.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I must explain that the statutory
increases alone are more than the aggregate increase of the
entire appropriation for the civil list. In the Geological Sur-
vey, in which the increase is $2,350, the statutory increases
are 81,050. Mr. Lamb, the artist of the branch, las been
promoted to the second class with an increase of $100.
Mr. Lowe has been promoted to the second class for special
serviQes in connection with some surveys at Lake Mistassini.
Mr. Lawson and Mr. Chalmers were put upon the civil list
at the same time. This involved an apparent increase of
$2,200, but as provision was made in the supplementary
last year for one officer ai $1,100, the actual increase to the
civil list is $81,100, making altogether $2,450, which is $100
more than the entire increase, which is thus accounted
for: There were votes provided by the estimates last
year of $1,200 each for Mr. Coste and Mr. Ingall, who
were connected with the mining branch. They each
received $1,150, making an apparent saving over the esii-
mates of $100, which accounts for the $2,350 of apparent
increase in the Geological Survey branch.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGUT. Which Department at
present takes charge of the issuing of patents for lands in
the North-West ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The Interior Department. I may
mention as an illustration of the growth of work that for the
months of November, December, January, February and
March of 1884-85, the correspondence was 8,423 letters,
while for the same months ending the lst of April of ibis
year, the correspondence was 17,287 letters.

Mr. MchMULLEN. When was the office of Chief
Inspector of Surveys created ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). It was created during the
year. He was simply transferred from being paid out of
the lands appropriation to the permanent list. There is
no actual increase in the charge upon the public.
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Mr. LANDERKIN. The correspondence, I notice, is
very voluminous. About a year ago I had occasion, on
behalf of a man who owned a farm in the District of Algoma,
and who was anxious to take out hie patent, to enquire of
the Department as to the amount of arrears due on hie lot.
It je over a year since I wrote, and the Department, through
pressure of work, has not been able to reply to that letter,
and the man does not know the position that he occupies
or the amount that ho owes, and h. has not yet got hie
patent. I am sorry that the pressure from correspondence
is so great in that Department that it takes them about a
year and a half to reply to a letter.

Mr. MULOCK. I received a communication a couple of
days ago from a gentleman saying that h. had the pleasure
of meeting the Minister in the North-West, and there had a
conference with him in regard to a certain coal mine.
He laid hie grievances before him and the Minister under-
took to investigate the matter and to advise him of hie
decision. The communication which I have received, and
which I shall be happy to show the Minister, states that ho
has not had any communication from the Minister since,
and that ià five or six months ago.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I may say to the hon. gentle
man that I met a great many people in the North-West
and in every case my secretary took a memorandum of
what they expected to have done, and the particular matter
to which they wished my attention drawn. In every case
I asked them to write to me as soon as I got back to Ottawa,
because it was quite possible, in such a great number of
cases, that some might be overlooked. I have no doubt
that the same request was made to the gentleman to whom
my hon. friend refers.

Mr. IULOCK. No doubt he made that reluest, but it
is possible that he did not. But I may tell the hon. mem-
ber that this suitor has not received any communication
from the Minister. He claims that lie was entitled to a
patent to certain lands on the ground that he was the firet
discoverer of a coal mine. The mine in question, I think,
is known as the Cascade mine, and perhaps the hon. gen-
tlemaa is familiar with the title. At ail events, I received
a communication from the Department only this day with
regard to the land, which states that the land has been
patented to a third party within the month of February,
and now it is beyond the power of the Department even to
consider hie case, and I do not know that h. will ever get
satisfaction.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I think I remember something
about the case, and I can assure the hon. gentleman that
there is another side to it. I will not state the facts from
memory, but I do not think the gentleman to whom he
refers has very much to complain of.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. Minister
muet recollect that a question was raised lst Session,
touching certain fraude alleged to have taken place in the
patent office, and an investigation was promised. Has
that investigation been made, and what conclusion has
been arrived at ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The investigation has made some
progress and some proceedinga have been taken to annul some
of the patents; in other cases, persons who obtained those
patente under that fraud have voluntarily surrendered
them. The Department je engaged at this moment, in
Winnipeg, in the adjustment of claims arieing out of these
fraude.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I believe tho fraude
involved several offcers of the Department

Mr. WUITE (Cardwell). I think Mr. Lang was the only
One, and he has disappeared.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Where has he gone ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I would like to know.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does the hon. member

propose to lay on the Table information about this? The
amount of property involved was considerable, and, as a
matter of course, those parties who have property imper-
illed by those fraude should be secured.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). If the hon. gentleman moves
for the papers, no doubt they wiil be brought down, but I
think that is one of the cases where the Department might
very well ask for an order.

Mr. BLAKE. There is a question as to the management
of the Department under which these frauds became pos-
pible. Has any alteration been made, any check devised,
to prevent a recurrence of such transactions ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Yes ; checks have been
devised. Mr. Lang had charge of certain half-breed claims,
these patents issued in connection with certain half-breed
claims, aLd aIl communications in reference to them, went
straight to his office. He had charge of the correspondence
connected with them, and also with the issue of patents
themselves. He was in the habit of concealing that cor-
respondence, so that patents went out without anybody
knowing anything of the correspondence at all. The
Deputy Minister assures me, that under the present arrange.
ments it will be almost impossible that these difficulties
should occur again.

Mr. BLAKE. I would like to ask the hon. gentlemon
how he is going to prevent patents to issue in advance of
performance of the conditions, or to persons who are not
entitled to them, by alterations in the correspondence
branch of the Department. It is a very serious matter for
the whole country, engaged as we are in alienating a large
extent of territory, that there should be such a defect in
the system, as that grants from the Crown could issue to
persons not entitled to them, and I think it is a legitimate
subject of enquiry, particularly as those frauds were dis.
covered some time ago, to enquire what the old system was
and what the present system is.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). If the hon. gentleman will
defer his enquiry until we come to the second item below,
I will promise him to bring down absolutely accurate
details as to both the present and the past system.

Mr. DAVIES. According to the report of the Auditor-
General, the expenditure on the civil service of this De-
partment was $62,961.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The expenditure was con-
siderably less than the estimate we took, and the Deputy
Minister hopes that we will be able to get on this year witb
somewhat less, though ho does not feel at liberty to ask for
lees, in view of the large increase of correspondence.

Mr. DAVIES. But was the increase from $62,000 to
871,000 ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). That ie for 1884-85. We are
now dealing with 1886-87, and comparing the amount for
that year with the amount for 1885-86.

Mr. DAVIES. Yes, I know ; but was that the increase ?
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Well, we expect it to be up

to the amount we asked for last year.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There has been about

89,000 added in two years as between 1885 and 1837 ?
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Yes.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I dare say the business
of the Department has increased but the sales have rather
decreased, and it is only too clear that the number of set-
tiers with whom business bas to be done in the North-West,
has very slightly increased. The white population of the
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North-West including Manitoba, is hardly more than
150,000 people, and it seems to me that the additional in-
crease ought not to be called for under existing circnm-
stances. I notice that, so far as I have been able to see,
there is no reference in the Minister's report to this
erroneous issue of patents, and it seems to me that it is a
matter that should be referred to, inasmuch as these troubles
were known to exist and there was a good deal of uneasi-
ness in the public mind with regard to them.

Mr. DAVIES. I am not quite satisfied yet with the
explanation of the hon. gentleman. The Auditor-General,
in his report for the only completed year we have before
us-the year 1884-85-shows the expenditure to be $62,961.
Now, without referring to the carrent year, the hon, gen-
tleman proposes for the ensuing year to spend $71,000, or
89,000 more than for the last completed year. Now, as I
understand, the business of the Department is not increas-
ing. I understand the sales are decreasing instead of
increasing, and although the Minister Of Customs thinks it
is rather unfair to draw the inference that the business
will be less because the sales are decreasing, it oertainly
appears to me that it ought to be so.

Mr. BOWELL. How does the hon. gentlemin come to
that conclusion ? I said nothing about it.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman remarked, "ergo the
business decreased."

Mr. BOWELL. I said that fo the Minister-reasoning
from your remarks.

Mr. DAVIES. I would like to know in what particular
branch the increase is, and why there is an increase.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The estimate in 1884-85 was
867,050, but the Department got on with about $5,000 less.
The expenditure last year was $69,305, and I believe the
Department will get on with less, though, of course, there is
no certainty on that point. As to the question of the work
of the Department as arising ont of the increased number
of entries in the North-West, I think the hon. gentlemani
ought to know that the number of entries may increase
very much the work of the agents at different points in the
North-West. The three years of homestead duties, which
entitle settlers to patents, are now expiring in a great many
eases, and the correspondence with regard to them, and as to
whether parties have properly fulfilled their duties, involves
an enormous increase of correspondence and business con-
nected with the Department, although the actual number of
entries may not have increased. As I have pointed out, the
correspondence of the Department in five months of this year,
as compared with the corresponding five months of last year,
bas more than doubled, and that certainly involves the
necessity of a larger clerical staff for the Department. Itt
cannot at all be inferred from the fact that a smaller number1
of entries has been made, that the work of the Departmenti
bas in any way decreased. On the contrary, the correspond-
ence shows that it has not.

Mr. DAVIES I must say that it hardly satisfies my
mind that it requires an increase of 89,000 over that of the
last completed year simply to attend to the additional cor-
respondence. It seems to me there must be some othera
reason for this enormous increase. a

Mr. BLAKE. Can the hon. gentleman give us some
general explanation of how this correspondence rias doubled
during these five months, as compared with the correspond. d
ing five months of the previons year ? Was it because too c
few letters were written during the previous five months ? o
If the coriespondence has doubled, although all the work à
during the former period has been done that ought to have e
been done, it would be gratifying to understand it; but if it e
is because the business was neglected, and the new broom t
is sweeping clean, let us know it.

Sir RICHARD CARTwRIGHT.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). It is no question of the new
broom. I do not desire any credit whatever at the expense
of my predecessors. I have seen enough in the Department
te convince me that both of my predecessors performed
their duties well. I know that my immediate predecessor
lost bis health in the efforts he made, and made succeessfully,
te keep up with the work of the Department; I know that
he was engaged at his own bouse with his private secretary
up te 12 and 1 o'clock at night, striving te overcome the
work of that Department. What I have te say is that the
correspondence bas enormously increased, and in the
nature of things it must increase as the time approaches
when the settlers are looking for their patents. The great
proportion of the correspondence refers -te the cases of
individual settlers. If every settler fulfilled his settlement
duties as te residence and other conditions, the work would
be easy; but I have seen enough of the Department te
know that that is not the case, but that a large number of
settlers have been unable for some reason technically te
complete all their duties, and a large portion of the corres-
pondence bas arisen in connection with that. Then, the
large ranching business which has sprung up in the North-
West bas necessarily caused a large amount of correspon-
dence. In addition te this, many settlers in the Province
of Manitoba claim that they should get their land at $1 an
acre because they came in just about the time when the price
was increased te $2, and an enormous correspondence
bas taken place in regard to that. Ail these matters have
tended te increase the business of the Department.

Mr. BLAKE. I suppose that the large portion of the busi-
ness connected with claims of individual settlers was being
transacted under the improved system adopted sometime
ago te avoid acknowledged delays and neglects that took
place under the old system, viz., by the Land Board at Win-
nipeg. I recollect, not his immediate predecessor, but his
penultimate predecessor, acknowledging that there were
very obvious delays which were about te be avoided by the
establishment of a land board which would deal with the
settiers nearer the spot than Ottawa. But now, from what
the hon. gentleman states, it would appear that there is
direct communication between the settlers and Ottawa.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I am sorry to say there is.
Although the Land Board at Winnipeg does an enormous
amount of work, and although my desire is te throw on
that board the responsibility of settling these matters, still
the settler often comes te headquarters, where he thinks he
will get a better chance; we cannot avoid that; and when
the settler applies to us here, we are anxious te do the best
we can for him, and if we cannot do more, to give him a
curteous answer. In answer te the hon. member for
Qneen's (Mir. Davies), I wish te point out that the expendi-
ture in 1881-85 was $63,000; the estimate for 1886-87 is
871,225. Mr King's salary is $1,650; the statutory
increases for 1885-86 amounted te something over $2,000;
and the statutory increases for next year will be over
$2,000; all of which amount te over $6,000, which I think
will show the hon. gentleman that the increase instead of
being between 67,000 and $9,000, is only about $2,000.

Mr. DAVIES. I do not think the statutory increases
amount te as much as the bon. gentleman states. But even
allowing the statement he makes, there is yet $3,000 which
he does not explain.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think the House will
do well te consider the total amounts that are being
demanded for the Department of the Interior, I am leaving
out the Geological Survey branch and the North-West
Mounted Police. On page 101 we find 830,000 more for
extra clerks at bead office, Ottawa, advertising and similar
expenses; under the bead of contingencies we find $18,000 ;
aken altogether, these make very nearly 8120,00). The
House will sece that this item is an extremely heavy one.
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Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). No doubt of it. am quite aware of the force of the observation that during
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Very nearly $120,000. that period we surveyed an immense quantity of land and

We can well understand that men who have been applying were prepared for futurity in that reSpect, but I am afraid
to the Land Board, under present regulations, and who find a good deal of that survey, which was conducted with such
tbat that board, being strictly responsible to headquarters extreme energy that it loft no time to perform some sur-
here, cannot give them satisfaction, will, as a matter of veying which would have been much more advantageous,
course, go to the Department at Ottawa, more particularly has been thrown away and will have to be done over again.
as a very large number of them are Ontario people, who In fact, a good deal bas been surveyed the second time, and,
think they eau bring influence through their friends there. having regard to the general results, I believe you will find
The fact that we have to spend about $125,000 on that we are getting nothing whatever out of the North-West
Department, is proof enough that the attempt to work our lands now.
North-West lands at Ottawa is a huge mistake, and that the
whole cumbrous machinery we have established at head. Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). It is hardly fair to take the
quarters at Ottawa, coste as two or three times as much as expenditure for surveys and charge it al against the receipte
would a board in the North.West, vested with much more of the year up to this time. Whether the surveys have
full plenary powers. It will be found that the attempt to been well or ill performed I cannot say, but my impression
conduet the affairs of a great country like that, at a distance is that they have been well performed. It is my mi, for-
of 1,200 and in some cases of 1,500 or 2,000 miles, is inher- tune to know nothing about surveying, but I am told that
ently a vicious system. Without blaming the present they have been well performed. No doubt in some cases,
Minister or porhaps his immediate predecessor, I think the monuments disappear and may have to be replaced, when
attempt made to concentrate the whole controt of the somewhere approaching 60,000,000 acres of land have been
North-West in one office at Ottawa, has been a mistake surveyed and made ready for settlement. Then as to the
from the first, and is daily growing more a mistake. large amount we received, and which the hon. gentleman

Mr. HESSON. As a member who has had a good deal states we ought still to be receiving, ho ought to remember
of correspondence with the Government on behalf of parties that a considerable portion received during one year was
who have gone to the North-West, I have been obliged to the result of large quantities of land being sold by auction
correspond with headquarters bore, although I did think the during the boom, when they realised nearly three dollars
business had better be dealt with by the Land Board. Parties an acre. Those lands to-day are not nearly so val uable as

who went in 1880, when they supposed they could get land when they were sold. They are in the hands of private
at 81 an acre, have written to me complaining that they holders who bought them. Then the hon. gentleman will

could not get their land at that price, becanse that was remember that there were sales at that time of town sites

cancelled by the Order in Council ot 1880. But they claim which realised a considerable sum of money, which were also

they had, properly speaking, taken up lands before the sold during the boom, and I have no doubt many of the pur-
Order in Council was passed, or had given notice and were chasers now regret their purchase. The same feeling of exal-
qualified to get their entries on the best terms. The Depart- tation, the prospect of enormous fortunes which prevailed in

ment, I must say, bas always been very courteous in their 1856 through the whole of Canada, when the Grand Trunk

replies, but the system involved a great deal of correspon- was being built, prevailed there, and indeed al] over the

donce, and I am sure other hon. gentlemen have experi- continent. All these sums of money came in at that time,
enced the same trouble and inconvenience as myself. not from ordinary settlers at ail, but from an exceptional

state of things, which is not likely to be repeatd, and
Mr. WATSON. If more powers were granted the Land which I hope will not be repeated. Theb hon. gentleman, I

Board at Winnipeg, the difficulties mentioned by theb hon. think, ought to remember that there has been 25,000
gentleman would not arise. In most cases when letters people placed in the North-West, outside of Manitoba,
are written to the deputy at Ottawa they are referred to in consequence eof the surveys and the opening up
the land board, and then referred back to Ottawa by the of the country in one way or another-not in conse-
board. I believe a great many parties are under the im- quence of the conduct of this Governmont or Of another
pression that everything bas to be referred to Ottawa. If Government-but as the natural result of opening up the
it was understood that the Land Board had to deal defi- country. Those settlers ought to count for something,
nitely with the cases, people would be satisfied with the and we have received money enough to meet the outlaya
reports they received from the board. From what I know that we have made, a large part of that outlay being on
of the commissioners, I believe they could well be entrusted capital accoant, and we have a money basis for future
with further powers, and be allowed to decide definitely on settlement which ought to be worth something to us. I
cases which are now referred to Ottawa, and causing con- know the hon. gentleman will say that a large number of
sequently much correspondence and loss of time. ~*these settlers went from Ontario, and consequently Ontario

Mr. BLAKE. The question of expenditure connected loses what the North-West gains, but they were people
with our North-West lands is one of considerable conse- who wanted to go West, and the chances are that if they
quence. I looked the other day at the result of some of had not gone to our North-West they would have gone
the items of five years operations in North-West lands. somewhere else. Then as to the Land Board, I may say
During one or two of those years we received very con- that I am giving larger power to the Land Board than il bas
siderable sums, unexampled before or since, for lands. In had before. They wilI settle every question that comes
one year we received as much as $1,700,000, in another before them, and their dicisions are usually approved
year $700,000 or $800,000, and in the five years 83,000,000 without coming here at all. In the vast majority of cases
or $ 1,000,000; but the expenditure, including the extra their decisions do not require to come to us lu any way
expense in the Department of the Interior, absorbed every whatever, but the misfortune is that if they are not
shilling we received, with the exception of some $300,000 decided in the sense in which the settler thinks they ought
or 8100,000. The expenditure on surveys, capital account, to be decided, he thinks that by coming to headquarters
income account, and the expenditure of the Department of he may. get a botter settlement. The Department is con-
the Interior properly attributable to the lands, absorbed the sequently regarded, to a certain extent, as a court of appeal,
83,000,000 or $4,000,000, with the exception of $300,000; inasmuch as the Minister of the Interior and the Govern-
80 that really with all the advantage of a large surplus ment must be held respensible for all those thinge, and it
during two years, and with the larger price we receive does seem to me that we cannot shirk that responsibility,
now, there is really nothing left to us out of the lands. I' nor do we wish to shirk it. In Calgary, when I was up there,
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among the propositions that were made by gentlemen who
were kind enough to offer a number of suggestions to
improve the land laws, one was that all these disputes should
go to the ordinary courts, and that, in fact, the power of
t lie Land Board should be decreased. I get more letters from
persons in the North-West asking that the powers of the
Land Board be decreased than that they should be increased,
and from parties who profess to have a good knowledge
of the wants of the settlers. A proposal was made in
Calgary at a dinner the people were kind enough to
give me, that the Land Board should be abolished
altogether, and all these matters left to the ordi-
nary tribunals to decide. I pointed out that that
would be a matter of great consequence to the lawyers,
but rather a bad proposition to the settlers, and that the
very object of referring cases of that kind is not that the
settler may be dealt with by the hard and fast rule of the
law, with the cold severity of the law, but that the equity
of the case may ho considered so that we may give him a
fair opportunity to continue in the home which he sought
for himself when he went into the North-West. Personally,
as I have said, my earnest object has been to give as much
power as possible to the Land Board, and throw upon it as
far as possible the responsibility for the settlement of all
questions. In referring cases back to the Land Bbard, I
have written.to the parties that I did so with the view of
creatirg the impression among the settlers that the lands
must be managed from Winnipeg rather than from Ottawa,
although wo cannot get rid of the ultimate responsibility
of their management here. Experience bas shown that the
Land Board is steadily increasing in importance, and in the
labor connected with it. In the months of November and
December last the correspondence of the Department of
the Interior was greater than the correspondence of the
Department of the Interior in 1877, with the Indian
Department added to it at that time. I can assure the
hon. gentleman that as regards the transferring of the man-
agement of the details of the land systom to Winnipeg, I
heartily concur in his opinion, and my earnest wish is that
it may be so transferred, so far as we can do so considering
our ultimate responsibility to Parliament.

Mr. BLAKE. The bon. gentleman says that it is unfair
to count against the receipts from North-West lands the
expenses of the surveys. But the hon. gentleman has
answered his own argument, because he told me, when I
came to compare the present receipts with the past receipts,
that the past receipts were altogether exceptional in their
character, that they were the result of the boom and the
sale of town sites, and he says I am not to charge the
exceptional expenditure for surveys against the exceptional
receipts, but must strike the latter out of the account
altogether. Thon, I ask, what becomes of $58,500,000
which we were told, three years ago, we would receive from
the .North-West lands before the year 1891? If we are told
now that this was all a delusion, that even the modest
81,700,000 was an inflated receipt, where is that vast sum
which that hon. gentleman's deputy certified to the Minister,
and which the Minister of Railways told us solemnly we
were to receive ? The fact of the matter is that the receipts
have diminished, even if you strike off the Birtle sales, and
the odd section sales. I believe thore are $1,200 from
colonisation companies during the last year, and I remem-
ber, upon some occasion, the Minister of Railways statiug
that we would get $ .0,000,000 from the colonisation
companies alone, that he could not take all the applications
that were pressed upon him, but ho did not intend to
sell the whole North-West to the colonisation companies.
The amount received, my hon. friend informs me, was
$1,214.22 from the grand colonisation company scheme,
which was to give us ton millions, besides creating uncalled
blessings for the North-West. The hon. Minister says:

Mr. WmrE (Cardwell).

" But yon must consider that by a survey of those
60,000,000 acres we have got in the few immigrants we have
obtained." But we know perfectly well that the immi-
grants we have got in are far below what the hon. gentle-
man promised he would secure, what ho declared we would
have, and what the Government told us we actually had in
the country. We know, as a matter of fact, if the accounts
of the year's immigration to the North-West, adding a small
amount for the natural increase, be correct, there are more
than 100,000 people, who, they say, must have gone in.
Either they did not go in, and so the accounts of the
annual immigration are totally false; or, if they went
in, they have left the country-somewhere about 115,000
or 120,000, if yoù make allowance for the natural increase,
is the discrepancy in the figures. Under those circumstances
I little expected he would boast of a survey of 60,000,000
of acres as being something which was necessary in order
that we might get in this small number of immigrants that
have, it turns out, either been got in or arranged to remain
in the country. No, the fact of the matter is, we require
to consider what the scale of our expenditure is on the
North-West lands with reference to the results. A few
years ago the hon. gentleman who thon presided over the
office excused the enormons and growing increase in the
departmental expenditure heore and at Winnipeg, because
the latter is a branch of the same office discharging part of
the functions which in their entirety used to be discharged
at Ottawa, on the ground of the vast and growing transac-
tions and the necessity of dealing promptly with the settlers
and so avoid all complaints and troubles. Now we are face
to face with an entirely different state of things in the
present and in the future. I quite agre that we must have
such a staff as may be necessary in order that the business
may be properly done, for we cannot expect to keep settiers
in the country if their business is not attended to with
reasonable promptness ; but I say also that the scale of
expenditure which has swollen to its present proportions
here and at Winnipeg is not applicable to the present state of
things nor to any immediate prospective future that we can
oount upon. The hon. gentleman has told us, and it is a
very reasonable statement, that the correspondence has
largely increased, and of course the 'business of the
office has increased by reason of the maturing of a number
of the claims for homesteads. I suppose those are the
homesteads of the "boom," the results of the large immi-
gration. We are now at the last five months of 1885,
carrying us back to the period of 1882 as the period at
which most of those people would have corne and taken up
their lands, thus thoir claims are about maturing for home-
steads and there is a period of activity in the Department
on that account; but if immigration has deoreased from
year to year the number of maturing claims for homesteads
will also lessen, and as we are taking a vote not only for
the present, but up to July, 1887, the spasm of energy and
correspondence is -hardly likely to represent the continuous
energy of the Department.

Mr. WATSON. The people of Calgary, it appears, have
requested that the Land Board be abandoned altogether and
that disputes be decided in the usual way. This shows that
the people have no confidence in the tribunal at Ottawa a
a court to decide disputes. That is probably due to the fact
that it is ao far away from the people who are directly
interested and because influences are liable to be used which
are not just to the settlers. In regard to the land at Birtle,
where a large quantity of land was sold in the spring of
1882, the Minister says that he hopes such a course wili not
again be taken, and states that the land, which was sold at
$2.50 an acre, is not worth that amount to-day. If they are
good lands, and I believe there is no reason to doubt that
they are such, the fact mentioned by the Minister is simply
due to the polioy pursued by the Government of lock-
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ing up so much land from settlement. The lands are
very sparsely settled and a very large quantity is
held by speculators. When the Minister says those
lands are actually not worth so much to-day as thoy
were when they were sold, that fact is due entirely to the
country being very sparsely settled and to the Government
pursuing a wrong policy in selling those ,lands. If the
lands were settled they would be worth from $5 to $10 an
acre instead of not being worth so much as they were sold
for in the spring of 1882. I hope the hon. Minster after
his trip to the North-West will see the folly of expos3ing
lands for sale in preference to settlement. If they are open
to settlement they are worth more to the country as a
whole, and the country derives a revenue from the settlers
who occupy them. I hope when the ton. Minister bas
occasion to dispose of any other lands they will be open
entirely for settlement.

Mr. MOMULLEN. The arrangement in the Depart.
ment of the Interior is a double barrelled one, with one
Department in Ottawa and another in Winnipeg. If
they are to be worked successfully and so far apart,
the duties of the Winnipeg Board must be clearly
defined as well as the duties of the Department here. if
the people of the North-West are to be led to believe
that every matter taken up by the Winnipeg Board
is subjectto an appeal to the Department here, there will be
a large increase in the work to be performed bre. If
that is the case it would be very much botter if the Winni-
peg Board were abolished or those composing the Board
brought here and placed in a room adjoining that of the
Minister of the Interior, so that the enormous amount of
correepondence that has taken place could be reduced,
because the Board could then submit cases of appeal direct
to the Minister. Under the present system an application
is made to the Minister of the Interior, it is forwarded to
the Land Board at Winnipeg for their consideration, that
Board acts upon it and notifies the party in the North-West
what they have done, and that party, not being satisfied,
writes back to the Department at Ottawa and the whole
business is to be done over again. The duties of the
Winnipeg Land Board should be clearly defined and
questions decided by them ehould not be again raised.
The Winnipeg Board coste $30,000, and the Department
of the Interior here 890,000 making a total of $120,000.
There is no necessity for this double barrel arrangement.
I think we should e ther abolish the Board here and lot the
Board at Winnipeg do the entire business, or else let Ohe
hon. Minister of the Interior go up there and superintend
the work or they might be brought down here so that they
could be utilised. The hon. Minister paid quite a tri-
bute of respect to his predecessors and spoke of the
very efficient manner in which they discharged
their duties. The hon. Minister a few days ago
told us that he had no less than 2,300 applications with
regard to timber limits, to dispose of within, I think, the
last two years. Now, that must very largely have increased
the correspondence of the Department-aliso the different
representatives communicating with the Department in the
interests of themselves and their friends, must have largely
increased the volume of business in the Department, I
would like to know if auything of that kind is going on
now, and if the large increase in correspondence which he
says has taken place is in connection with matters of that
kind. The Minister was up in that country some time in
November or December, and it is very strange that on his
return the correspondence should have so largely increased.
He must have been holding out inducements to the people
there, of some kind, that favors would be granted them;
I do not know that they were, but certainly it
seems the correepondence has increased. It seems to me

that this arrangement between the two Boards is a great
67
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farce, and I think it is time that we shonld see the pro-
3 priety of cutting down instead of increasing. In conneo.

tion with the granting of patents, I Pay there ehoùld be
some fixed rule by which parties in the North-West should
be guided when they make application for patente, fbr if
not, we will find ail sorts of infuence with the Departmenb%
if individual casses are to be dealt with by the Minister. i.
will hear of cases where perbape the conditions have not
been fully complied with, but it will be said : "O this man
has complied with them so nearly that the Minister onght
to overlook any incompleteness or defects and grant the
ratent." If that is going on there will be an enormous
amount of work, and you will require many more clerke.
That work shouid be conferred completely on the Board at
Winnipeg, if you are going to keep them, instead of being
appealed to the Minister; and uniess you allow the Board
to do that work you had botter obliterate the Board alto-
gether and let the Minister and his clerksdo ithere, beause
they will have to do it in the end. There is no necesity for
ail this round-about correspondence. Letters from the Board
at Winnipeg to the Department here, and letters back again
to the Board, and then letters again to the Department.
If that is going on it is no wonder the expenses are inoreas
ing, and we may expect the increases to go on. It is evi-
dent that hon. gentlemen are not desirous of curtailing the
expenses, if things are going on in that shape; on the con-
trary, we will have continuons increases. I believe the
Mrinister of the Interior is possessed of suffloient ability to
do credit to any Department, if he brought these abilities
to bear on his Department properly. I hope he will apply
his abilities to his Department next year, so that he will
be able to tell usk that instead of increasing the expenses,
ho bas decided to obliterate this Board at Winnipeg, and
have the work done in bis own office, and let the people of
the North-West understand that there will be no appeals.
I do not think it is necessary that this enormous volume of
correspondence should take place, and I eau understand
after what the Minister bas said, that under the present
arrangement, the correspondence will continue to increase.
Thore will be a continued going round and round from here
to the Board at Winnipeg, and thon back again, up and
down, and there will li no end of it. I am surprised that
the Minister should have found it necessary to make such
au admission with regard to the position of things in the
Department of the Interior as he has made to-night. I
think he should have been able to report that the business
has been so ·adj asted between the Board and the Depart-
ment, that each will have its specific daties to perform, and
that this continuous, everlasting correspondence should be
put a stop to. I certainly hope this thing will not be con-
tinued.

Mr. O'BRIEN. The hon. gentlemen who last spoké
evidently understands very little of the state of things in
the North-West, because if he knew anything about it, ho
would know that the great complaint that has been made
there for years back-and under similar circumstances will
be made again-is that the settlers found fault because they
were dealt with by hard and fast rules; that there was no
sympathy evinced for special circumstances. That ias
been the gieat cause of trouble, so far as I have had an
opportunity of learning the state of affairs in the North-
West, and if his rule were carried out, we should have a
state of discontent far greater than it has been uin the past.
I think everything oese the hon. gentleman said has been
answered in advance by the Minister of the Interlor. I
would like to ask the Minister if it is necessary that the
salary and the allowance for exponses of the inspector of
colonisation companies should be continued. H ofce
costs $4,000. Those companies are certainly dimitdrshiog
and they will continue to diminish, because there never
can be money made ont of them, as anybody of contmoU
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sense must have foreseen at the outset, there will be
nothing but loss connected with them. I seo that the
inspectors of homesteads cost the country far less than this
officer, and I would ask the Minister If, under the diminished
business remaining for the inspector of colonisation com-
panieshis work could not be done by the other inspectors,
who, I think, are fully competent to do it.

Mr. WRHITE (Cardwell). I may say in reply to the
hon. gentleman, that at this moment negotiations are going
on-and indeed they have been going on for some time-
with the colonisation companies, with a view to the settie-
ment of their contracts with the Government. The Depart-
ment recently issued a circular to each company, stating
the general terms upon which they were disposed to close
the contracts, or if the companies were anxioqus to go on, to
allow them to continue their operations. In most cases, the
proposal is to close the contracts, which will release imme-
diately a very large area of land that was set aside, not for
sale absolutely, but as part of the contract with the companies
for colonisation purposes. These arrangements will involve
a careful inspection of each of the companies tracts, which
was included in the general appropriation for colonisation
purposes, and the inspector of colonisation c mpanies will
require to perform that work. i have no doubt whatever
that when that is done, as I believe it will be done-I hope
this spring, because the companies are sending in at this
moment theee statements, which will have to be verified on
the ground-as soon as that is done, that office will, as far
as I can see at this moment, be less necessary at any rate
than it is at present. The question of the abolition of the
office altogether, will then come up for consideration. But
until the close of these matters with the colonisation com-
panies, I do not think it is desirable to change the officer,
who has had sorne experienue of the work and who knows
the ground. At the close of the Session I hope to give
two or three weeks, bOfore leaving for the North-West, to
the settlement of these questions.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. member for Muskoka (Kr.
O'Brien) must remember that the officer is Mr. Rufuse
Stephenson.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This is a somewhat
important statement which has been made by the Minister
of the Interior. I recollect how, three or four years ago,
we were informed by the then Minister of the Interior that
he had discovered a wonderful means of accomplishing the
colonisation of the North-West; how tens of thousands of
valuable yeomanry were to be settled there; how capitalists
were to come forward and to supply large funds out of
their private resources for the purpose of aiding in this
colonisation; how from varions parts of England and the
continent gentlemen, interested in settling this country,
were to come forward as members of colonisation com panies;
and how-what he did not tell us-he had tried to secure
some 5,000 or 6,000 assistants in the election of 1882 by
distributing promises of grants of land to colonisation com-
panies in which they were interested. I recollect that in
the county of Lennox, which the then Minister of the
Interior was contesting, I found on one occasion, on examin
ing the names of a certain committee in his interest, that
out of 21 gentlemen 15 had shares in some colonisation com-
pamies. I found to my still greater disgnst that a consider-
able number of gentlemen on the committee of Mr. Allison,
who opposed him, had also shares in colonisation companies;
and when information was given to us afterwards of some
remarkable transactions which led to the election of the
hon. gentleman for Lennox, I myself was approached by a
considerable number of gentlemen interested in colonisa-
tion companies, some on my side, and some on the other
side, who intimated to me that it was a great pity to dis-
turb the Minister of the Interior in the representation of
Lennox, because they did not know how, if he wa dis-
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turbed, they would get on with their colonisation con-
panies. But these matters having run their course, we
find, according te the statement of the hon. Minister of the
Interior-and I think he is right-that all of these colonisa-
tion companies are te be wound up, and the whole thing
is acknowledged to be an utter and inexcusable failure.
That is the only conclusion te be drawn from the statement
of the hon. the Minister of the Interior. Now, with respect
te the cost of this Department, over and above the $90,000
required for the Department of the Interior, and
the $30,000 to which I called attention, there is
$120,000 more wanted under the head of outside
service, together with $100,000 for Dominion lands, charge-
able to capital; so that about $340,000 is te be ex-
pended for the ordinary service of this Department.
Now, I see that for the half year we received $101,664. It
may be that we shall get a little more during the ensuing
year, but I think it is very unlikely that we shall receive
more than $200,000 or $300,000 from the sales of lands in
the North- West for a considerable time te come; and I am
not sure that the country would not be better served by
throwing settlers in there, even at some trouble and expense,
than by endeavoring to get money from them. It is only
too clear that, whereas we were led te expect that a very
large amount of money would be obtained from the pro-
ceeds of sales in the North-West, the case is even worse
than my hon. friend stated, and that there will probably be
a deficit between receipts and expenditure for a considerable
number of years to come. That is a serious thing, and it
seems te me we are not justified in maintaining this enorm-
ous expenditure in the present state of the revenue, and
under the present prospects of receiving returns from the
North-West. $3 10,000 is a very large amount of money,
and we seem to be getting very little for it.

hfr. CHARLTON. I would like te enquire of the Minis-
ter of the Interior- if it is compatible with the public
interest to inform us at this time-on what terms it is pro-
posed te cancel the contracts with these colonisation com-
panies. I am curious te know whether these gentlemen,
who have invested in North-West lands and paid one or
more instalments, who have been unable te settle their
lands, and who find that the speculation is likely te prove
a disastrous one, are to be refunded the payments they have
made, or whether they will be made te forfeit the monevs
they have paid. While on mv feet I wish te say a few
words as to the general policy of the Government in refer-
ence to the management of our public demain in the North-
West. We were informed by the Minister of the Interior
that 61,010,000 acres of land had been surveyed there.
Now it strikes me that is rather an excessive quantity when
we consider that the 4,700,000 inhabitants of Canada
occupy only about 22,000,000 acres of cultivated land; the
census of 1881 gave the quantity as a fraction lesg
-than 22,000,000 acres. Yet a sum of money has been
expendedin surveying the lands of the North-West suffi-
cient te survey nearly three times the quantity of land
occupied by all the inhabitants of this Dominion, that
seems te be an extravagant and useless expenditure. We
have in the North-West about 23,000 inhabitants, which is
equivalent, taking five persons te each family, te 4,600
families. If we assume that they are all agriculturists,
which they are not, and that they occupy farms of 100
acres each, they would require 460,000 acres of the 61,000,-
000 acres surveyed. That needs but te be stated.to show
the absurdity of spending an enormous surm of money te
survey that quantity of lands. Then the hon. gentleman
made a statement with reference te the magnitude of bis
correspondence. Among other things, he stated that 2,500
applications had been received for timber limits, and te show
the Government had not been guilty of any great extrava-
gance in parcelling out the timber resources of the Domin-
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ion, he said that only forty-seven timber licenses had beei
granted. Now, the fact that 2,500 applications have been made
that a great number of Orders in Council had been passed
and yet only 47 licenses have been granted, shows to wha'
an excess of the requirements of the country the businesi
of granting timber licenses has been carried. The wanté
*f the country have induced but 47 men to take out license
for the purpose of manufacturing lumber, and yet the de
partment has been flooded by 2,500 applications, and Orders
in Council granting licenses have been issued in hundreds,
in almost every instance 'to friends of the Government.
AIl these applications were made by investors, who were
not bond ide but speculative investors, and who, in the
majority of cases, in which the Orders in Council granting
the licenses were passed, have not paid the 85 rental per
square mile. There the Orders in Council stand for these
gentlemen to avail themselves of when they choose, as the
Government have performed their part as far as their fune-
tions go. Nothing could illustrate more strikingly the
mismanagement by the Government of public affairs in the
North- West. Then we have the pasture land leases, which
amount, according to a return of th ree y ears ago, to 2,700,000
acres.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I think the hon. gentleman
is wandering from the point under discussion. We are
engaged on a discussion of the duties the officials have to
perform.

Mr. CHARLTON. That has connection with the ques-
tion of which I am talking, the granting of timber limits
and pasture leases and coal lands, and the general land
policy of the Government. With reference to the pasture
ands alone 2,700,000 acres were leased, three years ago,

at lases of 1 cent an acre being the interest of 7 per cent.,
at 15 cents an acre. The hon. gentleman says the Govern-
ment have doubled the rental, and now it is an interest on
30 cents an acre, and he says no partiality is shown in the
matter; that the Government are issuing leases every day,
and if anybody, not a Conservative, wishes to apply, let
him send in his application. This is a nice time to give
this invitation, when there is nothing more to go round,
when the Government have issued these leases for pasture
land covering the whole North-West from the boundary
line to the Peace River district. But the point I wish to
refer to more particularly is the general land policy of the
Government of the North-West.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I do not think that is the
question; we are now discussing civil government.

Mr. CHARLTON. 1 bow to your ruling, Sir, and will only
discuss a few items pertaining to that policy. I will only
refer to the first regulations issued by the Government with
reference to the disposal of public lands. The Government,
in the management of our public domain, ought to have
been struck by the fact, which would be obvions to any
observer of public events, that in our attempts to secure the
settiement of that country, we are competing with the
United States, who have aiso a great public domain to settie,
and who are endeavoring, like ourselves, to induce settle-
ments of the public lands for the purpose of bringing them
under cultivation. That being the case, it seems to me it
required but a small modicum even of common sense to see
that it was necesary we should at least offer as favorable
terms to settlers as the United States. That has not been
done by the Government, and the fruits of our short
sightedness are apparent in the fact that we have only
23,000 settlers in that vast region-not one-half the
Canadian population settled in Minnesota, and not
one half the Canadian population settled in Dakota.
That is al due to the fact that the Government have pursued
a policy to repel rather than to attract settlement; it is due
to the fact that they have pursued a policy calcul ated to

n keep people from going to that country rather thanto draw
, them to it, people living in Canada and people from Europe

seeking homes in the North-West. I may have trespassed
t on your good nature, Sir, but it strikes me this is aquestion
s pertinent to the subject under discussion. To go back to
s what you might consider more pertinent to the question, I
- desire to reiterate the enquiry I made to the Minister of the
- Interior as to what will be the general policy the Govern

ment intend pursuing with regard to the defanet or semi-
defunct colonisation companies which acquired grants of land
under the policy that was to make all men rich who went

3 into the North-West, and who, having failed intheir objects,
wish to retire from their investment. Will the Government
require them to forfeit all sums of money paid ? or will the
Government refund all or any of the sums of money invested
by these companies in our lands?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I think this is hardly the time
to venture into an elaborate discussion of the general land
policy of the Government, nor will the hon. gentleman, on
reflection, consider ho was quite fair in endeavoring to get
in some shots on that subject, when ho knows it is impos-
sible, at this particular time, to enter into an elaborate
defence of the policy. We will have an opportunity to dis-
cuss that question at length before the Session is over, and
thon I will endeavor to make such a defence as I can make
of the policy of the Government. The hon. member for
Huron (Sir R. Cartwright) referred to the colonisation com.
panies as being, as ho said, a source of corruption used by
the First Minister in the elections of 1882. And ho illus.
trated that statement by the fact, that upon the committees
of both the Liberal and Conservative candidates in Lennox,
were to be found shareholders in colonisation companies.
Now, if ho had been able to state that the gentlemen on
Mr. Allison's committees had all come over and voted for
Mr. Pruyn or for Sir John Macdonald, I could understand
that there might be something in it, but certainly the state-
ment that there were gentlemen on both sides of politics who
were shareholders in these companies rather implies that
the companies were regarded at that time as a good invest-
ment by business men, and not that there was any corrupt
arrangement with the Government. However, it is not quite
accurate to say-and I think this is due to the colonisation
companies-that no possible advantage has been derived
from the operation of these companies. I had the privilege
last summer, and I daresay the hon. gentleman has had the
privilege also-at any rate ho had the opportunity if ho had
chosen to take advantage of it when he was in the North-
West-of visiting the lands of three of these companies.
The Binscarth Company, for instance, has established an
excellent settlement. I forget the exact name of the com-
pany, but Binscarth is the name of their town. That
company bas fulfilled, I believe, all its engagements; I
mean that it has accomplished all, or nearly all, that it
undertook to accomplish when it entered into the contract
with the Government. Thon I saw the lands of the Sas
katchewan Homestead Company. After passing from the
Qu'Appelle River some thirty miles without meeting a single
settler, I came upon an admirable settlement, altogether
the result of the operations of that company. Thon there
were the lands of the York Farmer's Colonisation Dompany
at Yorkton, and there I found an admirable settlement,
with a number of excellent farmers looking forward to
homes in the North-West which they were making for them-
selves, altogether the results of that colonisation company.
You can find in other parts of the North-West settlements that
would not have been in those localities-though they might
possibly, for anything I can tell, have been somewhere else
-but for the operations of those colonisation companies.
So that it is not quite accurate to say that those companies
have not resulted in any advantage .to the North-West. The
idea was originally to secure the co-operation of capitalists,
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the co-operation of individual enterprise, in the settlement of
the North-West. We know that in the -United States the large
settlements which have taken place in the Western States
have been the results almost exclusively of the operations
of railway corporations owning lands and of land comp-
anies having lands for sale ; and the intention was to inaug-
urate the same policy here, it was hoped with the same
results. The conditions were very onerous, but they were
not so onerous but that large numbers of practical, level-
headed business men considered them sufficiently promising
to ;nvest their money in them; and the amount invested
runs up to a very large sum-I think to over half a million
of dollars at any rate-I am speaking only from memory-
which was invested by hard-headed business mon in Canada
on the faith of this policy, and in the firm belief that it
would result advantageously. It has not resulted in settling
the country as rapidly as was expected at that time ; but
this took place at a time when there was a general boom,
when everyone outside of the Government, if not those
inside of the Government, looked forward to a continuation
of that state of things which unfortunately has not con.
tinued. The hon. gentleman has asked on what terms it is
proposed by the Government to settle with the colonisa-
tion companies. If be desires, I will tell him the terms of the
circulars which have been issued to each ofthese companies.
The companies applied for a reduction in the price of their
lands. They wanted the Government to give them the lands
at 8i an acre. When that was not agreed to they pressed
for 8*50 an acre; but the Government determined that the
lands should not be reduced in price, but that they should be
obliged te pay the same amount of $2 an acre which they
were obliged to pay under the company's original contract
enter.ed into with the Government. By that contract they
were entitled to get a rebate of $160 for every settler they
put on the land. They are entitled to that now, and the
moneys which they pay into the Government, together with
the rebate,,will be counted as a payment to the Govern-
ment; and they will receive lands at $2 an acre for that
money and that rebate. It is practically carrying out on a
smaller area the contract which they entered into for the
colonisation of a larger area. These are substantially the
terms upon which it is proposed to settle with the colonisa-
tion companies.

Mr. CAlLTON. You propose to let them drop town-
uhipm>where they have no settlers ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell), Yes; and the Government
resamestho lande. It never parted with any lands. The
companies simply had a right to colonise them, but tbey
never had a deed given to them; and the result of this will
be simply to lessen the ares tbey will have the right to
eolomise in accordance with the amount of money they have
paid, and the settiers they have put on the land.

Mr. BLAKE. I thought the hon. gentleman stated that
there were two alternatives presented to the companies ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). If they go on, and if they
have acted in good faith, and have done their work tolerably
well, they may have an extension of time, but that will
only b. in the case of those companies who have been going
on and showing their ability to do the work.

Mr. CHARLTON. In case the colonisation companies
drop townships where they have no settlers, and on the
lands tbey drop they have paid an instalment, would they
be alowed to apply that on other lands ?

Mr. WRITE.(Cardwell). To the extent of $2 an acre.
There ai e two or three colonisation companies who have
put.on no setilers ut ail. They will get land at the rate of
$2 an acre for the money paid in. No money will be
returned.

Mr. WIUTE (Cardwell).

Sir RICEARD CARTWRIGHT. Then the Government
will now come into possession of a very considerable quan-
tity of unbroken land?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Nearly a million acres.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. More than that, I

fancy.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Perhaps more.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I speak from reeollec-

tion, but 1 think more than a million acres were taken out
of the market, apart from those that were granted, with a
view to the possible wants of colonisation companies.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Yes, more than two millions,
I think, were taken out of the market and included in
the contract with colonisation companies; but I think the
result will be to give back to the Government something
over a million acres of land.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I thought the amount
the Government would recover would be considerably
more. Of course it would not be reasonable to expect, if
the matter is new to the Minister's mind, that he should
give us any answer to-night, but it seems to me that the
whole of this, what may be called chequer-board arrange-
ment in the North-West by which every alternate square
mile is reserved from homestead settlement, might be
reconsidered, at any rate in the case where property comes
back into the hands of the Government. I am disposed to
think that a very much more liberal arrangement than we
have yet made will have to be resorted to, in order to bring
any considerable number of settlers into the North-West,
and I suggest, not with a view to getting an answer now,
but for the consideration of the Minister, that it would be
wise to try the experiment, if the Government get enough
lands back, of offering large areas, in an unbroken form,
for homestead settlement, so that, instead of finding, as at
present, a mile between each homestead, there might be an
unbroken range of homestead settlements. There can be
no doubt that in the North-West that system, from wihat-
ever motive adopted, has worked a great deal of misochief,
and that a greater settlement might be looked for if the
lands are sufficiently near to a railway, and people were
given to understand that the Government would allow them
to settle continuously, instead of at intervals of odd num-
bered sections.

Mr. CHARLTON. I do not suppose there is a single
point in the respective characteristics of the two Govern.
ments, that militates more against our own interest than
the fact that in the United States wherever public lands
are found there may be a homestead entry and no reserve
whatever. Settlers moving into new sections in that coun-
try can secure whole townships, which is a great advantage
compared with the policy we pursue of obliging them to
take isolated locations. There is also the fact that our
lands are really held higher than lands in the United States.
Within the railway belt and odd sections reserved by the
Government, are termed double minimum lands, and
are 3old at $2.50 an acre, and outside the boite 8L25. Our
lands of similar character north of the Canadian Pacific
Railway are sold at $2 an acre, or 75 cents higher than in
the United States. South of the Canadian Pacifie Rail.
way, lands of similar character are sold at $2.50. The
Minister can see the influence that these two facto must
have in repelling settlement. It is due largely te
these two facto that we have but 25,000 people in
the North-West, and that Dakota is almost a Canadian
State. I do not make these statements in a parti-
san sense at all, but certainly as a business matter
our management of our public lands requires-that we should
adopt a policy at least as liberal as that of the United States.
We are laboring under certain disadvantages, our lands are
further away than those of JDakota, and we require to ofer

532



COMMONS DEBATES.

superior inducements. The suggestion made by the hon.
member for Marquette (Mr. Watson), is well worthy of con-
sideration, that is, to allow a homestead entry everywhere
in the North-West. The great desideratum there is to
secure a population, It is not the profit we are'to make
from the sale of those lande that is going to count so mch
in our national prosperity as the securing of a population
in our vast prairies in the North-West. We have to-day,
probably, living in the United States 2,500,000 people who
ought to be living here, and we want to stop the
drain that is going on. We have in the North-West
a country of enormous resources, and if we adopt a policy
calculated to promote its settlement the result will be
seen in a marked manner in the development of the
resources of this country within the next ten years. I
believe, without any flattery to the Minister of the Interior,
that we now have a gentleman in that position who can
weigh more correctly the influences that bear upon this
whole question than some of his predecessors, and that he
will, in comparing our system with that of the United
States, see where our weak points are, and see the necessity
of adopting a wise policy towards settlers. Certainly such
a policy would never contemplate tbe possibility of such a
scheme as the organisation of colonisation companies. It
is not correct that the settlement of new countries in the
United States has been promoted by colonisation companies.
The State of Iowa had 500,000 population before it had half-
a.dozen miles of railway. There never bas existed in the
United States anything comparing with the colonisation
schemes. The simple fact is, that in the grants to
colonisation companies contemplated under certain cir-
cumstances, giving them lands at half price, that lands
worth $2 an acre they were to get on certain con-
ditions for 81, and then the companies sold thi se lands
to the actual settler at a much higher price. That is a
policy the Government never should have inaugurated. The
Government should allow no individual to stand between
itself and the settler who cultivates the soil. We should
either give the soil or sell the soil at first hands to the settlers,
and allow no middleman to buy the land at $1 an acre
and turn round and retail it to the settler, perhaps, at $10 an
acre. I maintain that the colonisation scheme of the Gov-
ernment was utterly indefensible; it was adopted with no
design of promoting the interests of the North-West, but it
was an electioneering dodge for the purpose of attaching to
the Government the interest of capitaliste of all parties,who
would thereafter support the Government by their influence.
It was a powerful leverage in the elections of 1882, it was
designed for that purpose, and it served the purpose, but it
also inflicted a great disaster upon the North-West.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). In reference to a remark of the
hon. gentleman for South Huron, I would say that these
lands granted to colonisation companies were not withdrawn
from the market because there never was a time when the
isettlers could not settle on even sections. They were always
open to settlement, and anyone who chose to go there could
do so. With reference to the suggestion made by the hon.
gentleman of doing away with the system of odd and even
bections, and throwing the whole country open to settle-
ment, that is too long a question to discuss at this moment.
I may say with regard to the land grant to the Lethbridge
Railway, that it bas been changed to a land grant of blocks
or townships instead of sections, and to that extent we will
be able, in the alternate township, to experiment upon that
method which the hon. gentleman suggests, and which 1
have myself had much under consideration. If we can give
tho railway companies townships instead of sections, the
object the hon. gentleman bas uin view may be carried out,
but that is a matter upon which no decision has yet been;
reached.1

Mr. BLAKE. In reference to this very question of the
system of odd sections, communications have been addressed
to me from settlers in the southern parts of the territories
to the effect that large areas in the odd sections in their
district have been aasigned to the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company as part of their land grant, though not, of course,
within the forty-mile belt, but part of that which could not
be given to them within that belt. They say: We have
been settled there for some time, we are remote from all
railways at present, we do not get the benefit of those who
dwell on the odd sections of the Canadian Pacifie Railway.
On the other hand, we are embarrassed because we are not
able to collect municipal taxes or school taxes upon those
odd sections, although we understand that they have been
sold by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company to the
North-West land corporations. I want to know-and of
course it may be that the hon. gentleman may not be able
to answer me at the moment, though perhaps he may-
whether the system under which the Department regulates
its transactions with the Canadian Pacific Railway Coi-
pany is such that they have a record of sales made by the
Canadian Pacifie iRailway in any way, so that the fact of
their lands being sold may become public and thus the lande
become subject to taxation. The hon. gentleman will recol-
lect that the provisions of the grant of lands to the Canadian
Pacifie Railway are that, until sold or occupied, they shall
for twenty years after the patent is granted be free from
taxation; but the House can readily understand that a
scheme might, perhaps, be devised by simply keeping cou-
cealed the sale to a great land corporation, like the North-
West Land Company, of specific lands in a manner by
which those lands sold to a speculative corporation might
be kept free from taxation until the time arrived by which
the corporation effected a sale to an ultimate buyer or a
minor speculator. Thus they might remain, although sold
under the name of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, in the
hande of that speculative land corporation, and although
sold out of the hands of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, the
lands might not be subject to taxation. That, of course, is
a very serious drawback. The grievance of the odd sec.
tions not being open for homesteading has been already
adverted to, and I have already spoken of it as a very
great practical difficulty. 1 am not now saying that the
Government is largely responsible for it; it is, nevertheless,
a practical difficulty that settlers cannot find a place
for their relations and friends alongside of themselves.·
But it is infinitely enhanced when settlers, iso-
lated as they are by the existence of the odd
sections, are unable to have their relatives and friends
around them. Until some plan can be arranged-and these
lands form one of the most favorable portions of the North-
West-by which the lands held by the North-West land
corporations are made subject to local taxation, you will
have the settlers, with all the disadvantage of isolation,
laboring under the additional difficulty of having to pay the
expense of roade and bridges, the construction of schools
and the expense of municipal institutions, for the enhance-
ment of the value, from year to year, of lands which that
corporation holds, perhaps for the benefit of individual cor-
porators, for I see they are now establishing a scheme by
which the stockholders can select lands in payment of their
stock. Thus, half the country enhances the value of the
other half for those who hold unsettled lands. I ask the
carnest attention of the Minister to this matter, and if he is
unable to answer me now, perbaps he will give me a state-
meut at a later date as to what steps have been taken or are
to be taken to prevent this, what I consider to be an inva-
sion of the conditions on which we granted to the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, lands which the instant they are sold ought
to become subject to municipal taxation.

Mr. O'BRIEN. I should like to make a suggestion with
respect to this matter basd on my observations lat summer
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in the North-West. It struck me that one of the greal
drawbacks in the North-West was the complete isolation of
the settlers arising not only from the odd numbered sections,
but also from Hudson Bay lots, school lots and Canadian
Pacific lots. It is really enough to prevent any man settling
in that country to find that he has to place himself one or
two miles from his neighbor. In the Qu'Appelle Valley
-where it is said that every available lot is taken
up - I would be very sorry to settle, if I wished to take
up land, no matter how great the advantages were, if
I had to put my family in such a state of isolation as the
people there must occupy. It struck me particularly at that
time, in that particular locality, which, although smali
compared with the North-West is yet a very large tract,
that as there were no less than fifteen Indian reserves
around there it was a great drawback that the people were
so isolated that any system of defence from devastation by
Indians was practicably impossible. If any change could
be made in the system so that settlers might take
up adjoining lots for self.preservation, or for the pur-
pose of their schools and securing associations in varions
ways, it would be a very great advantage in those
particulars to which I have alluded. There is another mat-
ter worthy of the attention of the Minister of the Interior.
To compare small things with great I may mention that in
the free grant district of Ontario, with which I am very
familiar, one of the great drawbacks is that everybody has
too much land. Is it not becoming the same in the North.
West ? If the land is to become profitable it can only be
by adopting a system of mixed farming, and 160 acres is as
much as a man with small capital can cultivate with advan-
tage. Whcu he burdens himself with the purchase of 320
acres, which he is almost compelled to do under the present
system, he commits a mistake. I do not pretend to point
out the way in which this difficulty might be obviated, but
I do not see why the friend of a man who takes up lot No. 1
should not be allowed to take up lot No. 2 instead of lot No.
3, and if any more lands are to be thrown open for settle-
ment the Minister might try the experiment whether it
might prove advantageous for the reasons I have suggested
to adopt the plan by which a system of alternate sections
would be got rid of.

Mr. WATSON. I can assure the Minister that the sug-
gestions thrown ont by the hon. member who bas just
spoken are good suggestions, and.that it would be greatly in
the interests of the settlers of the N>rth-West if townships
were reserved instead of sections. A great injustice is done
to municipalities at present, and a great number of muni.
cipalities are in a very serions diffieulty from the fact that
lands have been taxed for a number of years though not
patented, and under the system which prevails in the North-
West at tax sales the lands cannot be sold. The munici.
palities have put down the amounts against those lands as
an asset though they cannot realise on them at a tax sale.
There should be some arrangement between the Dominion
and Local Governments with the municipalities, whereby
any unpaid taxes should be chargeable on the lands. It is
not right or just to settlers, who have taxed themselves to
make improvcments, that taxes which have been reckoned
as assets for years cannot be realised on. There are a large
number of municipalities in difficulties in this respect at
present. The Minister's attention was, no doubt, drawn to
this matter when he visited Manitoba; if not it should have
been, because the municipalities were then aware of the
position which they then occupied. As the Minister informed
the House the other day that the Government were to make
some changes in the Dominion Lands Act, I hope the Govern-
ment are considering some changes in connection with the
land regulations, and I trust they may see fit to try some
scheme other than reserving all odd sections for sale. No
doubt there will bea very largequantity of land plaoed on the
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t market for homesteading and other purposes with the abo-
f lition of the colonisation companies. I am glad to know that
, the Government are about to cancel the grants of a large

inumber of these companies. We are told that there are only
three or four in existence; very few have done any good

r to the country, if they have done any good at ail. as the
r Minister any account of the amount of money which ias

been spent by any colonisation company in getting immi-
grants to come to the country; - they have had agents
through the Province and in Winnipeg and Portage La
Prairie to get immigrants to locate on their lands. A set-
tier is worth as mach to the country if he is settled on
other lands than those of the colonisation company, and
the Government actually gives such a company a bonus of
8160 for catching each immigrant and inducing him to
settle on colonisation lands, and I believe those colonisa.
tion companies have been an injury to the country, because
two or tbree years ago-

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Is the Shell River company ?
Mr. WATSON. Yon will have a chance to speak after a

while.
Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I ask a plain question andyou

as a gentleman should answer it.
Mr. WATSON. I say that those companies-
Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Quit talking of those com-

panies; they are all right.
Mr. WATSON. I did not hear the hon. gentleman's

question.
Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I asked did you refer to the

Shell River Colonisation Company. Did you say that it was
an injury to the country ?

Mr. WATSON. I do not say it is, but I say that the
policy pursued by the Government in locking up large
tracts of land in Manitoba and the North-West, has been an
injury to the country; and it has been stated by the
Minister that only three or four colonisation companies
have been able to go on.

Mr. WfIITE (Cardwell). I mentioned three or four, but
I said there were others.

Mr. WATSON. Well, I do not think there are more
than half a dozen that have complied with the regulations.
I would like to know from the Minister if he has any report
from those companies, showing how many settlers they
have brought into the country, and what advertising they
have done to bring settlers in. I do not think a settler is
worth any more on one of these colonisation tracts than he
is anywhere else. I believe the benefit derived by the
company has been derived at the expense of the country.
They have eecured their lands at il per acre when 82 was
required from others, and the system of selling the odd
sections bas also proved injurions, as I have already pointed
out. A large percentage of the land cannot be sold, and I
hope some means may be devised whereby the amount of
taxation against those lands will be collected by the
municipalities, even if the lands are in the hands of the
Crown.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I think the hon. member for Muas-
koka (Mr. O'Brien) has touched upon a matter which
intimately concerns the future settlement of the North-West.
Coming down on the train I had a conversation with a
farmer who had been settled in the township of Bentinck for
thirty-four years. I said: "Where are you going ?" and
he said: "To the North-West." I asked: " Where are you
settled in the North-West?" le said: "I amin Dakota." I
said: "lIow is it that you have settled in Dakota ?" "Well,"
he said: "last summer I went to the North.West; I travelled
through it, but when I found a lot that I would like to get,
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I fdund it was owned by some railway company, some
colonisation company or some other speculator, and after
searching for a length of time, I went through to Dakota
and I took up land there." He said, "I would prefer living
under the British Government, but the land regulations in
the North-West are such thatI could not get a suitable loca-
tion." A short time afterward I met another young man
whom I have known from a boy, as well as his relations, a
family of eight or ton, who had lived in the township. I
said: "Where are your living now ?" He said : "in Dakota.'
I askedI: "How is this; you did well in Bentinck ? " He
replied: "It is true we did for a number of years, but for
the last three or four years farming did not pay; grain was
low in price; we were getting embarrassed and we had to
strike. We went to the North-West desiring to settle
there; " and thon he went on to tell me the same story over
again-that whenever thoy came to a lot they would like
to settle on, that lot was owned by some colonisation com-
pany, by the railway company, the Hudson Bay Company,
or some other of these corporations. He said it was
impossible to get suitable locations, and his family of nine
or ten went on to Dakota. One of these men had lived in
the county of Grey for thirty-four years, and the other was
living in Bentinck twenty-five years ago when I settled
there. These are the causes which led them to settle in the
United States, though they were British by hirth, British
by instinct, and desired to live under the British flag. The
Minister of Interior says such a thing cannot happen, but
bore is the practical experience of two men who had no
desire or wish to tell anything but the truth. They gave
me their actual experience, and from what I know of them
I can rely upon what they told me. This is experience-
the other is theory. The Minister says he endorses the
olicof his two predecessors in the Department. He says
e endorses their latd policy. Well, that policy has had

the effect of settling up the State of Dakota. Because I am
telling the Government this, I do not want them to turn
around to say you are advertising Dakota. I am telling
the practical result of the experience of people who are
Britiah in instinct, who desired to romain under the British
flag, but who, by arbitrary, despotic and blind regulations,
were driven away from Canada to the United States.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Because they had not a place
to settle on ?

Mr. LANDERKIN. What does the hon. gentleman
say ?

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I am not at all angry, doctor,
but I ask yon if it was because they had not a place to
settle on ?

Mr. LANDERKIN. I have given you the reasons, but
I will repeat them; that, after finding land, they found it
was occupied or owned either by some corporation or other
speculator and they could not get it and they were driven
over. I can give you this young man's name if you desire.
He said to me : "lIn Dakota one man is as good as another;
one man has just as a good chance to get land from the
Department as another; he can get it on the same terms as
a duke, a knight or a marquis, or any other of those titled
gentry who have recoived lands in the North-West." Now,
the admission which was made by the Rinister of Interior
would seem to sanction the policy of hie two predecessors,
a policy which las driven many and many a settler from
settlement in the North-West. The hon. gentleman visited
the North-West; he went there to discover the grievances
of the people. I believe ho went there to remedy their
gr-ievances, and I will read you what a paper published in
that district said of his visit :

" He left party politics behind; he asumed no dignity except that of
a man who desired to benefit hie country and hie countrymen; he sought
information wherever he went and was best pleased when he came most
elearly in oaoact with the who had exporienoed what he desired to

hear of. eo spoke his mind freely as a man to men-not a a Osar 'to
his subjecta, as bas been the habit in his Department, and in almost
every instance agreed most cordially with the views of the people ln the
matters brought before his notice."

I want him to notice this:
" Almost every word ho uttered was a condemnation of the pollcy

heretofore pursued by the Uovernment, but thie ho did not feel called
upon either to apologise for or to allude to."
Now, he tells us bere to-night that he endorses the policy
of his immediate predecessors in the office, but when ho was
visiting in the North-West, ho heard the grievances of the
settlers, and every word ho said was a condemnation of
those who had gone before him. He condemned the policy
of the Premier and the policy of Sir David Macpherson
when he was in the North-West, and I presume ho did
so because it was unsafo for him to attempt to justify
their policy, which had been the means of driving
settlers from the North-West into the United States.
Now, I might go on and show the results of their policy.
They have surveyed a large portion of the North-West and
sold the lands. They have made glowing estimates of the
receipts to be derived from the sale of those lands. I think
the First Minister estimated that we would receive $58,000,000
before 1890; I think the late Minister of Railways estimated
that we would receive a similar amount; but what has been
the result of their policy ? Why, Sir, the net amount that
we have lad from the sale of ail the wild lands in the North-
West up to to-day is somcwhere in the neighborhood of
8200,000 or $300,000 ; and a further result of their policy
bas been the settiement of a large portion of Dakota almost
exclusively with native-brn British subjects. I feel strongly
on this subject because I can tell the Government of men
who went from the riding I represent to settie in the North.
West, who desired to maintain their connection with Great
Britain, and who, by the blind policy of the Department,
were driven from the North-West and are now located in
Dakota. I could give the names-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Names.
Mr. LANDERKIN. I can give the names of fifty-five

families who have gone from the neighborhood where I live
and have settled in the State of Dakota, during the last five
years. I can give the names of forty, who went from the
township where the hon. member for East Grey (Ur.
Sproule) himsolf resides.

Mr. SPROULE. I distinctly deny that.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Well, I can give the names.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Names.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I have got the list at my lodgings.
I am not making this statement unadvisedly; Ji know of
what I speak, and I have made enquiries of those who
reside where my hon. friend resides, and they know of what
they speak. It may do for the Minister of the Interior to
deny these things, and to say they cannot happen; but
these things have happened in a great many instances that
I know of. It is an alarming state of things to find in this
country. We have spent a vast amount of money in the
North-West, and we should not tolerate for one day
a policy that is calculated to drive settlement from
that country. It las been condemned by the Minister of the
Interior himself, and yet ho comes to-night and justifies the
policy of lis immediate predecessors. Now, the amount
of money to be received from the colonisation companies
was estimated to be very large. WeI, it bas been a more
nominal sum, and at the same time the policy of colonisa-
tion companies was calculated to drive many settlers from
the North-West; it was a blind policy. The Minister of
the Interior said it was calculated to introduce capital in
the country. The only capital it introducod was political
capital; that is what it was conceived for. [f you look
into the records of the Department and see the rapid
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etrides which have been made year after year in the
expenditure, 3 ou eau possibly understand where the
money received from the sale of publie lande ias gone..
Every year shows an increase in the number of officials
without an increase in the sale of the lands. In 1874 the
Department of the Interior was managed for $27,000
and with twenty-one officials. low many officials are
there in that Department now ? There are sixty-four in
one branch, twenty-nine in the Geological Survey
Branch, six in the North-West Mo'mnted Police Branch,
thirty-two in the Department of Indian Affairs-altogether
nearly 150 in that Department, which was managed a few
years ago with thirty-one. Now, it is something that this
country should gravely consider if the proceeds from the
sale of our wild lands are to be devoted to the main-
tenance of a number of camp followers of hon.
gentlemen opposite. If this is the way the moneys of
this country are to be spent, when times are so depressed
as they are now, and if a policy is to be carried out which is
calculated to drive settlers away from the country, is it
not time for theI Houpe to consider when a stop should
b. put to these things ? This Department was better con-
ducted in 1874 than it is now, and yet hon. gentlemen
opposite claimed that there was extravagance in that Depart-
ment at that time. If they were honest then, they are dis-
honest now. They promised that if they were put in office
they would do better, and if we judge them by their per-
formances, we find them to have been false. Where they
promised economy, they have been gailty of extravagance;
where they promised retrenchment, they have imposed
upon us tenfold the cost that existed before. I will not take
up the time of the House in this subject further ; but in the
question of the land I feel a deep interest, and I will have
something to say upon it when it comes up at another stage.

Mr. WALLACE (York). I think it is a great pity that
hon. gentlemen opposite, before they attack the policy of
the Government with regard to colonisation companies,
did net acquaint themselves with the regulations under
which those companies have existed. The hon. member
for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin), and the hon. member for
Marquette (Mr. Watson) have stated that these companies
have been the cause of disaster to the North-West. I have
had connection with one, the York Farmers' Colonisation
Company, and J can give the statements of these hon. gen-
tlemen, so far as that one is concerned, most unqualified
denial. Of the 2i1 homesteaders that we were the cause of
putting in that country, you will not find three who say that
they have not received benefit froin the company and that
they are better off than if they settled on lands under the
control of the Government. With reference to the hon.
member for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin), h.esaid that fifty-
five families went frein his township of Bentinck and settled
in Dakota, but of the whole fifty-five he could not naine
one.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The hon. gentleman is quite mis-
taken. I named two, and can now name a great many
others.

Mr. WALLACE (York). We allowed the hon, gentleman
full latitude while he was speaking; I think he should
extend the saine courtesy to us. le was asked, while on
his feet, by the hon. member for East Grey (Mr. Sproule)
to name those, and he stumbled around and went back to
his desk and was unable to give thei namae of a single indivi-
dual.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I wish to explain that I have a list
of nanes in my possession, and will tell you them if you
will allow me.

Mr. WALLACE (York). The hon. gentleman told us
that these families went to the North-West, that they fixed
on some portions of land, that they found in the one case

Mr. LANDERKIm.

the land was owned by the railway companies and in the
other by the colonisation companies, and consequently they
could not settle on them. If the hon. gentleman had taken
the trouble to acquaint himself with the rules and regula-
tions, he would have found it was not necessary to make
such an unfair declaration. In fact, he was answered by
the hon. member for Marquette (Mr. Watson) who said
theBe colonisation companies have agencies at Winnipeg,
Brandon, and other places all along the line, trying to induce
settlers to come on their lands; and yet the hon. member
for Sonth Grey says the companies were seeking to prevent
settlers going on the lands of the companies. The
hon. member for Marquette also stated that these com-
panies got 8$160 from the Government for every settler they
brought into the land, and he asked was that fair, because
the settlers would have taken-up land in the Nrth-West
anyhow. I could tell you, Sir, of hundreds of settlers
brought out from the Old Country by thesé companies, and
who did not settle on the landa of the companies, but on
other lands in the North-West. We have no control of the
settlers; they can settle where they like; and for every one
who went in and was picked up, as the hon. member for
Marquette said, by a colonisation company and landed on
their tract, there were a half-dozen brought in by these
companies that scattered over the country and settled close
to the railway instead of on the tracts of the compa-
nies which were all necessarily many miles from the road.
The hon. member for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin) asked
what money the companies ever spent. I say they have
spent tons of thousands of dollars as immigration agents,
and have prevented many persons from going to the
United States, who would have gone there if they had
believed the statements of hon. gentlemen opposite that
it is such an attractive country to go to. As regards the
York Farmers' Colonisation Company, it has built an excel-
lent steam flour mill at a cost of $17,000, in a tract
about seventy-five miles from the railway line; they have
attracted 200 or 300 settlers into the country ; they have
built roads, made ferries and bridges, and put up a steam
sawmill, as well as a steam four mill, and have loanel
money to the settlers at 6 per cent., a rate of interest at
which no other parties would lend in the North-West. Tbe
colonisation companies do everything to assist the settlers
by giving them work and assisting them in every way.
When we find those genlemen who do not know anything
of the regulations or the onerous conditions under which
the companies undertake to settle those lands, indulging in
wholesale abuse of them, it is evident they do so without a
particle of knowledge of what they are talking about. 1
am forced to say this, because it is true, These gentlemen
have said that the companies "lock up " the land. Th at
expression has been used a good many times to-night, but
to my certain knowledge any man going into the North-
West ean take any unocoupied homestead lot in a com-
pany's land, and the companies are anxious to have them
do so. More than that, the companies are willing
and anxious to get men to locate on their lands as home-
steaders and pre-emptionists. More than that, you can buy
from the companies cheaper than from the Government,
becanse the Government allow the companies $160 for
oach settler they put in, and that reduces the price. If the
Government allows the companies $160, that would be
applied to the reduction of the $2 per acre, and
therefore they can afford to sell their land for
a trife less than the Government price of $2, so
that instead of driving out homesteaders and pre-emption-
ists the companies encourage them to come in and settle on
their lands. They are willing and anxious that their lands
should be settled, and they offer an inducement by selling
them at a prie. lower than the Government'e. There is just
one other matter to which I will refer. The hon. member
for South Grey (Mr. L4erkin) say that for merely a
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nominal sum the companies have obtained immense tractR
ofland. Well, they have paid ihe Government in the
neighborhood of 8750,000 bard cash, and they have not re
ceived as yet a patent for one acre of land. In addition to
what they have paid to the Government, they spent alto
gether, I believe, nearly an equal sum in promoting settle.
ment; and if their success bas not been so great as they
anticipated, it is becanse circumstances prevented as great a
number of people going in as the Government and the rail-
way people expected. But we are hoping for better times
We see this year that the settlement of the North-West is
beginning to resume its old proportions, and I have still
unbounded faith in the greatness that is in store for us there,
and instead of hon. gentlemen running down these coloni-
sation companies, they should direct a little of their energies
to building up that great country.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I asked a very simple question
of an bon. gentleman (Mr. Watson). Now, you carnot deny
that. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is a usual thing for all men
who are representatives in this House, no matter who
belongs to the country, or who holds property in the coun-
try, they are always treated, whether they are Reformers
or Conservatives, with courtesy. I asked him, has not the
Shell River Colonisation Company been good to his county ?
and he turned round with a sneer and a slur. e had no
right to throw a sneer and a slur at me. I have never done
anything of that kind to him.

Mr. WATSON. I beg your pardon; I did not.
Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Yes, you did. You did what

your leader did last night, and what neither you nor your
leader dare do outside of this louse.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. WHITE (Rastings). I am in order. Don't be too

thin-skinned.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Wait, now. I said last night

to their leader, that if he got the papers it would do him
no good in the country.

Mi. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman is referring to a pre-
vious debate.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I am not. I am referring to
what took place last night. He said: "You cannot expect
anything botter from a criminal before the bar." I am
not a criminal. The Shell River Company gave $500
to build a bridge across a river in your county. The
Shell River Company have paid $500 in taxes in
your county. They have erected a grist mill, to which
men are bringing grist from fortv and fifty miles to be
ground. They have expended 826,000 or $27,000, and they
have paid the Government $9,000. I ask, in the narne of
common sense, how bas that company hurt the North-
West? Will any gentleman say that they have been an
injury to the North-West? That is one company, and I
think the hon. gentleman, as the representative in this
louse from Marquette, bas nothing to say against the

shareholders of that colonisation company.
Mr. WATSON. Did I say anything against them?

Mr. WHITE (Elastings). Yon said a great deal about
companies.

Mr. WATSON. I exempted four or five.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Speak of the good ones, thon.
You should speak of the good enes. There is a great deal
said, and there are sneers and insults thrown out about the
Prince Albert Colonisation Company. That company never
received an acre of land; it never put an agent in the North-
Weet; and it paid the Government $20,000 in cash, and itts

bas applied to take its money back without interest. Have
they done any harm to the country, or prevented any one
from settling on the land? Then, another gentleman says
that the titled gentlemen are getting a great deal of the
land in the North-West. There is only one titled gentleman
that I know of in that connection, and that is Sir Richard
Cartwright.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What did I get from the
Government?

Mr. WRHITE (flastings). Ido not wishto say anunkind
word of the hon. gentleman, and I have no unkind feelings
against him, because ho is a gentleman, and he treats men
as gentlemen, and I honor and respect him. He owns lands
in the North-West and hoeis a titled gentleman, and I wish
ho had more titles and honore. I do not begrudge him any
of his titles and honors, and I hope ho will have more honore
and titles. But I say to the hon. gentleman from Marquette
(,rfr. Watson), that I ask him not to cast slurs at me, I ask
you to leave the slurs to your leader; I ask you to leave
the cowardly stabs to your leader; and leave your leader in
my bande.

Mr. WATSON. I ought to ask the protection of the
Sergeant-at-Arms. I do not know what slurs I ,tbrew out.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I did more for your county
than your leader bas ever done.

Mr. GILL MOR. This discussion has taken a very wide
range. Coming from the Maritime Provinces, as I do,
although we are equally interested with others in the
success of the North-West, of course we do not take as much
interest in the matter as the Province of Ontario; but I
was a little surprised at the tone of the discussion, because
the Minister of the Interior himself, to some extent at least,
admits tbat the colonisation companies have been a failure,
and ho does not seem to agree with his supporters who have
just spoken. I have no doubt that some of these companies
have resulted in good to the North-West, but it muet bo
admitted from the remarks of the Minister himself, that
they have been a failure in the main. As to the discussion
which bas been going on in regard to Canadians, I was
talking with a Canadian yesterday with regard to Minne.
sota, and ho told me that there the settlers were convenient
to each other, and that in a new settlement the other day
fifty-seven heads of families met together to arrange for a
school, and fifty-three of the fifty-seven were Canadians. I
was surprised to find that so many Canadians were so con-
venient to each other, but that is reasonable, because, being
Canadians, they would like to settle near each other.
think the Government see that there bas been a great mie-
take somewhere in the management of affaire in the North-
West. I heard the representative of colonisation compa.
nies who has just now spoken say that they have made
great efforts to get settlers into that country, that they
have not only induced people from Canada to go there, but
that they have brought them even from Europe at their
expense. I remember that one great argument that was
used in this House in regard to immigration was that the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company was going to relieve
the Government from a great deal of its expense in getting
settlers into that country; that that company would be a
great immigration agency of vast importance. I expected
that myself. I thought there would ho a great increase of
population from that source. It was also said that these
colonisation companies were going to be a great source of
immigration, and that the expense to the Government for
immigration would be largoly done away with. There is
something wrong somewhere, I do not know where; I
do not know whether it is owing to the boom, or whether
the advantages of that country have been exag-
gerated. I think they have been magnified, and I
do not think it was necessary to magnify them,
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I think that everything has been boomed and has been I have travelled through'that township a great deal; I am
exaggerated, and that little common sense or honesty bas acquainted with almost every family that has left it during
been shown in the management of the whole affair. I do the last ten years, and I know the hon. gentleman's state-
not wish now to say anything to wound the feelings of ment is not correct. If he will be kind enough to give the
those who must feel badly enough, God knows, without our names, I can satisfy this House that it is not correct.
saying anything to them. Their chickens are returning
home to roost. They sea that their efforts have been an Mr. MoMULLEN. I ean say with regard to North
entire failure, but I regret that the five millions of people Wellingtone that I know of several famities in my section
of this Dominion have bad so much money squandered, of the county, that went to the North-West for the purpose
and that these speeches, which have been doing so much of taking up lands, but finally settlod iu Dakota. 1 know
good to those Who have had the rule in this couitry for so two farilios who settled in Dakota and gave a flsttering
long, have been proved fallacious, and a failure in every account of the land regulations, and the resuit was that
respect. I do not wish to say anything to make those gen- from two townships there has gone ont quite a settiement
tlemen feel worse than they must do, after so many years, into Dakota, whcre they have settled a townEhip which
after so much money has been spent, after the railway bas they called Minto, aftor the Dame of their native township
been built, and we find 23,000 white people in a territory which they left in Canada. If the hon. gentlemen douLt
so vast and fertile as that. I do not believe that country is my word, I will give him the names. fere they are:
as good as it has been represented. I have never been there. Duncan McLellan, H.iPerry, C. Perry, H. MoKeuzie, P.
I do not suppose that I ever shail go there. Bat I am told MeKeuzie, J. McDonald, J. McLarty, W. MeKenzie, P.
that more than half, or at least as much as half, of the wheat Sinclair, D. Turner, H. MoLellan, P. Speuce, M. Phalin,
in that country was destroyed by frost last year. That is one John Creighton. Now I ar sorry that this state of things
reason why people do not settle there. When I am told that existe. I believe the cause is that people iu the Old
wheat is being sold at 12 and 14 cents a bushel, I say that isCountry, who detest the system of laudlordism, have beard
a drawback. I am glad now that we are seei ng the evil of of our colonisation companles in the North-West, and
present management, and I hope we will try to get along in believe them to be virtually like the landiords of the Old
the future on something like common sense principles. It Country, and consequently they will not settie nea them.
is a serious thing that we have put millions upon millions They waut, in the first place, to get their land direct from
of the taxes of this country into the North-West and the the Crowu. A good many reports have gone acroes the
result bas been such as we see before us. I am astonished Atlantic with regard to these colonisation companies, and
myself that the population of the North-West is what it , if there is oe thiug that people comiug to this country
considering the vast amount of money that bas been abhor, aud frou which they wisb to be removed an far as
expended there and the efforts we bave ruade to briug in poseible, it la a syster of laudlordism, and that han unfor-
immigrants. Thon where are the immigrants? Sixty per tuuatoly been established iu the North-West by thepe colon-
cent. of those row in Iho North-West are native-bornisâtion companies, which frigbten the people fronigoing
Canadians and have rednced our population at home. there. I deplore as much as auy man eau that our own
Where have the rest gone ? The truth is they have gone people have gene to Dakota, but I hope that our Goveru-
there, and for some reason or other. either the fiscal policy, ment will make such changes in our land regulations as
or the climate, or the land arrangement, they bave gone wdl prevout that lu the future. Unfortunately those who
away again. I hope in the future we shall learn by the are already lu Dakota act as immigration agents in favor of
experience of the past, and manage affairs in the interest of that country by the reports they send home. I know
the taxpayers in this country. there was one man last yoar who wished me to advauce

hlm a certaiu suni of mouey lu addition te the sum
Mr. SPROULE. I am sorry the hon. member for South ho had borrowed on bis farm. fe loft the place in

Grey (Mr. Landerkin) is not in bis seat, because I want to my bauds to dispose of it if I would advanco
say that I think the story ho told is very much overdrawn, him the mouey, snd ho bas gone to Dakota.
though I bave no doubt it is a piece with the argument, hoe1 have received a letter from hlm tolling me to dispose of
is in the habit of using in bis own riding to convince the the farm for auything 1 eau possibly make out of it and
people that the country was going to the bad. If as many send hlm the baance above the mortgage, an $400 or $500is
families as ho states have left the township of Bentinck I worth more to him Dow than perbapa $1,000 lu the course
would attribute it to the fact that tbe people have been of a year, and stating that ho bas no intention of returning
constantly told in the past by him and bis friends that to this country. This is a deplorable state of things. We
Dakota was a botter place than Manitoba. He must forget have an enermous territoiy of our owu, sud yet our hardy
that the very sane condition of things exist in Dakota with yeomen who are an adran!age te the country, who, lu the
regard to railway companies as ho claims exist in Manitoba. oldor Provinces rolled up their aleeves sud cared the land,
If hohas travelled in IDakota ho must have seen advertise- are sent acros the border. Thre muat be some reason for
monts of railway companies at every station, who are bold f thi; what is the cause? It must he that our latd regulations

n large tracts of land sud offering it upon what they are wrong uand the peoplarenotsatisfied with thm. There
aim to be verylavorabletermsofsettement.Lttiswclaimed bas been railway communication with the NorthWest,snd

by Americans that one of tho principal causes in settlig up it eau scarcely ho for lack e that. fias it been due to the
their country was the number of railway companios wfo railway monopoly by whic the charter given to the Canadian
are competing for sud induciug settiers te go lu there. Pacio DRalway prevents the possbility of gettig railway
My opinion bas always been that eue of thorossons w hy accommodation scb as they require for the.next twenty
mauy people settled in Dakota sud Minnesotsinstead e w the years? Perhaps that may ho eue of the factors lnthe cause
North-West, la the fact that we bave been compelled te why the people have genehi crmss the line. Thon again
Bend our people through tbat country in goiug te the North. there is the unfortunate sys3teni of colonisation companies.
West, but I hope that will be doue away with lu future. It Notwithstanding the remsrks of the Hon. member for York,
is net unreanonable to expeet that mauy people will seuMle wose compJ.y msy be an exception te the M, tere is
down where there are smali villagps sud railway facilities. ne doubt that there are corrpanies which have proved
The hon. member for South Grey stated that forty familles, injurine s te the country. I know aise many residents who
or forty people, had left the township I reside lu sud settled bought large seaiens which they are not imprving or
lu Dakota, as a rosult of the policy of the present Gever o selling, but whictey are alewing te orlie de. If the
ment. I waut te give that a distinct and emphatio denial. policy ennciated by vteleadero f the Opposition years ago

Mr. GliLuos..
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.- the land for the settler and the money for the Crown-had those States had not sncb good chances as have the settlers
been adopted we would have had hundreds and thousands of our North-West. No doubt there will be many oppor-
more than we have to-day.; but that policy was not adopted, tunities of discussing this question at a future time in a
and in its place a policy ruinous to the country was adopted, more proper shape.
a policy which I hoe the Minister will reverse and intro-
duce one that is right and just. Mr. WATSON. The hon. member for East Hastings

(Mr. White) appeared to get very angry with me, and I
Mr. HESSON. This discussion has taken a pretty wide thought it might be necessary to call in the protection of

range. I have been struck witb the remarks made by the Sergeant-at-Arms, both in and ont of the House. As
hon. gentlemen opposite as to the eettlement of Dakota by regards the remarks of the hon. member for West York
people leaving this country. It is a most extraordinary fact (Mr. Wallace), they have endorsed some of the charges I
that in almost every instance brought before this House made. He admitted that a large number of the settlers
emigration has been from counties represented by hon. who went into the North-West were induced to settle on
gentlemen opposite. We cannot gather any other infer- colonisation lands, and the country did not receive much
ence from the facte stated than that the immigration to the benefit from their actions. Now, he admitted all I said about
American side instead of the North-West has been almost that. I said nothing about colonisation companies who had
entirely from counties represented by hon. gentlemen oppo- fulfilled their contracta with the Government. I am glad
site. It appears the influence of those hon. gentlemen his colonisation company has succeeded; also that the
upon their constituents is such that from the speeches they Shell River Colonisation Company bas eucceeded, but not-
deliver and the character they give to settlements in the withstanding what the Minister of Interior has stated I say
North-West and the bad management they attribute to the that these lands have been locked up.
Government and the bad lands which they say exist, the Some hon. MEMBERS. How?
people believe them. I know that so far as my experi-
ence goes, I could not trace back any number of families Mr. WATSON. They have been locked up inasmuch as
which have gone to the American North-West except when no person wishes to go on the lands of these companies when
their friends went out there many years ago, and have he should acquire land from the Dominion Government
for years been inducing their friends to join at first cost. The member for York stated that the colonisa-
them, We have settlements from Perth and the tion companies were prepared to sell their land& for lees
Hurons and many other counties in the North-West, money than the Government. Well, if the Government
and the settlers are sending encouraging accounts and were going to give these gentlemen territory to make
inducing their friends to go there. It is most unfortunate money out of the Govornment, are they going to place them
that this discussion should have assumed such a wide range, in a better position to seli Government lands than if they
and that it should be represented that emigration from the sold it themselves ?
Domihiion is due to the Government's bad land regulations. Mr. GUILLET. They can settle on the homesteads-on
How can a colonisation company have an injurious effect, the even sections.
when no colonisation company's lands are within fifty miles Mr. WATSON. Yes, and they are credited with each set-
of the railway ? How can an hon. member state that set- tler they place. With regard to what the hon. member for
tlers have gone into the country and been unable to find a Perth (er. Hesson)t as said about even numb.red sections
location, when there are hundreds of miles of land on both being reserved from settlemenit, ho isentirely mistaken.
sides of the railway not yet settled, and when the Govern. He should know that the lands south of the Canadian Pacife
ment are offering 160 acres free to every genuine settler, with Railway weore reserved from settlement for years. One
the privilege of buying 160 acres? It is a most unreason- reason why there are not more settlers there, is on account
able and illogical statement, and is devoid of common of the vacillating policy of the Government with regard to
sense. Settlers on those colonisation grants have exceed- the land regulations. Settlers were not certain where they
ingly great difficulties to overcome. Those who settled on could locate. At one time eghty acres of a homestead were
the original survey of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, have allowed;at another 160. At one time the lands were dis-
been lamenting over their hard fate, and they are suffer- oed;of at $1 per acre, and at another time 2 per aere.
ing a certain amount of inconvenience. But what is to hoe Government have never had any settled land policy
prevent hundreds of thousands looking for new homes in since they departed from the policy of giving 160 acres frie
the great North-West, obtaining homesteads on the and 160 pre-emption at1 per acre. The hon 6mmber for
line of the railway itself ? The Government are not Perth (Mr. Hesson) says 1 took an active hrt in fr
w thholding any even sections from settlers, and Prthe B buteif els t anative wri framing
the immigrant eau cnly held those homesteads by the Land Bill, but if he looks at Hansard,h e will find that
eettlng upon them. A compario hof the Gover ment the Goverument did not acoept my suggestions with regard

regulations with those cf the United Stat s shows that ours to that Bill. I am glad to hear that some of these sugges-
aregulationswith tsperiof therted Se sh s ta hour tions I then made may now be adopted by the Minister and

are immeasurably isuperior. There is scarcely an hon. the Government ; but as we wîi have an opportunity of
gentleman who bas spoken to-night who did not tako a very discussing those changes in the Bill e will not further rtfer
deep interest in framing the Land Act two years ago, and touen thrsen
we supposed we had a very satisfactory measure. The te them ut prosent.
member for Marquette rendered advice and assistance and Mr. ALLEN. There is one matter which I would bring
spoke with authority as a resident of the country, and we to the attention of the Minister of Interior, and that is that
had the assistance of the hon. member for South Grey, and actual settlers going from Canada or elsewhere to the
many others, and those bon. gentlemen should not now North.West to settle, and taking up farms and makn im-

claim that our Land Act and regulations are unsatisfactory provements, should be allowed to sali their improved rms
and are the meaad of keeping settlers out of the North- to setters coming, say, from England. I do not see that
West. People have got to realise that they cannot go to such a privilege would involve any hardship to the country,
any part of the world and establish a new home for them- to the Government, or to any person concerned. There are
selves without meeting with difficulty, and a man who goes many people coming from the Old Country who have capital,
to the North-West to make a fortune must realise that he and when they go up to the North-West they prefer pur-
will have to surmount difficulties. The history of the chasing improved farine to going on those on which there
settiement of Dakota and Minnesota bears out exactly what are no improvements. I understand that the law is that no

has occurred in the North-West, but the pioneer settlers of s ettler shal take up a homestead, and be allowed to sell it
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until ho has been settled on it for a certain length of time.
I would allow any hard-working settler, any poor man, who
has gone there, and lived one or two years on his farm, and
put up a house, and made improvements, to sell it under
certaia .regulations to actual settlers, and I would allow
himthen.to take another pre-emption in some other part
of. the country. I have no faith in colonisation com-
panies-no_ faith in companies of any descriptiob who,
purchaae . lands with the intention of colonising them.
I have watched the effects of those companies for the past
thirty-ix years. I came to Ontario in 1850, which was
thon being settled by immigrants from the Old Country, and
at that time a great. part of the Province of Ontario w.as
takneup by the Canada Landed Company, which turned
out afterwards to be the greatest curse that ever afflicted
the settlement of Ontario, I know several of my friends
who came f rom the Old Counry to settle here, but rather
than purchsa land from that company at $5, $10 or $12 per
acre, they. preferred to go to the United States, where they
got free homesteads. I belieye that colonisation companies
in the North-West have had the same effect. If North-West
lands had been given to actual settlers and no others, if
those mon who happened to get land near railway stations
or towns at nominal sums were allowed to retain them, and
were not placed under the control of the colonisation and
other companies, I believe the country would be settled
much faster than it is being settled at the present time. If
the rank and file of these settlers got wealthy, their influence
and advice to their friends in other parts of the world would
have the çffect of bringing more people in this country
than ail the colonisation companies in Canada put together
and all the immigration agencies. Lot it be known all
4hrQugh Europe that the actual settlers in the North-West
were getting wealthy and that free homesteads they secured
and farms which they have purchased a few months ago for
$2peracre, were now worth $10 or $12, and you would en-
courage others to comle into the country more than any other
policy we could adopt. If the Government had adopted a law
to force the railway companies to soel their lands at a given
price,'whether alongside the railway or five or ton miles
distànt from it, it would be in the interests of the country.
I hope that the Government will take the matter into their
serious consideration and gi.ve every possible assistance to
actual settlers to enable themI to come into the country,
which l believe any poor man deserves, who tries to make a
home for himself on those lands which to-day are not worth
one cent per acre, and will romain so till these poor fellows,
by their Mdomitable perseverance and industry, bring it
under cultivation. These are the men above ail others who
deserve the sympathy and encouragement of this Bouse,
thçee frontier settlers, who have leit the older and more
confortable parts of our Provinces to make a home for
themselves and their families, and thereby add to the wealth
and greatness of our Dominion.

-Mr.'FARROW. I wish to say a few words on this ques-
tion because I believe that the county of Huron has sent
more settlers to the North-West than any other in Canada;
certainly the counties of Huron and Bruce together have
sent nore than any two other counties in Ontario. Many
of those farmera I knew personally, and from many of them
I roeive communications day in and day out. I have a
letter hlere which I received only yesterday from a man who
had 100 acres in my neighborhood, who sold it for
04000,, who aold his stock for 82,000 more, besides having
âamo other money. l think, #ltogether, he took to the
North West some 810,00. Unfortunately ho settled on an
odd lot. He settled there in the year 1881, but what.I want
to impress on this Rouse is this fact, that in aIl the cases I
know. of t-hose.ftai mers have doue well. I read their letters ;
they say they bave somae drawbacks, but not so many as
they had in Huron, They tell me some of their wheat was

Mr. ALLES.

frozen last year, but not the half of it. About 25 per cent.
of the wheat in the whole country would probably
cover all that was frozen. What does this man tell
me that he has done since he went there? The first
year, of course, he could only break up some of
his 320 acres. The next year, 1882, he raised in the neigh.
borhood of 700 bushels of wheat; the next year he raised in
the neighborhood of 1,400 bushels besides other grain; in
1884 ho raised about 1,800 bushels of wheat and more of
coarse grain, as well as stock; and last year he raised
upwards of 2,000 bushels of wheat, besides oata and barley,
and stock. That man's name is William Smitþ. He lives
in Township 2, Range 20, and his post office is Desford. As
my hon. friend from the south riding of my pounty knows,
the whole southern border of Manitoba is thickly settled
with people from Huron, and they, are all doing .well and
are satisfied. I have heard no complaints. .lthioUgh lion.
gentlemen opposite have asserted over and over again in
this House that parties have got dissatisfied with their lot in
Manitoba, and have crossed the boundary to Dakota, I must
say that Ihave yet to learn of one single case of a Huron set-
tler who has done that; and if yon can give the name of any
one family that has done it, nane it. Why should they go to
Dakota? What inducements are there in Dakota above
ours ? A young man, if he is eighteen years of age, can
take up in our North-West 160 acres of land, and in Dakota
he as to wait until he is three years older. If that young
man settles in our North-West for six months in each year,
after three years, at the age of twenty-one, he will get his
deed, whereas if he had gone to Dakota, he would only
have started at that age, and after having taken up his
land, he could not have got his deed until he was twenty-
six, and then he would only get eighty acres instead pf 160
acres, which lie gets free in Canada. What inducenients
are there then for people to go to Dakota? When people
did go to Dakota, as many from Huron did years ago,. why
did they go ? Because we had no North-.West. But now
we have a North-West, and like British subjecta tl.4y are
going to our own land. If a man goes to [Dakota, what is
his success in raising wheat, compared with raising wheat
in Manitoba? Just about half a yield per acre. The
average yield, in Dakota, is about fifteen or sixteen
bushels per acre, while in Manitoba it is from
twenty to twenty-five bushels and up in the
thirties. My lon. friend from* Nortih Wellington (Mr. Mc-
Mullen) says the reason things are not going right in
Manitoba, is probably the Canadian Pacifie Railway, surely
the building of a railroad from the eastern to the western
part of a Province would not be the means of driving people
out of the3 country; and when he recollects this, further,
that the very wheat from Dakota year in and year out is
coming across the line and paying duty to that ver Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway monopoly, why does he ot take that
common sense view of it? lie shakes bis head as if to say
it is not so. Well, it is so; and il ho will look at the Customs
returns, he will find that some of it pays duty, although lots
cf it, in my opinion, never pays duty; and it is sold to the
buyers on the Canadian Pacific Railway. Where is the
grinding monopoly in that ? •-Thon, the hon. meniber for
NorthI Grey (Mr. Landerkin)-and I have grcat respect for
him-said he was against colonisation companies, and I
would be too, if they were like the Canada Company. We
had an experience of that company in Huron and in Perth,
as my ion. friend says, but is there any comparison between
the colonisation companies in the.North-West and the Canada
Company? The Canada Company had in Huron ope solid
block sixty miles long, and 1 cannot tell you how deep.
When we got the back townships settled up with .god

farms we had togo through a soid bush offifteen or sixteen
miles without roads; you would think it was a wilderness.
If that company had been constituted on the pripiple' cf
colonisation companies of the North-West, with every
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other lot reserved for free settlement, there would have been
no grinding monopoly at all; but what was the case? So,
why does my hon. friend try to mislead this Rouse and this
country by saying that the colonisation companies in the
North-West were like the old Canada Company? Now, I
am in earnest in my desire to see the North West settled I
have seen very few of our peoplo go to Dakota, but in times
gone by whon they did go there, I was very sorry to see
them go; and if any of our people wanted to move, I advised
them to go to our own North-West. In nine cases out of
ton they were only too delighted to go there to mingle their
fortunes with those of the people who went from their own
neighborhood, and I guarantee that in five or ton years all
of them will be well off.

Mr. TROW. Some hon. gentlemen who have spoken
about that country have evidently not travelled very
extensively in it. Many who go there from this and the
other Provinces merely travel by rail, and never see the
thriving settlements which are not found near the railway
line. We must remember that it is, comparatively speak.
ing, a new country. Fifteen or sixteen years ago, when
the lands were purchased from the Hudson Bay Company,
there were very few white settlers in the country and no
communication with the outside world, and no encourage-
ment, was given to any of the half-breeds to engage in
agriculture. The lands were then not under cultivation to
any extent. I heard an expression from the hon. member
for Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor) which I hope will not go very
far from this Chamber, namely, that he thought there
must be something radically wrong, either with the
elimate, or the couintry, the people, or the policy of the
Government. So far as the climate is concerned, I recol-
lect distinctly, though I am not the oldest man in the
House, when Perth and the adjoining counties were troubled
with siimmer frosts, and a very large portion of our crops
destroved almost annually by the same cause. Last year the
frosts destroyed a large portion of the crops in the North-
West, I should judge probably one-third, and in some settle-
ments one-half, but there are settlemente in that country-I
might instance the settlement from which the hon. member
for Marquette (Mr.Watson) comes, where the crops cannot be
excelled. I never saw such crops in my life as I .aw there.
You could see an area of twelve by thirty miles in extent of
wheat, which would average,in my esLimation, from thirty to
forty bushels per acre. I never saw the like in Ontario or
any other portion of the Dominion. There are many thrifty
settlements in the North-West which are not seen by nine-
tenths of the travellers, so that you can form no estimation
of the country without travelling through it outside of the
railway line as well as by railway. I believe it is a good
country; I believe it will furnish millions of homes yet for
the surplus population of the Old World. True, a good num-
ber of our people have gone into Dakota, but I do not pre-
tend to say it is owing to the policy of the Government,
though I do say it would be much botter if the Govern ment
would do what many railway companies do in the United
States, that is, have their agents to look after the settlers
on their arrival and see that they are properly located. Let
an immigrant go to the United States; hoeis not left to run
at large, but is taken in hands and conveyed, at the expense
of the Government or the railway Company, to his district.
The rules and regulations in the United States are much
more rigid than with u, so that the only difficulty with ns
is the want of agents who will take charge of the immigrant
immediately on his arrival and see that hoeis properly
located; instead of sending him on an immigrant train to
Winnipeg, where ho consults the land agent, and is told
there is no land in that agency, but to proceed to Turtle
Mountain or some other district. That discourages him.
A return of every foot of land sold and what ls
open for sale in every agency monthly should be

made to the head office at Winnipeg, so that they would
know what lands are ia the market, and send the immi-
grants at once to the right place. I have travelled in
Southern Dakota and know there are many Canadians
there, and I know you will not restrain Canadians from
going there, unless you adopt the plan I suggest. The lands
of Dakota are similar to ours, good, rich, alluvial, inex-
haustible soit; the climate is not botter, but if any-
thing worse, both in Dakota and Minnesota. Along the
centre of Minnesota, for instance, the climate is much worse,
because that country is about 400 foot in altitude
than that of the Red River valley, and conse-
quently more subject to storms. You travel along
the line of the railway in Dakota and Minnesota and you will
find that country is not as well settled as our own ; you
will find millions of acres unsottled, as people will go
where lands are botter adapted for forming little settle-
ments, and sometime the railway runs through inhospit.
able portions of the country not inviting for settlements,
so that we can form no estimate of the population of the
country by merely travelling along the line of railway.
Unfortunately we had great expectations of our North-
West, and made exaggerated calculations of our abili.ty
to settLe the country in a few years. I have
every confidence in the country myself, and I do thihk
without exaggeration or egotism, that I have travelled more
through it than any other gentleman in this louse or in
any of the older Provinces. i have travelled through it six
years in succession, three or four months at a time, and
.always had my own conveyance, so that I could go where
I liked, and I know what I am speaking of when I say there
are homes for millions in that country yet.

Mr. GUILLET. I will not detain the House long after
the very candid, truthful and honorable statement we have
had from the hon. member for South Perfh (Mr. Trow),
who, I may say, seems to be ont of place on that Bide of the
House. His statements have been of such a character and
into such marked contrast to those of his hon, friind, that
one is led to believe hon. gentlemen opposite take pleasure
in making statements in reference to the North-West
calculated wo inji e it. The statements made by the hon.
member for Sout h Gr.ey (Mr. Landerkin), seem to
have been inspired by anger and prejudice rather than by
a desire to help the G-overnment in its very difficult task of
administering the affairs of the Government. The hon.
gentleman surprised me very mach, because the state of
things ho described are quite opposite from that. As
regards people who have left my riding for the North-
West, all of them give good accounts of their success.
Not one young man of the entire number who went to
settle in the North-West from my county loft for Dakota.
They are all prosperous, happy and contented. One man
(Potter, by name) who went out with very little money,
came home last month and purchased three car loads of
stock for his farm in the Moose-Jaw settlement with
money made in the North.West. He told me that his
neighbors were all doing well. 1 might mention the names
of some of the%: The Shields, the Battles, the Donaldsons,
the Hendersons, the Walkers and a large number of others.
I do not know one who is there from my riding who has
become discontented or dissatisfied with the North-West, and
I only know of one or two who went from my section to the
Western States in preference to the North-West. As the
statements generally on the other side are calculated to
injure the country, I felt it my duty to corrobarate the
statements of the hon. member for South Perth (Mr. Trow)
and of those of the hon. member for East Huron (Mr.
Farrow).

Mr. WATSON. I wish to state, by permission of the
committee-
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Mr. CHAI RMAN. This discussion has gone very far.
Mr. WATSON. I simply desire to sáy a word in refer-

once to the remarks of my hon. friend from Charlotte (Mr.
Gillmor), who spoke of the frozen grain, and his remarks
might be supposed to apply to the whole North-West.
When speaking of this, it would be botter for hon. members
to speak of frosted grain and not of frozon grain. I believe
that some of the wheat which has been frosted, in
Manitoba and the North-West, is as good for milling
purposes as most of the wheat producod in the Province
of Ontario. Further, I may state that large sections
in Manitoba are almost altogether free from frost. I can
speak of the section in which I live, and round Portage la
Prairie, which was spoken of by my hon. friend from Perth
(Mr. Trow); and I can state, that in thirteen years, that
district has been touched by frost onty twice. We hope
that, when the country is more thickly settled, the frosts
will gradually disappear. I remember whon, in the town-
ships of Ontario, frosts were very frequent in summer and
in harvest time, and I hope that some means may be
devised, and that we will have the good effects of large
sections of Manitoba and the North-West being broken up,
and that the frost will gradually disappear. 'fTe menmber
for East Huron (Mr. Parrow) made a statement that unfor-
tunately his friend, whose letter ho reacd here to-night, bad
settled on an odd section of land. I suppose there was some
reason for hie settling there. I suppose ho expected that
ho would have a free grant of that land, but he finds out
now that that land is not open for settlement. That is one
of the grievances of the people in the North-West. The
regulations were not very well defined, and people have
seuled on those lands uot knowing that they were not
open for settlement. I have no doubt that that letter ask-
ing the hon. member to intercede for the writer, and aid
him in obtaining the patent for the land which ho had
settled on by mistake, refera to a case of that charaoter,
and I hope the Minister will take a note of it, and will see
that the regulations are sufficiently plain and that settlers
will know which lands are open for patent.

Sir RICHARD CAR TWRIGHT. Not a syllable of ex-
planation has beun given in reference to the Geological Sur-
vey br'anch, or the jyorth-West Mounted Poliee.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The North-West Mounted Police is
another item.

Sir RICIIARD CARTWRLiGH T. It was distinctly under-
stoud that this vote would be taken up item by item, and
it is not proper that items involving additions of $2,000 or
83,000 should be passed over without remark. It is simply
a disgracefli way of voting the public money that items
involving an increase of 82,300 should be passed without any
remark.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I gave a full explanation as to
the Geological Survey.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Not a single syllable
did the hon. gentleman say in my hearing.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). We shall see the Hansard to-
morruw.

hinted to me by some one, probably by hon. members on
both sides, that that was not the time.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. At any rate, no pro.
per explanation was given in reference to the Geological
Survey Branch, and it is a disgraceful thing that an
increased vote of $2,300 should be demanded without pro.
per explanation. If any explanation was made, I did not
hear it, and it must have been of the most meagre kind.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). If the hon. gentleman did not
hear my explanation, I think ho might take my statement
that I made the explanation. •

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Well, then, state the
explanation.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I think the statement which ho
made that it is disgraceful to go on without any explanation
is unworthy of him; is unworthy of an hon. gentleman who,
in Committee of Supply, always conducts the discussions in
a manner which we ail appreciate very highly, because
we have never any reason to complain of the manner in
which ho conducts those discussions. I will repeat the
explanation which I made, and I think, when that hon. gen-
tieman hears it, he wilI realise and will admit that ho did
hear it before. I stated that there was an increase of
42,35J in the Geological Survey branch; that the statatory
increases were $1,050; that Mr. Lamb, the artist of the
branch, had been promoted to the second classe, involving
an increase of$ 100; that Mr. Low had been promoted at
an increase of $200, on the express recommendation of Dr.
Selwyn, becaise of special services which ho has rendered
in connection with the exploration of a lake near Lake
St. John, the name of which I am not quite sure of, but I
think it is Lake Mistassini; that Messrs. Lawson and
Chalmers had been put on the civil list at the same salary
they had before, making a difference of $2,200 in the civil
list ; but I stated that, in the Supplementary Estimates last
year, there was an amount of 1,100 voted for one gentle-
man, making altogether 82,450, or 8100 more than the
aggregate increase, but that 8 100 is accounted for by the
fact that last year we appointed Messrs. Coste and Ingail of
the minerai branuh, but the amount they received was lass,
by $50 each, than that voted, so that it leaves $3,350 as the
increase which has been made. I think the hon. gentleman
will remoember that, almost in precisely the same words, I
made this e;planation before.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. If the hon. gentleman
says that ho stated that, of course I shail accept i, but 1
certainly did not hear him. It may have been owing to
the fact that there was a good deal of conversation going
on in regard to the other item, and I understood the only
information ho gave to refer to the $71,000, which was
under discussion. I did not hear him speak of Mr. Low,
though, of course, if he says so, it is so; but I understood
that ail ho said had reference to the item of $7 i,000 and
nothing else.

Mr. WHITE (Oardwell). I think the hon. member for
Chateàuguay (Mr. Holton) got up to ask a question in
reference to mv speakinr of Mr Inzall and Mr .Coste.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. I did not hear a singolae r. HOLTON. I am glad te ho able te corroborate the
syllable from the ihon. gentleman in refe once to the Geo- statemont made y the inister ef the Interior. Hoecor-
logical Survey. I understood that this discussion was o tainly did offer the information te the fouse sevorai heure
the 87 1,000. My hon. friend from Chateauguay (Mr. Holton) ago, which ho has now repeated. I rose at what I con-
rose to ask questions as to the Geologicai Survey branch, sîdered the proper moment, w aak some queeiun5. 1 have
and ho was told to wait.mnt any intention of entering jute a long discussion, and I

Mr. WRITE (Cardwell). Ho was told to go on. simply rose te ask the questions, when, as I aiready etated,
Sir RCHAR CARWRIGT. N, howu tld to it was intimated te me that 1 was a littie eut of season, and

Sir RICHARD RTWRIGHT No, h reumed my seatthinkg I hould have an pportunity
wait. I

Mri'. HOLTOàN. I rose to ask a question. The hon. ater on.
Miniater, it is true, told me to go on, but it was politely 1 Some hon. MEM.BERS. Go on.

.r. W. .ao.
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Mr. HOLTON. The question I iffshed to ask was with

reference to the appointment of Ingall and Coste to the
position of mining engineers of the survey. I wisbed
to be informed as to the nature of the work performed by
those gentlemen, and also when, and in what form, the
result of their labors will be made public?

Mr. WH1TE (Cardwell). Messrs. Ingall and Coste were
employed by the Government in consequence of a report
made by Dr. Selwyn suggesting the importance of adopt
ing a better system of mineral statistics. They have been
engaged in the field during the last year, but their specia
duties are in connection with the mineral branch. Some
li1 tie difflculty bas occurred in that branch in relation to the
w rk these two gentlemen have been doing, in consequence
of the issue of some circular by another offiner of the
department under the direction of Dr. Selwyn. This parti-
cular branch, I am bound to say, is not in the condition I
would desire to have it. I am asking at this moment a
report from the acting director, Dr. Dawson, in relation to
the reorganisation, if possible, of the department in connec
tion with which these two gentlemen have been appointed.
I hope we may be able so to arrange it as to meet the rea-
sonsble popular desire in regard to that particnlar branob.
I had waiting upon me a short time ago a large deputation
of members of both sides of the louse in reference to this
subject, upon whioh we had a full and friendly discussion.
My earnest object is that we may be able to accomplish the
results desired at an early date.

Mr. DAVIES. On examining the estimates and the Audi
tor-General's report of.expenditure for the years 1884-85 up
to the 30th June, the Geological Survey branch, I find, cost
$32,634. Now the hon. gentleman asks here for $39,650,
being an increase of some 87,000. Possibly this increase
may be satisfactorily accounted for, but certainly it cannot
be by reference to the statutory increases given to the offi
cials, because in that Department there are not sixtytwo as
there are in the Interior Department, but only thirty, and
most of those being at high salaries, do not get the increase.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I think I must ask the hon.
gentlemen to allow me to make that statement very fully
upon concurrence. This is a branch with the details of
which I am not thoroughly familiar. I am almost ashamed
to say that I have not even visited it since I have been
Minister of Interior, for the reason that I have been so busy
in the other Departmoent. I will give the hon. gentleman on
concurrence the fallest possible information. Ris request is
very reasonable, except in this sense, that usually we do not
go back for details to the expenditure of a past year in con-
nection with the estimated expenditure of a future year.

Committee rose and reported progress.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN movedthe adjournment of the

House.
Mo'ion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 12:30 a.m.,

Wednesday.

HIOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAY, 7th April, 1880.

The SPEAKEa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRATans.

REPORTS ON PRIVATE BILLS.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved that the time for the
reooption of reports on Private Bills be extended until
Thursday, the 29th instant.

Motion agreed to.

FIRST READING.
e

Bill (No. 86) to ineorporate. the North American Tele-
graph Company.-(Kr. Taylor.)

SIR JOHN A. MACDONALD'S ILLNESS.

Sir HECTOIR LANGEVVIN. Perh-,p, the flous;e will be
,t plessed to have the information conveyed in the following
> letter, which I received just uow trom Dr. Powell

a II.April 'th.
'l 'Dus&x Sia,-In reply te your enquiries. 1 mayR ay that Sir Jnhn'u

9physical condition is remarkably good. and thnurzhbisl local symptome
h ave been very obstinâte, yet thpy are now undsfrgoing a rapid change
for the better, and I look forward to his oomplete convalescence at an

5early day. "or ic~ey

&R W. POWELL, Ml D."e

CÂRTRIOGE FÂCTOIRY AT QUEBEC.

Mr. MTJLOCK asked, Whether it le the intention of the
Government to lay bef'ore the ffouRe, and canqe to ho printed
for circulation, the report of the Bourd of Officers appointed
during the past yoar to investigate andi report upon the
workiug of the cartridge factory at Quebec; and, if so,
when?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Pt is the intention of the Gov
ernment to ay before the iouve thy report. h t lanow
being copidh and it will o brought down as soon as it :
flinished, wlthin a couple of days.

THE FRANCHISE ACT.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT (for Mr. BLAKE) aiked,
Wh other it is the intention of the Goveurnent to propose
any amendment to the Franchise Act affecting the qualifi-
cation of any lass of votera, during the present Session of
parliament?

Mr. TFIOMPSON (Antigonis"). The Governmen are
now considerinthe asubjet to which the question refera,
and it is probable that some amenduents will hosuggeted
in the Franchise Act. I arinet, however, at presont ahe
to say that they will be cf the kind mntioned, i the ques.
tien.

CANA DIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY LANDS.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT (for Mr. BLAKE) asked,
Whether the Govornment is aware that the Canadian Paci.
fic Railway Company has sold a large quantity o land
couth of the railway to the North-West Land tompany?
Whethr the Govermentbas any description of any of
the lands 8sold? Whether the Goverument bas taken
any stops towards the asicertain ment cf the lands aold by
the company, to the end that they may become subjeet to
municipal sud territorial taxation ?

Mr. W ITE (Cardwehl). The landes which have been
given te the Canadian Pacific Railway Compay as part of
their ubsidy for the construction of the road become their
preperty as soon as they are earned. What disposition
they mey make of them concerna temeelves. Un er the
law, as soon as they soe thse landwich beoome ccupied,
they become subject to taxatien, and it es the duty of the
municipal authoritiesl ?tseethat that clause in tic hawis
net in any way evadod.

SCRIP TO ROCKY MOUNTAIN RANGEIRS.
Mr.a seS asked, Wbther ita thoaintention cf the Gover .

ment toa sue scrip to the members yf the corps that took
partir lubor the csion of the late reberlion, known ma the
Rocky Mountain Rangera? If yea, for what numbor of
acres, and when mue th recipiants locate the land?
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Mr.. WHITE (Cardwell). Scrip is to be issued, in fact
bas been issued to a large number of the members of this
coçps. The certificates were sent in by the Militia Depart-
ment to the Department of the Interior, the i5th Decem-
ber last. Since that, all applications, so far as they are in
order, for members of the 'Rocky Mountain Rangers,"
Major Stewart commanding, have been settled. So far,
fifteen land warrants, repiesenting 4,800 acres, have been
issued, and also sixteen scrip notes of $80 each, equal
together to $1,2e0.

SEPTIMUS PITON.

Mr. LESAGE asked, Was there an enquiry held last
summer, in relation to Septimus Piton; what were the
complaints, and what was the result of the enquiry ?

Mr. POPE. There was an enquiry. The charges were:
First, of baying ceme.nt and selling it to the Government
at advanced price. Second, of allowing the foreman under
him to take wood belonging to the Government. Third, of
allowing men under him to neglect their work. Fourth, of
ordering m-en paid by the Government to work on bis
house. The charges were not maintained.

ARLESS SEPTIMUS PITON.

Mr. LESAGE asked, What is the position held by Arless
Septimus Piton ? What is his salary ? By whom was he
appointed ? Has ho farnished sureties for the place he
holds ? Is he sufficiently educated to make out bis reports ?

Mr. POPE. His position is foreman and inspector. His
salary is $60 per month. He was appointed by the Minister
of Railways and Canals, on the recommendation of Dr.
Blanchet. Foremen and inspectors are not obliged to find
securities. He has a fair education.

ROBERT SMITH, OF QUEBEC.

Mr. LESAGE asked, What quantitv of wood las been
purchased for the Intercolcmial from Robert Smith, of Que-

ec ? Who inspected and received the said wood? ]How
much was paid per foot? How much bas been paid to that
gentleman for wood purchased from him, within the last
two years, for the Intercolonial?

Mr. POPZ. 4,9C5 cubie feet of white pine timber,
at 18 cents per cubic foot ; 8,803 cubic feet red pine,
at 15 cents; 129,810 feet board measure tracks,
stringers, and cros-ties, at 834.75 per thousand
feet ; 6, standard deals, at $24; 15,000 feet board measure
deals, at 89.60 ; 1,500 white pine boards, at 824; 500 feet
board measnre spruce, at $14 per thousand feet; 1,285 feet
rock elm, at $42 per thousand feet; 2,000 feet rock elm, at
$35 per thousand feet; 7,400 lineal feet of red pine, at 4
cents per foot; 920 lineal feet red pine timber piles, at 2
cents; 8,572 lineal feet red pine timber piles, at Il cents;
2,134 lineal feot pine timber, at Il cents. Inspected and
received by Charles D. Wilson and Piton. Smith was paid
89,635.25 for wood.

WIRE FENCING PROM LÉVIS TO RIVIÈRE
DU LOUP.

Mr. GAUDET asked, Whether it is true that the con-
tract for wire fencing from Lévis to Rivière du Loup, has
been awarded to Mr. Atkinson ?

Mr. POPE. Yes; the contract was offered to him, as
being the lowest tenderer for the work.

ELGIN STATION, L'ISLET.
Mr. CASGRAIN asked, Whether it is the intention of the

Government to build a station for passengers and treight at
Jïr. IVEs.

the stopping place on the Intercolonial Railway, called
"Elgin Station," in the county of 'Idiet?

Mr. POPE. It is not the intention of the Goverament
at present to build a statiqn there.

COAL INTERESTS IN NQVA SCOTIA.

Mr. McDOUGALL (Cape Breton) moved for:

Statement showing the quantity of coal carried over the Interco-
lonial Railway each yeari since 1880, for the Spring Hill and other
collieries in'the county of 0umberland, gova Scotia;, the Mtations at
which the sane has been delivered, and the quaatity delivered at esch
station; the rate per ton per mile at which such coal was carried for
the several collieries. Also a similar statement of the quantity of coal
carri-d from each colliery in the county of Pictou. Als aà statement
showing the number of coal cars built fer the Intercolonial Railway
coal traffie, and employed thereon, and the cost of such cars."

He saiî: The information I seek by the motion which I have
just read to the House is one of very great importanoe to
the people I have the honor to represent, and I am, therefore,
obliged to trouble the House with a few remarks. The coal
industry of the older Provinces of the Dominion, as is well
known, is principally confined to three counties in the Pro-
vince of Nova Scotia, the largest proportion of which has
been heretofore prosecuted in the county of Cape Breton,
the other counties being Cumberland and Pictou. The esti.
mated extent of the ceal fields of Nova Scotia now under
lease from the Crown is about 245 square.miles. Of this there
is situate in the county which I have the honor to represent
about 130 square miles ; in the oounty of Oumberlaud, 1,5
square miles; and in the county of Picton, 27 square miles.
Thus it will be seen that the coal-biring property in
which capital is invested and being developed in tho
county of Cape Breton is double that of Cumberland
and more than four times that of Pictoù. In conection
with the opening of the coalF fields of Cape Breton, the
building of railways, the equipment of those railways and
the opening of harbors and building of wharves, ard such
other facilities as have been required in conniectioi with the
operation of those mines, there has been about $15,000,000
of private capital expended. 'n this connecdon about
seventy miles of railway were built and equipped without a
single dollar of public aid of any kind. The harbor of Port

aledonia Was opened and kept 'oen at a oüst of about
$160,000; the harbor of Little Glace Bay, likewise, at a
cost of upwards of $100,000; the harbor of Lingan at a
cost of about 8100,000. Several other large piers and
wharves were built at a very heavy coSt to the coal oper.
ators and without any publie aid whatever, except in the
case of the Cow Bay breakwater, whieh is now maintained
by grants from this Parliament, but which cost the private
company who first undertook it upwards of 850,000. In
order to further illustrate to the House the extent and im-
portance of the Cape Breton goal field, I wüil read a short
quotation from a report on the 'Miner1' Resources of
Canada :".

" Sydney Coal Field.-Mr. Robb estimates the area of the productive
coal measures of the Sydney coal field at 200 Equare miles, heiRgabont
32 miles long and 6 miles wide, limited on three sides bf the Atlantic
Ocean. This coal field formi-the southern-extremity of an extensive area
for the most part hidden under the ocean, but nearly ail the seams can
be followed, anduahig rigihts have beentaken ;t covering above 100
square miles o-f the submarne 'coal. Mr.'Po6le, in a report to the Commis-
sioner of fines, says that, assuming a line of three miles from the
shore to be the boundary of Inr-able working 4,000 feet the availtable
depth, and no seam under three feet thick to be worked, and taking
into consideration all geological facto as ascertained from other coal-
yielding investigations elsewhere, the submarine ceai field of Cape
Breton is capable of yielding 1,866,000,000 tons."

Now, Mr. Speaker, the people engaged in this industry of
Cape Breton complain thát Lbey hvie not at h bands of
this Legislature the consideration to which the peculiar
circumstances in which they are lacdby reasod of the
geographical position of thoir country entitle them,çand the
comparatively unfavorable pösition in which théy ar-e
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situate with those engaged in the same industry in the
other coal counties of Nova Sootia. The work of the Cape
Breton collieries 18 confined almost entirely to the summer
and fall months, the only means by which they can place
the product of those mines in the market being only by
water; and the navigation of the Cape Breton coast, east
and north, and where those mines chiely lie, being inter.
rupted by ice during the greater part of the winter and
spring months, their mines have to remain in comparative
idleness during those months, while the mines of the
counties of Cumberland and Pictou may be worked every
month and every day in the year, as they enjoy the
privilege of being able to send their coal to
market without interruption, and by a railway
built, equipped and operated at the public expense. This
railway has been built at the expense of the people of Cape
Breton as much as that of the same number of people in any
part of the Dominion, and I would say to a much larger
extent at their expense than that of any section of Nova
Scotia; and what they now complain of is that it is main.
tained and operated more than, proportionately, at their
expense, and to the serious detriment of their interests in
the successful development of their collieries. This state of
matters does not only affect the people who put their capi-
tal in those mines, but it has a most serious effect on the
interests of the people who do the work cf mining, and who
have to maintain themselves and families with the earnings
of their hard and arduous labors, as their earnings and
employment must largely be governed by the profits or
losses of the capitalists who employ them. That the House
may better understand the risk to which some of those peo-
ple are obliged to expose themselves, J will read a paragraph
from an article written on this subject and in relation to the
working of one of those mines, that of the Sydney Mines:

"IThe mines have been workel by British capital for nearly a century,
and the excavations from which the coal has been removed year after
year now extend for several miles underground. The main shaft is
situated about the centre of operation, and a rough idea of the extent
of the underground works may be formed by the knowledge that the
coal cutters and other underground workmen have to travel from four
to five miles under ground after they have reached the bottom of the
shaft-itself over 900 feet deep. In sailing into Sydney harbor the mari-
ner seldom recollects that he is passing over a hollow bottom, supported
on pillare, and that beneath.his ehip are hundreds of busy worken,
boys and horses. Yet such is the case, the underground works being
pushed out several miles under the ocean The coal of this mine bas
long been known as holding a first place amongst the most famous of
coals for steam purposes and domestic use. This, together with its
peerless barbor, situated in the direct hue of the Suropean and North
American shipping, is what has made the port of North Sydney the
greatest port of call in North America for ships engaged in the trans-
Atlantic trade."

The number of men employed in the Nova Scotia coal
mines in the year 1884 was 5,012; of this number there were
employed in the county which I represent, 2,511. It will
thus be seen that more than half the people engaged in this
industry are among the constituents of my hon. colleague
from Cape Breton and myself ; and the successful develop-
ment of those mines is not only of interest to those who are
directly engaged in them, but also, and to a very large externt
to the farming population, who find the principal maiket
for the products of their labor in those mines, and as well
to thdse of our people who are engaged lu commercial and
mercantile pursuits. My attention has been called to a
report of an interview held by representatives of the Board
of Trade of Montreal with the bon. Minister of Rail-,
ways some weeks ago, and published in a Montreal paper,
where the hon. Minister is reported to have, in reply to a
question asked by a gentleman named MeLea, said as fol-
lows :-

"It is for the benefit of Montreal and for the benefit of the Dominion
that we should bring these goods over our railway, and to do so we,
have been obliged to carry raw sugars at a lower rate than we could
afford to bring them until a year ago. This last year there was 2j per
cent. put on sugars landing at a foreigu port and being brought into
Canada. That enabled us to get something like a fair rate and secure
more of the business of bringing sugars into Canada. It is exactly so
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with many other articles. For instance, we have in the Lower Provines
large quantities of iron ore. We manufacture iron ; we wish to d-velop
those interests, and it is carried at a rate thatdoes not pay u; the rates
are too low. It is the same with coal. If we charge a rate on coal that
would pay we should not be able to bring any coal, but we bring coal
at a low rate because we want to develop that great industrg n the
Lower Provinces, and you gentlemen in Montreal get the beneit of it.

I appreciate very much the motives by which the hon.
Minister of Railways is actuated. [ agree with him that
every consideration in this respect should be given to an
industry of the importance that our coal industry is; but
when the application of the policy of the hon. Minister of
Railways, as in the present instance, has the effect of
largely and serionsly discriminating in favor of one section
of the people and against another section engaged in the
same irndustry, I say the good intention of the hon. Min-
ister is misplaced, and I, therefore, have to disagree with
him. I do not know when the present Intercolonial Rail-
way coal rates were brought into operation, but I presume
it is not many years ago; and in order to show to the
House the effect which those rates have on the develop-
ment of those of our mines situate in the county which I
represent, I will give the quantity of coal shipped by the
Cape Breton and Cumberland collieries respectively daring
the last three years to the Quebec market:

" In the year 1883, Cape Breton shipped to Quebec (which includes
Montreal, al by water), 218,695 tons; in 1884, 152,605 tons ; in 1885,
215,U54 tons.

" In4the year 1883, Cumberland shipped to Quebec and Montreal,
46,483 tons ; in 1884, 104,243 tons; in 1885, 163,301 tons."

It will thus be seen that te the present rate at which
coal is carried over the Intercolonial Railway from Spring
Hil te Quebec and Montreal the large increase in the sales
of that mine may be attributed, and to the fact that they
have in consequence been able to supply those markets
which were principally supplied by the mines in Cape
Breton previosly-that it has been the means of shutting
out the Cape Breton coal te a corresponding extent. Since
the adoption of the present duty on foreign coal the ship-
menta from Cape Breton to the Province of Quebec have
increased from 28,208 tons in 1878 te 218,695 tons in 1883,
and since 1883 they have decreased as I have already
shown. It will, therefore, be seen that this decrease may
fairly be attributed te the Intercolonial Railway rates
which is contended by the hon. Minister of Railways 1e in
the interest of the coal industry of Nova Scotia, while
instead it is solely in the interest of the Spring Hill om-
pany I am informed that the loss in the operation of the
Intercolonial Railway is caused almost entirely by
the oarrying of ceai at rates whicli does net meet the
expense; and in order te support my contention I will take
the liberty of reading te the House a quotation from the
report of the IlBuffalo, New York and Philadeiphia ]Rail.
way Company:"

I The report of this company is for the year ending September 30th,
1885. The report clearly shows that a leading cause of the financial
difficulties of the company is the unprofitable nature of the bituminous
coal trade, in which it is deeply interested as a carrier and owner.of
coal propertes. [t was chiefly on a -00uut of the great increase of in-
jurions competition between rival bituminous coal interests that a great
reduction in average freight rates occurred. Bituminous coal farnished
944,700 of the 2,417,975 tons moved iu 1885, and 1,061,625 of the 2,376,-
534 tons moved in 1884, and most of this coal j transported over com-
paratively long distances.

"lThe numbýr of tons of freiglit of an classes moyed one mile, and
earnings per ton of freight per mile, daring the last three years have
been as f6llows :

Total tons Earning per ton of
one mili. freight per mile.

1885 ......... .... 276,994,830 0601 mille
1884............... 211,040,878 0-788 mille
1883..................... 171,975,117 1-050 mill#

"The total freight earnings were $1,649,842.83 in 1885, $1,854,114.091a
1884, and $1,795,737.87 in 1883. 8o that a rapid increase In the amount
of freirht carried one mile has been accompanmed with a material decline
in the freight receipts. If the average rates obtained in 1883 had been
received for the freight service in 1885, the freight receipts of that year
would have been $2,908,445.71, or $1,258,602.88 more than the rum
actually obtained. The deficiency of the company for the fiscal year
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1885, as stated ln the report, was $554,672.68, or considerably less than
half the difference between the freight receipts of 1885 and the sum that
would have been earned on the tonnage of that year if the rates of 1883
had been maintained. Similar calculations have often been made in
reference to other roade They possess comparatively little practical
signifirance, but they help to point out one of the most serions difficulties
with which many American railway managers are obliged te contend,
to explain one of the most prolific causes of railway bankruptcy, and to
show why such sudden transitions occasionally occur in the market
value of the securities of some of the lines of this country

"Another reflection suggested by ihe report of the Buffalo, New York
and Philadelphia is that its rates for carryng bituminous coal were pre-
sumably much below its low average rate of 0-601 mills per ton per
mile. The total am>unt of freight carried in 1885 is classified as fol-
lows :-Anthracite coal, 209,475 tons; bituminous coal, 944,700;
stone and lime, 55,183 ; iron and castings, 92,962; hay and grain,
111,966; merchandise and manufactures, 261,195; lumber, 401,388;
crude til, 195,513; refined oil, 94,538; iron and other ores, 23,104; live
stock, 4,041; miscellaneous articles, including bark, 23,930-total,
2,417,975 tons. In referring tomiscellaneous freight traffic the report says :
'Fortunately, your miscellaneous local tonnage, which affords better
rates, has been developed and improved; the improvement and growth
continue steadily, so that the loss on coal traffic is more than met by the
revenue from other classes of traffie, as will be seen by comparison ot
freight earnings, 1884 and 1885, on page 4. This is a healthy aigu. It
bas been the effort of your management to develop, encourage and fos-
ter local traffic, thereby placing your road in such position that it can
handle its full proportion of competitive coal tonnage at a minimum of
cost, and thus retain its tonnage without loss.'

"l As these statements show that the bituminous coal was carried at
rates conuiderably below 0 601 mills per ton per mile, and as other
statements, made at varions times, indicate that even leas than half that
rate was obtained for some ot the bituminous coal movements of last
year, intelligent readers are furnished with data for forming an opinion
in regard to the justice of the outcry against efforts te improve the con-
dition of the bituminous coal trade, and to ensure for bituminous coal
carriers sums that approach a reasonable remuneration for the service
they perform."
Applying the same arguments and reasoning to the Inter-
colonial Railway, the contention that the loss is caused by
the increase in the tonnage of coal carried over the road, is
strongly supported, and it is but fair and reasonable that
we should expect of he hon. M:nister of Railways a differ
ent state of things for the future. Our people in Cape
Breton have to make up their share of this loss, while it
has the effect of crippling the successful prosecution of their
own work. Our principal markets are in the Province of
Quebec, and we have a right to control a fair share of them,
while it is to the advantage of the Dominion generally that
the capital invested in those enterprises should be fairly
and economically protected. Our sales in 1t85 have been,
by counties:

Tons.
Cape Breton, sales............ .. 517,975
Oumberland " ...... ....................... .. ..... 340,535
Picton " ...................... .............. 396,000

1,254,510

Our principal markets are as follows:-
Nova Scotia....... ....................
New Brunswick............................
Newfoundland . .................... .......................
Prince Edward Island....................
Quebec............ ......................
W est Indies.... .................... ........ ...............
United States.............................

444,652
148,634

74,322
52,770

493,917
5,732

34,483

This is not the only instance in which the Spring Hill
Company have succceeded in influencing legislation in
their own favor to an unreasonable extent and at the same
time to the disadvantage of the people of Cape Breton.
When they applied to the Parliament of Nova Scotia for a
grant towards the construction of a railway in connection
with their mine, some years ago, they have received some
$144,350 towards that work. This they have received with
the consent of the representatives from the Island of Cape
Breton, who were at the same time promised a correspond
ing aid towards their railway; but, unfortunately, the Spring
Bill people got their grant and their railway, and the
people of Cape Breton did not get one dollar for a mile of
railway. This is not all. Only a year ago an investiga-
tion was made in the Provincial Legislature of Nova Scotia
into the payments made by the different coal companies in
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that Province, on account of the royalties paid into the
Provincial treasury, the result of which was to prove that
the Spring Hill Company, on a basis of a fraction less than
10 cents per ton, which they were obliged to pay under
the Provincial laws, succeeded in getting offlwith the pay.
ment of only 6'55 cents royalty per ton on their coal, while
the Cape Breton companies paid at the rate of 8'90 cents.
The Cape Breton collieries paid on 613,367 tons the rate of
8-90 cents per ton, while the Spring Hill Company paid on
177,673 tons at the rate of 6 55 cents per ton. This is the
manner in which the Spring Hill Company have managed
to use the Legislatures of the Province to their own interest,
as they are endeavouring to use this Parliament in the same
way. I feel it, therefore, to ho my duty, on behalf of my con-
stituents, who have such an important interest in this matter,
to seek the information which I now ask for, and at the
same time to urge on the attention of the hon. Minister of
Railways the consideration of those interests, which mean
the bread of life to the most of the hard-working, honest,
and industrious people I represent in this House-a con-
sideration which, I am sorry to say, they have not had in
the past, neither in this House nor in the Provincial
Legislature of the Province. This is a state of things which
is not only the contention of the people of Cape Breton, but
is admitted by people outside of Cape Breton, as I will show
from an authority outside of that place, and therefore a dis-
interested one. A paper published outside of Cape Breton
says, under the heading of "Cape Breton's relation to Nova
Scotia proper :"

"In the eastern part of Cape Breton there are a few railways built by
coal companies for the purpose of carrying coal. These lines were al
built entirely at the expense of the companies themselves; not one dol-
lar did they receive from the public purse. Every ton of coal they sell
pays a tax to the Provinoial Treasury. Hundreds of thousands of dol-
lars have tus been contributed to the revenue of the Province by Cape
Breton companies Not a dollar of ibis,howeverhas any Local Government
of Nova Seotia used in building, or in assisting in building, railways in
the Island of Cape Breton; nor spent any portion of it in any other
manner calculated to develop the vast and varied resources of that
Island.

" Now, it is well known that the Local Government of this Province
bas not still possession of the hundreds of thousands of dollars that in
years past were contributpd to the Treasury by Cape Breton: Our local
rulers are not burdened with the care of the cash collected in other days,
for the very good reaeon that that cash bas been spent, chiefly, in build-
ing railways throughout Nova Scotia proper, partly in opening up a coal
mine in Nova Scotia proper, that its produce might enter into competi-
tion with that of Cape Breton I

"From thinking of these and other things that have occurred within
our own recollection, the conclusion forces itself upon us that either we
in Nova Bcotia proper are very unjust towards Cape Breton, or else
Cape Breton is very charitable and our public works depend on ber
alma. If we have been unjust for so many years, we sbould now make
an effort for once to be just to the mineral isle; if we bave been living
on ber alma, it is bigh time we sbhould show at least the gratitude of
respect. As matters bave been. it would really seem that the relation
cf Cape Breton to us bas been that of patron to mendicant."

In the face of this condition of matters affecting the coal
interests of Cape Breton, I beg to offer the opinion to the
hon. Minister of Railways, that the only way by which
ho can successfully assist in the development of the coal
and iron industries-and at this stage I would say that the
iron in Cape Breton is unsurpassed for quantity and qual-
ity in any part of the Dominion-by means of the powers
given hm by this Logislature, is by extending into the
Island of Cape Breton that system of railway which is so
much in the service of the Spring Hill Company. Such a
policy will have a general and beneficial effect, and by
carrying it ont the hon. Minister of Railways will do his
duty to the coal and iron industries of the Dominion.

Mr. POPE. I can only say to my hon. friend, so
far as the Goverument are concerned, that they have
listened to his speech with very great attention, and it has
been verv interesting. Many of the points ho has brought
out I knew very little of before. We feel that the coal in-
terests, not only of the main land, but of Cape Breton, are
of great importance to this part of the country, and every
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consideration will be given to this subject and to the rates
to be imposed. My hon. friend said we were to bring
the railway to that part of the country. I can only say to
him what I have said before, that everything we can do we
shall do to facilitate the building of the road in Cape Breton,
and I hope that before very long my hon. friend's
wish will be realised, and that ho will see a railway in his
part of the country. I have no objection to the motion.

Motion agreed to.

SUBSTITUTES FOR BUTTER.

Mr. TAYLOR moved that the House resolve itself int
Committee to consider the following Resolution:-

That it is expeaient to bring in a Bill to regulate the manufacture and
sale of oleomargarine, butterine or other substitutea for butter.

He said: The Bill which I wish to introduce is intended
to protect the agriculturists of Canada from one of the most
glaring frauds ever perpetrated in this country. While it
is intended to afford protection to the farmers and dairy-
men, it will not in any way injure the consu mers of butter
and cheese. The dairying industry is one of the largest, if
not the largest, of our Canadian industries, to-day. I see by
the Trade and Navigation Returns, that the exporte of butter
and cheese, after supplying the trade of Canada, amounted
to the enormous sum of about $10,000,000. We exported
last year, of butter, 8,145,310 Ibs., amounting in value to
$1,577,423, and of cheese 79,655,367 lbs., amounting in
value to $8,2t5,240, making a total value of 89,742,668. I
have a table showing the quantity of butter exported from
Canada each year since 1874, which, with the permission
of the Hlouse, I will hand in to the reporter, and save
the time of reading it :

Year.
1874 ........... ,..................
1875...................................
1876...... ..... .......... ...
1877............ ............... .....
1878........................
1879........ ......................
1880............. . . .........

1881..................................
1882.. ......... ...........
1883,.................................
1884......... . ...............
1885......................

Number of lbs. Value.
12,233,046
9,268,044

12,250,066
14,691,789
13,006,626
14,307,977
18,535,362
17,649,491
15,161,839
8,106,447
8,075,537
8,145,310

$2,620,305
2,337,324
2,540,894
3,073,409
2,382,237
2,101,897
3,058,069
3,573,034
2,936,156
1,705,817
1,612,481
1,577,428

1 have also a table showing the quantity of cheese ex-
ported during the last five years, which I will also hand in:

Year. Value.
1881..................................$6,091,534
1882...................................................... 5,979,537
1883............. -.................................... 7,025,035
1884................................. 7,823,620
1885......................... ........ . ........... 8,902,115

Total..................... $35,821,841

The total exports of butter for the last five years amounted
to 811,404,916, and of cheese to $35,821,844, making a
total of $47,226,760 ; so that, on an average, about $10,-
000,000 worth of butter and cheese was exported each year
during the last five years, after supplying the trade of the
country. The exports of animals and their produce for lest
year- which all largely depend on the dairying industry of
the country, besides the great benefit accruing to the land on
which cattle for dairying purposes are kept-amounted to
tie large sum of 826,50à,994. This, Mr. Speaker, is the
largest money value of any article exported. I see, by
the Trade and Navigation Returne for 1885, that the value
of animals and their produce was $26,503,994 ; of the pro-
duce of the forest, $22,373,305; of agricultural products,
819,120,366o; f the fisheries, 87,976,313o; f the
mines, $3,836,470, and of manufactures, $3,794,229.
it will ths be seen that the dairying in-

dustry is one of vital importance to Canada.
Up to the present time the dairying industries of Canada
have been sufficiently protected against honest competition ;
but, owing to the enormous quantities of oleomargarine,
butterine and other substitutes which are now being manu-
factured in the United States, the dairy intereets of Canada
aie in danger of being seriously crippled, if not altogether
ruined. I will just read the opinions of some excellent
authorities on this matter. At the meeting of the National
Dairy and Agricultural Convention, held in New York city,
on Tuesday, 16th February, 1886, the chairman, Mr. Joseph
H. Reall, made the following statements:-

" Fer ten years the manufacture of artificial butter has been growing
until dairymen everywhere find their vocations almost ruined. The
18,000,000 milch cows in the country have depreciated $10 per head,
and the land on which they are kept, something over 75,000,000 acres,
worth nominally $50 au acre, has declined 25 per cent. These redue-
tions represent a loss of 000,000,000. This is not brought about
through honest and fair co petition, but in consequence of the most
outrageous and glaring traud that can be practiced, for the substi-
tute is not sold to the consumer for what it is, but as butter. The people
of New York city alone are paying not les than $10,000,000 for the stuff
they suppose to be butter, andwhich brings to the manufacturer one-
half profit. Some 700 grocers of the city have refused to deal In the
article. Boston, New York, New Haven, Oleveland, Baltimore, Oincin-
nati, Louisville and St. Louis have large bogus butter factories, while
Chicago manufactures more bogus butter than all the other cities
together. Something must be done to stop the encroachment upon the
dairy interests of artificial butter."

Commissioner Coleman, of the United States Agricultural
Department, in his report for this year, Bays:

" The manufacture of injurious compounds of fat, which are being
shipped as genuine butter, threatens the legitimate dairy Interesta of
America."

Mir. Littler, in his annual report, gave statistics of the butter
and cheese trade of Chicago. In regard to butterine, the
report was only approximate, but his information had come
from reliable sources, and were as near correct as possible.
From May 1, 1883, to May 1, 1884, the manufacture of but.
-terine amounted to 10,000,000 lbs. ; from May 1, 1884, to
May 1, 1885, it was 13,000,000 Ib. ; and from May 1,
1884, to May 1, 1885, the amount can be safely estimated
at 20,000,000 Ibs. The Americans are now taking steps to
pass stringent laws to protect the dairy interests of their
country. This may, and no doubt will, have the effect of
forcing the stuff into Canada. In consequence of this
glaring fraud which is being carried on, it is the
duty of this Hlouse to take immediate steps in
order to protect our legitimate dairy product.
I have given, Sir, some considerable attention to this
subject in the interest of the farmers in general and of my
constituents in particular, who are largely interested in the
manufacture o both butter and cheese. I consequently
urged upon the attention of the Government the necessity
of moving in the matter and read to them the following
letter from the president of the Farmers' Institute and se.
cretary of the Gananoque Cheese Board. Speaking of oleo-
margarine he says:

" Our farmers and dairymen are very anxious aomething ahould be
done to prevent the sale of it in Canada except under ita true name and
not passed off as butter. I was informed that it was, or could be, deli-
vered in Gananoque now at 14 cents per pound-wai told by a grocery
man that it had been offered him at that price-so you see pure butter
cannot compete with it. I am credibly informed that the factory in
Chicago manufactured 20,000,000 lbs. last year, and the one about to be
built in Montreal by New York men will have a capital of $500,000."

I asked, at the same time, that an Excise and Customs duty
of 10 cents per pound be placed on all oleomargarine, either
imported or manufactured in the country; and I am glad
to say that the Government, true to its protective polioy-
the National Policy-came down with a resolution placing
a Customs duty of 10 cents and an Excise duty of 8 cents
per pound on aIl these substitutes. For this act I am sure
they will receive the thanks of every farmer in Canada. In
order that our people may kno< what they eat when they
use ths oleomargarine, I will, with your permission, read a
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few extracts from American papers, because I find, in con-
versation with hon. members of this louse, that they know
very little about this oleomargarine business:

" The Ohio State Grange held its 13th annual session at Oin cinnati
lst week, and took hold of the bogue butter question with a vim that
promises good results. Mr. F. A. Derthick, the delegate from Portage
Oounty, on his return home, last Friday, lett with us a copy of the peti-
tion adopted, and which on Monday of this week was being circulated
in every county of the State. Two thousand copies were printed and
the delegates took home enough to supply their respective counties.
Following is a copy of the petition, and it is commendable for its com-
prehensivenesa and brevity.

"' Wc, the undersigned, members of the Ohio State Grange, Patrons
of Husbandry, and Farmérs of Ohio, do represent that the dairy interests
of our State are being destroyed by the manufacture and sale of fraud-
uient butter, inasmuch as packages claiming to be, and marked, as pure
butter are piaced upon the market in direct competition with the pure
product, thus deteiving the consumer and perpetrating a great wrong
upon the people.

( ' We therefore petition and ask, as our right, adequate protection
and relief from this and aIl similar unjust and illegal practices.

' ' We also petition the appointment of a Dairy Commissioner, with
proper compensation. whose duty it shall be to ses that all laws con-
cerning adulterated food, especially the product of the dairy, are rigidly
enforced.'

'' It will b. seen that the petition is worded so that all fermers can
nigu it, whether members of the Grange or not. The State Grange is to

be commended for its prompt and decisive action in behalf of a prostrate
industry. Any one desiring a copy of this petition can secure it from
any subordinate Grange, or by writing to the Secretary, T. R. Smith,
Delaware, O."

Another article says:
" Dairymen need not fear oleomargarine made of pure milk and bee

suet. There is absolutely no2e of it made now. It costs too much.
Oheaper grease muet be employed-lard, oils of various kinds, gelatine,
and even vaseline. The health officer of this city recently analysed a
sample of bogue butter, and found it to be composed largely of vaseline,
a product of petroleum. A man in Chicago recently showed a Tribune
reporter what Ohicago butter is made of. It was taken frou a box
branded 'Wauwatosa Dairy,' that weighei nine pounds, and cost
$1.50, or 161 cents per pound.- It had a little pure butter in it, but nine-
tenths of it was composed of lard, cracklings, pieces of intestines ot hogs,
short pieces of bristles and haire, and pieces of pork. This man, S. l.
Long, of 251South Water street, statel that the men who made this
bogue staff didn't care what kind of offal they put into it. If a hog died
of choiera, so much the better. They could buy the carcass cheap, and
it would make just as much butter as a kealthy carcass. Its manufacture
in carried on in Chicago on a large scale, and the profits are enormous.
The manufacturera are getting rich at the expense of farmers who
are making no effort to protect themselves. Not a factory in this coun-
try uses pare beef suet alone. There is not enough of it obtainable to
seriouly affect nhe market."

The New York Tribune of December 23rd, 1885, has an
editorial showing the quantity that is manufactured in that
locality:

" There are five firms in thi neighborhood which have prosperous oleo-
margarine manufactories, They are Van Riper & Co., ofNos. 3 and 5
Front-st. ; Morris I. Nathan & Co., of No. 24J Grove-st.; E. Lanferty &
Co., of No. 188 West Houston-et. ; Arnsburg & Co., of Brooklyn; and
P.H. MoGaun, of Brooklyn. Thesefive factories are notrunning at their tull
capacity, owing, the firme say, to the unfortunate agitation made by the
dealers in pure butter and the State Dairy Commission against the sale
of their bogue product. Nevertheless, despite unfavorable circumstances,
aceording to Nathaniel Waterbury, who aEells oleomargarine at whole-
sale at No. 115 Warren-st., these five factories manage to grind oui, and
put upon the market about 1,000 packages of bogue butter a day. lu
addition to tbis the receipte of the compound from the enterprising West,
especially Chicago, are no small item."

Thon, Sir, I would like to read a letter received from Pro-
fessor Barré, who makes butter and cheese a specialty:

"I am very much pleased to see that you intend to submit to the
House a Bill to prevent the illegal sale of butter substitutes. Such laws
are now wanted in Canada. I presume you have read the Bil standing
now before the United States Congreas to regulate the sale of dairy
adulterations and substitutes. If you have not, please let me know and
1 will send you a copy of it. You cannot have a too rigid Bill against
such productions. And unless the services of some commissions to eu-
force the law is available, legislation will have no effect. Wishing you
success in your undertaking,1

'I remain, Sir,
"Yours very truly,

'IS. M. BAR RE." '

I asked him for a copy of the Bill before Congress, and re-
ceived thia reply:

Mr. TAytonL

" In reply to your favor of March let 1 would say: I can do nothing
better than to send you a scrap book wbich contains that margarine
question drawn pietty fine. You will find three margarine Bills already
passed in the Legislature of New York, one new pending in Congress,
and also another passed lately in England.

" The oleomargarine war began in the State in 1879. This war has
already cost $80,000, and in spite of all legislation there i more bogue
butter now sold in the State than ever was before 1879. From a thorough
study of this question I am fully convinced that as long as it is allowed
to be made it will be palmed off upon the public as dairy butter. Yon
may oblige the manufacturer to brand it, he may sell it for what it is,
but the retail grocer buys it, knocks the package and mark to pieces-
and there it stands requiring an expert to detect it from butter. Since
we cannot legislate direction against such production, I would rise
the Excise as high as 10 cents on every pound manufactured-for re-
member that the profit on the stuff ie very large.

" I will mail that scrap book along with appreciation of my book by
the next courier.

"Yours very truly,
"4S. M. BARRÉ,'

I have not received that yet, but expect it by the next
mail. I presume the committee wil) recommend the Bill,
and perbaps appoint a special committee to consider it. I
may just say that this bogus butter business not only
threatens the butter business of this country, but also the
cheese industry, from the fact that they are making bogus
cheese, as the secretary of the Gananoque Cheese Board
informs me. He writes me:

"I did not notice in your Bill that you had mentioned cheese as well
as butter, which should be mentioned, as by that process they manufac-
ture a beautiful curd. I have seen some made in some of the factories ;
you will see it in our petition, also in the printed slips. Hoping that
you will succeed and that the prayer of our petition will be carried out,
etc."

Again be says:
" At the present time the New York men are shipping, as stated in

Montreal, the oleo products in a fluid state to Rolland, where it is
manufactured and shipped to England, and there ie now a cargo on ils
way returning to New York. "

1 hold that Professor Barré is right, and I am glad the
Government bas given notice that factories manufacturing
this stufi must be licensed. But I think that further pro-
vision should be made for inspection, both when it comes
into the country through the Customs and in the hands of
the retail dealers. Such provision has been made in the
United States. Mr. Logge writes:

" I may draw your attention to the fact that the New York Legisla-
ture have voted the amount of $100,000 to be expended in convicting
those that are selling the article as butter. They have paid $50,000 to
the commissioner who is doing the work, and I understand there have
been over 2,000 convictions already, and smae of them are appealing to
higher courts."

In order to gather sone statisties in reference to this mat-
ter, I called upon the Commissioner of Customs, the other
day, to enquire as te the amount that was brought into this
country, but ho told me that ho could not answer the ques-
tion, as most, if not all, of it was imported under the name
of groase, lard, 011 and other things of that kind; but, since
the Government came down with their resolutions, ho told
me, the day before the resolutions were passed, that a large
quantity had been passed through the Customs in Montreal,
and I have been informed that three car loads have since
been stopped on the way there. I was in hopes that this
Bill would meet with univèrsal approval, both in this
RFouse and in the country, but, to my surprise, when home
on Saturday, I found one of our local papers out with an
article in opposition to the action taken by the Government
in dealing with this question. I will read the article, be-
cause I wish it to go on record. The Gananoque Reporter
of Saturdby, April 3rd, said:

" A writerin yesterday's Journal under the assumed name of 'Farmer,'
takes a whack at the 'bogue' butter makers, and tells the same dismal
taie that has been no often told at the agricultural meetings held in this
vacinity. Having already discussed this matter in public and private
ior past three months, we are not disposed at present to go mnto an argu-
ment witb ' Farmer,' especially as the resuit of our discussions, so far,
bas been to convince us that the farmers are not interested in the sub-
ject, and that neither 'Farmer' nor we know much of the matter. But
we cannot avoid calling 'Farmer's' attention to the absurdities of bis
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statements. He gives s a reason why the Government should prohibit
the manufacture orsale of oleomargarne, that farmers' sons served as
volunteers in the North-West last year. That is an idea so 'far fetched'
that we wonder he found it even in the North-West. Next he asks what
the Canadian dairymen are to do ? and says 'they are ruined if théy ait
still and wait.' The way he claims they are to be ruined is, that fac-
tories for makin g butter will be started in this country, or the butter
will be imported. This is absurd, from the fact that farmers here do not
follow butter-making as a business, and would not be 4 ruined' if the
whole.supply of butter came from outside parties. Even dairy business,
as carried on here, means only the making of cheese; and what little
butter is made, is the incidental product of Sunday's milk. A large
proportion of farmers do not make butter for their own use during the
cheese ueason and bave noue to sell at any time. How, then, can they be
'ruined' by the introduction ofbutter from other sources ? The fact ià,
that butter-making as a business has been run down. Canadian butter
bas not a goodrepute in foreigrn markets, because it has not been made on
the same systematic principles as cheese, and has no uniformity of look,
consistency, fiavor, or keeping quality. It is an uncertain article to
export1 and those who try it are lable to lose money. Then to make
exclusively for the home market is unsatisfactory to the farmers, as a
very little supplies the demand, and pulls down the price. In the
s pring the price is generally high, and sometimes, as at present, it is
almost impossible te obtain butter at any price. But as the milk in-
creases the price Alls, even after the cheese.factories commence opera-
tions. For these reasons it pays farmers better to devote their attention
to cheese and grain and cattle; and this they will dose long as they cau
make most money at it. Farmers are not going 10 make butter for mere
accommodation of consumer, nor out of spite te the oleomargarine
manufacturers. But when the time comes that they can see it to their
interest to 'go into butter-making as a business, they will do it; and we
belive when they do, and make butter on the same plan and with
similar appliances as cheese is now made, they will attain reputation
and prices equal to those enjoyed by cheese makers, and .without appre-
ciable interference from oleomargarine.

"In the meantime, we do not see what object can be gained by raving
against those who supply a want not otherwise provided for. If one-
tenth of the statements of ' Farmer ' are true, as to the 'filth' and
'adulterations ' of oleomargarine, it should be prohibited of course
But with all the denunciation and clamor, we have never yet seen nor
heard anything to show, as a fact, that oleomargarine is not as Dure, as
healthful, and in every way as proper an article of food as butter is.
That it should be labelled by its proper name is only reasonable, as
people bave a right to know what they are buying. But to stop its sale,
and thereby depiive of it those who cannot afford high-priced butter,
besides preventing the establishment of factories and employment of
hands, and this on plea of protecting an industry that does not exists,
seems to be the height of folly."

Now, with the inconsistencies contained in the article I
have just read I will not deal at present, having occupied
the attention of the House for a considerable length of
time; but I will leave it to the farmers in its locality to say
whether they are interested in the subject of butter makirg
or not, and whether, after supplying the trade of Canada
and exporting over $1,500,000 worth of butter, it is a
benefit to them or not, or whether the quality of the butter
made by the people in this country is good or not. This I
will leave to the farmers to settle. They are as intelligent,
on the question of butter, as any newspaper man can pos-
sibly be; but Ido ask that the committee will recommend a
Bill that will have the effect of preventing the fraud that is
now about to be perpetrated upon the dairy industry of
1his country.

Mr. FISH1E. I think that nobody who has any con-
nection at all with the farming industries of this country
can help being very well aware of the fact that at the
present day this question of oleomargarine and butterine
is of the utmost importance to the dairy interests of our
country. It is true that, in the neighboring Republic to
the south of us, a very great agitation is being carried on
upon this question, and I have no doubt that, as the trade
and commerce of that country reacts upon our own almost
irmmediately, the necessary consequence of that agitation
in the United States must be a corresponding, or a some-
what similer agitation in this country. So far as I am
aware to day, I do not think that there is at this moment
any factory in Canada for the manufacture of oleomargarine
or butterine, but I am open to correction on this point,
because I have not thoroughly enquired into the matter;
but I have no doubt that, in the near future, some such
factories will be established ; and although we may not
know of the existence of any such factories here to-day,
there may be suoh factories for the manufacture of this

article which they place upon the market without the
public knowing what the article is. i think, however,
that perhaps the Bill which the hon. member has proposed,
and this committee, is bardly necessary, in view of what I
see the Governmeit have themiselves undertaken. In the
first place, I see that the Government, by resolution in
Committee of Ways and Means, have placed a duty of 10
cents a pound on oleomargarine and butterine, and
that is practically a prohibitory duty. They have
gone further and placed an Excise duty of 8 cents a
pound upon the manufacture of these articles in this
country. Now, the hon. gentleman who has just spoken
bas stated that these articles eau be sold at a certain
market which ho names in this country, for 14 cents a pound,
which, with the duty of 10 cents, would bring it up to 24
cents a pound, and that brings the article immediately into
competition, not with second or third-class butter, with
which it might, perhaps, successfully compote, but with
the higher grades of butter which are sold in the ordinary
markets of this country. I do not believe that oleomar-
garine and butterine will be able successfully to compete
with really first-class butter in this country or anywhere
else. The public at large will, no doubt, be able to appre-
ciate the difference in the quality between this spuriou
article and the first-class article which the best dairies and
creameries of this country produce. But I see, at the same
time that the Govemrnment has proposed these duties and
Excise, they have aiso placed a resolution on the Order
paper, to be moved by the Minister of Inland Revenue:

Tht no oleomargarine or other substitute for butter shall be manun-
factured except by persons duly licensed, and that the Governor lu
Council may make regulations respecting such manufacture and the
supervision thereof.

Now, Sir,.this, I confess, is a move on which I congratulate
the Government. I was glad to see, the other night, that the
Minister of Finance had imposed a duty of 10 per cent. on
these articles coming into the country, and an Excise of 8
cents. I am also glad to see this resolution of the Minister
of Inland Revenue. I understood some time ago that bis
Department intended to make such a proposition, and I am
fully satisfied that such regulations might b made as
would meet the object in view. I do not, of course, know
whether the hon. member who bas just spoken was aware
of this, but I think he must have seen this motion upon the
paper. Without knowing the details of the Bill which he
proposes to introduce, it still seems to me that this notice
practically covers the ground. The hon. member shakes
his head-of course, as I said> I cannot speak of the details
of this Bill until it is introduced. But, Mr. Speaker,
anxious as I am to see the agricultural interests, and
especially the dairy interest, of the country carefully
guarded-and I say this as representing one of the
greatest dairy counties in this Dominion, the county,
according to the last census, which made the second
greatest amount of butter of any county in the Domin-
ion-still I do not wish to see the dairy interest
guarded at the expense of any other interest in the Domin-
ion. If any person chooses to put upon the market an
article which is not hurtful in itself, and which is
properly stamped and shown to be such an article,
if it does compete with the producers of butter it
will be mercly an extra stimulus to them to make a better
article with which this spurious article cannot compete.
But I do not believe it would be right or wise for this
Parliament absolutely to prevent ail the people in this
country from producing an article. which in itself is not
hurtful, and which, at the same time, would be stamped so
as to show its true nature. I am quite at one with any
gentleman in this House who wishes to see that the butter-
lne or oleomargarine are net sold as butter, and do not take
the place of butter, because that would be injurious, not only
to the dairy interesta of the country, but a8s t the on-
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sumers who might be led into buying the spurious article question, I believe strongly that many diseases, when closely
under the impression that it was the genuine article analysed, are attributable to the articlei of food that are
they wanted. But if these articles are stamped so that used for consumption, about which we know but very littie.
the public know what they are buying, and if the oleomar- This article is manufaotured from all kinde of fat, it mat-
garine or the batterine are composed of materials which ters not whether tainted or vitiated, because when it is
are not injurions to the health of the consumer, I do purified it can be used for this purpose. In many instances
not see why the production of these articles should be k may be found upon close investigation that injurions
forbidden in this country, and if it does work any incon- diseases have been conveyed to the human economy
venience to the dairymen of the country, their true remedy through this source. The hon. member who lisintro-
would be to manufacture a still better article of butter. duced the resoîntion which he intends to follow with a Bill
Let the dairymen of the country see to it that they make is doing great good in the interests of a large number of
the very best butter possible, and no butterine or oleo- Canadian people, and the farmers will approve his action.
margarine can compete with that article. As a matter of1I have had several communications, not only from the
fact we know that in the United States where these articles grangers, but from influential farmers of the country,
have been very largely put upon the market, they have expressirg the hope that the Bill would be passed, and
competed with and injured the sale of lower grades of but- wondering that a stop was not taken earlier for the purpose
ter, but I think they have not at ail interfered with the of protecting the agricultural interests of the country in
sale of the higher classes of butter. That being the case, this direction. I hope the resolution will be adopted,
and seeing that the Government have proposed this resolu- and that sucà a Bill will be introduced and pass as will
tion, I am not quite prepared, without further explanation give the necessary protection to the large class engaged in
at all events, to support the motion of the hon. gentleman. the manufacture of butter in the Dominion.
Hlowever, it might be well for us to go into committee and
see the details of this Bill, and if it is shown that there is a
necessity for something further than the Government pro- havepreceed mesn tinitatte hngtlem a
pose useful work. But 1 must express my surprise that this
member, if it appears that by his Bill he is going to afford
greater safety and advantage to the dairy interest of theacont sa
country, without at the same time interfering with the
rights of the consumers. Mr. SPROULE. flast not a private member the same

rigt as anybody else ?
Mr. SPROIJLB. I tbink the hon. member for Brome Mr. CASEY. Undoubtedly heolias. But there are

(Mr. Fisher) is a littie ont in his caloulation in *reference other members whose duty it is te attend te such matters
to the cost of oleomnargarine and buttarine. As I do be- without leaving t b initiative to private members. We
lieve thTy can be manufactured and sold with a reasonable have artiinister of Agriculture, a gentleman specially
profit at from 10 te 12 cents a pound, and if so, they must cbarged withethe dutyt f looking after the interests of the
come intp competition with the lower grades of butter. farmers; and athoug [ rnglad the hon. member for
I understand that the cornpetition is not with the higher Leeds (Mr. Taylor) lias taken sufficient interest in the
grades of butter. They can be manufactured very cheaply, farmers te introduce this motion, I must express my sur-
because ail kinds of fats are used, whether they be dean prise that the Minister of Agriculture, whose duty it is
or unclean; they are mixed together and purified, and specially to attend to such matters, had not previously
olonargarine or butterine is one of the products. brought in a similar resolution and Bill. 0f course some
Now, considering the groat interest of the butter mnir- of t hie regulations affect both the eparments ofCaustoms and
ket of this country, and the great number of people; Excise. Those Departdente discharged their duty when thoir
engagod in it, the competition between our own and other! atti ntion was called to the matter by the proposer of the reso-
countries in that line, and the graduai falging off in the value lution; but thfoDepartment of Agriculture, the one primarily
of butter, upon which the farmeî's largely depond for their iu tertedhdoes not appear to have taken any steps in regard
living, I think that a Bilo should be introdufed imposing to the question, but allowed it to be introduced by a privte
sncb restrictions as would tend to cthance the value of mhmber. I cannot agree, on the other hand, with adthat
butter te the farmers of this country. It is a known fat blas fallen from the hon. member for Brome (Mr. Fisher).
that this article is being introduced into this country in H is right in theory, as a free trader and a political eono-
large quantities, that it is to-day in competition with but- miste in arguing that we shou d ahlow the sale of every-
ter, and that it is taking the place of butter in a great many thing that is not injurions to the publinoalth, providing
parts of the country. Iisbeing the case, I think it is high M the consumer knows what h is getting. But we
time that the Legisiature should endeavor to remedy the, cannot look at the matter properly from the point of view
evil. Âlready the farmers find it difflouit te make a living, et politicai economy and free trade, under the present
The manufacture of dheese is not paying them, and the circeurtances. The hon. gentleman's argument would be
price of butter i going down just in proportion as oleomar- perfectly sound if we were onjoying a syâtomn of free trade,
garîne is brouglit into the country te take its place. Now,; and if our tariff was framed according te the ru les of
white the rostrcLhons proposaed by the Minister of Inlaad popitica economy. But when that is f ar frocm being the
Revenue may be sufficient in one direction te remove this case, we have to take matters as they are, and the moat
evit, I think they wli i uardly be sufficient to entirely con- we can do is to see that ail classes of the sommmnity are
trol this article. a believe they are in the right direction, c treated with equal fairniss. It was the boaat of the pro-
and if there are those ini the country wha wish to buy and1 moters of the National Polioy, when it was firat formaiated
use oleomargarmne and butterine instead of butter, Ithink before the HoUse, that it would proteet the agricuural,
they should have the right te do so, but lot it bdistinct itmanufactnring and mining interests, and promytebdesm
under.Stood that they know what they are buying; lot equally and with absolute fair play te hai. As far as tha
a stamp and the name be put on aci package, s poicy masbeen in operation we have found that great
as te clearly show what it is. There. 8 another care ias been tahtenlf the manufacturing ad mining
point upon which I take issue with the hon. member interests. But we have found that equal care ea not
for Brome> wh n ho conteuds that tis article is net been taken of the agricultural interet and I contend
injurions ter heath. I ho d the very reverse opinion. that, consideringt e great advantages fat have been
A a medical man who mas sometimea t oonsider tas given te manufacturera and miners, w., even thos of us

Mr. Fua,
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who are free traders in theory and principle, who do not
believe that favors had been justly and properly divided,
contend that, having protected and encouraged manu-
facturing and mining, the Government should apply
the same principles of protection and encouragement
to the ag micultural industry. Holding such views, I
wish to urge upon the House that the mere regulation
of the trade in oleomargarine and butterine is not
sufficient, and that we should also prohibit both the manu.
facture and importation of those articles in this country.
Admittedly the duty of 10 cents per pound on imported
oloomargarine will bring it up to about the price of fairly
good butter-it may possibly opera$e as a prohibitive duty.
On the other hand the proposed Excise tax of 8 cents
per pound would still leave a protection of 2 cents per
pound to the Canadian manufacturer of those articles, and
although it is not so large as some manufacturers are given,
still a profit of 2 cents per pound over and above the
natural profit in making those articles would ho sufficient
to induce the manufacture of the articles in Canada. I
understood the mover of the resolution to say that he had
heard on good authority that a company was about to start
in Montreal with a capital of half a million dollars to man.
ufacture these noxious articles. A company with sncb a
capital will undoubtedly have a large output. Although
the bogus article may not compete with the best qualities
of butter, still it will compete with the lower, and perhaps
with the medium qualities, and the quantity of oleomar-
garine sold in Canada will displace just that quantity of
Canadian-made butter. We have always heard it con-
tended by advocates of the National Policy in regard
to all articles, and particularly in regard to butter and
perishable articles, that the home market is the best
market. We have always been told that the great object
of the National Policy was to secure the home market for
the home producers. In regard to butter, I want to carry
out that principle of the National Policy. We have ap-
plied it to manufactures and mines; I want to see it applied
all round. Let us give our butter makers the home market;
let us secure the best market, the home market, for our
farmers, free from competition with those articles I have
mentioned, no matter under what name they may go. It
ha been said that if oleomargarine is labelled the people
will not buy it in preference to butter. This argument wili
not stand. There are people who may be persuaded that
oleomargarine is not hurtful to health, and they will buy it
in preference to butter if it is choaper. At all events,
those gentlemen who propose- to start a large factory in
Montreal seem to expect they will be able to sell all they
can produce, even if it is marked as such, and every pound
of oleomargarine will displace that quantity of second or
third-class butter; and as such butter cannot profitably be
exported, it will be rendered totally unsaleable. The hon.
member for Fast Grey (Mr. Sproule) bas given his opinion,
as a medical man, that these articles are injurious to health.
I hope we shall have further evidence on that point before
the question is fully decided. If it can be shown that there
is even a reasonable suspicion that these imitation butter@
are injurions to health, I think thoir manufacture should be
prohibited. My hon. friend from Leeds (Mr. Taylor)
qlioted the opinion of Prof. Barré upon Ghe matter, and it
strengthens my contention very much. Prof. Barré told
hm that he was afraid that all attempts to regulate the
sale of oleomargarine and have it sold as such and not as
butter, must fail, because, although the manufacturer might
sell it under its proper name, the retailer who bought it
from him would do his bestto palm it off as genuine butter. I
thil k there is a great deal in that contention, and I think the
opinion of Prof. Barré, as a dairy expert, should have great
weight. I uite agree with him, that in all probability all
attempts to regulate the sale would fail, and that the stuf
would be sold by the retailer to the consumer, at all events,

as genuine butter, when it was really one of those horrible
compounds of gelatine and petroleum and bristles and
other things which the hon. gentleman described. Even
at the Customs the hon. gentleman told us deception
was practiced, as this stuff was brought in under aIl sorte
of aliases, as grease, lard, oil, etc. The hon. gentleman
also gave us some other noteworthy information. He
said that the day before tho resolution was passed in
this House, imposing the new duty on oleomargarine,
a large quantity was entered at the Customs-I
forget at what port he said-but I think ho mentioned
several car loads, and ho gave as his authority
the Commissioner of Customs. If t is a fact that the im-
porters of oleomargarine did in this way take time by the fore-
lock and clear their goods the very day before the duty was
put on them, it would almost seem as if they had had some
of the same mysterious instincts as to what the Government
was going to do that we have seen other importers exercise
on fermer occasions. Those are my views on the question
-that soeing we have adopted a protective policy it should
be fairly applied all round ; that the f armer who produces
butter is therefore entitled to protection against the sale of
oleomargarine; that, in the opinion of dairy experts, it is
impossible to give him that protection by means of any
regultion as to inspecting or branding ; that even the
Customs are, in the present state of things, decoived by the
importers as to the real nature of the stuff
brought in; that, therefore, the only efficient pro-
tection you can give the farmer in this connection, is abso-
ltely to exclude oleomargarine, butterine, etc., from the
country and to prevent thoir manufacture at home. If yon
begin by licensing an establishment to manufacture oleo-
margarine, you will find after a time that it is impossible,
whatever regulations you may enforce on the manufac-
turers, to prevent the stuff from getting into circulation as
genuine butter. It will be very hard then to withdraw
the license and to prohibit the manufacture. If it is to be
prohibited at all, it must be doue now, while no vested
interests have grown up, and when everybody, I believe, is
prepared to agree with the proposition that those vested
interests should not b allowed to spring up. As showing
what the agricultural community have done in the pro-
duction of butter, and as a reason for giving Ibis protection,
I will only call attention to the enterprise which has been
exhibited in the establishment of creameries. Both this
Government and the Provincial Government have spent
large sums of money in instructing the people how to make
butter, and the Government of Ontario has established
creameries to show by practical experiment how it should
be made. The farmers themselves have aiso clubbed to-
gether in some places to establish creameries. I think these
industries are entitled to the same consideration at the
hands of the House and the Government as other industries
in the country which have already received so much con
sideration.

Mr. HICKEY. I think the speeches which have been
made by the mover, as well as by the gentleman who
has just taken his seat, show that something should be done
in this direction. The butter interest is one of the greatest,
if not the greatest, industry in this country; and while we
cannot possibly prevent the manufacture of those odions
preparations which have been mentioned, I think it is our
duty to throw such a protection around the manufacture of
butter as may be within our power. such as limiting the
manufacture of these-articles, as the Government proposes
to do, by licensing such establishments. When they are
licensed, of course they will see that a proper supervision
or inspection is made, I presume, over the articles out of
which it is proposed to make these compounds. I think the
question of the manufacture of these spurious articles out
of hoga or other animals dying of serious diseases, such as
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cholera or charbon, is an important one, as it is very ques-
tionable whether science has been able to discover a method
of fully abatracting the deleterious articles which exist in
the carcasses of such animals. Take an animal dying, for
instance, of charbon. It is impossible, even by burying it
several feet under ground, to get rid of the liability
of danger, for it is supposed that the grass growing over
the carcass will poison other animals. I think, therefore,
that it is our duty to protect the people against any risk of
this kind. The Bill proposes to regulate the manufacture
of these articles, as far as possible, by branding then and
making the people who manufacture them sell them for
what they are; and if it ranges, as far as price is concerned,
with the cheaper claFses of butter, the people ought to have
the privilege of buying wlifat they choose, but they ought
also to be in a position to know whether what they are
buying is oleomargarine or pure butter. If it can be made
for 6 cents per pound, even, the Excise duty is going to
put it below the cheapest kinds of pure butter, and I am
told by makers of butter that such is the case. If we
always'had a gool article of oleomargarine, made out of
such articles as suet or clean grease, there might be no
harm, except as to its coming in conflict with Ithe interests
of butter makers. Some hon. gentleman said butter
making may not be a necessity to the farmer; he
may turn his milk into cheese instead of butter.
But I believe a large butter interest will always
be of necessity in this country; therefore a Bill,
such as the one proposed, is of vast importance to the
dairy imterest of the country-a Bill providing that these
other articles shall be labelled for what they are instead of
what they imitate. The hon. member for Elgin (Mr.
Casey) says, why not let the Minister of Agriculture look
after this; but 1 think, from the notices on the paper, that
hon. gentleman is looking after the public interests in this
matter. While le does not take the ground that it should
not be manufactured in the country- as it is manufactured
in other countries, le proposes to provide that this industry
shall be subject to inspection, and that inspection, I suppose,
will reach the articles out of which these compounds are
made. If they are made out of non-d eleterious substances,
there cannot be much objection to their getting into the
market, the only objection being its coming in competi-
tion with butter making. I think, therefore, the Bill is
of great-importance to the country, and ought to meet, as I
believe it will meet, with the concurrence of the House and
the assistance of the hon. gentlemen in making it as perfect
as possible4

Mr. McMULLEN. The question of regulating the manu.
facture of butterine, if it is going to be permitted at all, is
an important question. The butter interest is a very large
one in the Province of Ontario and throughout the entire
Dominion, and it is our duty, as far as possible, to protect
the farmers from being imposed on with articles of this
kind, which are put into competition with second and third
qualities of butter. I think the Minister of Agriculture
should take up this question; and if the manufacture of
these articles is not prohibited altogether, such restrictions
should be placed on their manufacture and sale, as would
fairly warn buyers exactly what they are buying. If we
do not do that, we are going to have an amount of this
stuff manufactured and brought into market which will
seriously depreciate the value of the product of the farm, and
injure the farmers of this Dominion. The raising of cattle
and the production of butter and cheese are going to be
the principal industries of farmers in the older Provinces.
When the North-West is opened up the probobilities are
that it will grow almost the entire wheat product of this
Dominion, and the farmers of the older Provinces will be
compelled to fall back on those industries. While the
manufacture of butter imitations is in its infancy, we ahould

Mr. Hioir.

restrict it and subject it to such exactions as will prevent it
from seriously interfering with agriculturista realising the
value of what they produce. I hope the Minister of Agri-
culture will give his careful attention to this question. The
gentleman who brought forward the motion deserves credit
for doing so, and I hope every hon. member representing
an agricultural constituency will urge on the Government
and the House the necessity of protecting the interests of
the farming community in the way suggested.

Mr. ALLEN. Being personally interested in the butter
interest, and representing an agricultural constituency, I
may say that I think the Government ought to prohibit
everything in the shape of oleomargarine from coming into
the country. The people in the section to which I belong,
feel the importance of this matter. We believe that that
part of Ontario will shortly have to go largely into the
dairy business, therefore the introduction of oleomargarine
would be injurious to our people. There is another phase
of the question, viz., that there is a large amount of
tallow produced in Canada. It sells for from 5 to 6 cents
per pound, while it costs from 2 to 3 cents a pound to
manufacture it. Oleomargarine can be made in Canada for
8 cents a pound -the best quality for 9 cents. It is made at
that cost in the United States at the present time,
and it is delivered in Liverpool at 10 to 12 cents a pound
for the best quality and 9 cents a pound for fair quali-
ties. That comes into competition there with our butter,
which, I am sorry to say, is not always of the best quality.
I would not prevent parties in Canada who have tallow on
hand, and who desire to make it into butterine, from doing
so if they export it; but if they make it to be sold in Can-
ada, I would recommend that the Government should enact
such a law as would force the manufacturer to place the
name of the material on every package sold, so that the
people would know what they are purchasing. I would
recommend that the manufacturers, if there are such in
Canada, should be allowed to manufacture for export, free
of Excise duty. Every encouragement should be given to
dairymen to enable them to improve the quality of butter,
which is very much needed in Canada. I hope this question
will receive the serious consideration of the House. I am
glad the bon. member for Leeds bas brought the matter
bfore us, and I hope an Act will be passed, based on the
resolution, for the benefit of the farmers of Canada.

Mr. GILLMOR. I am really surprised to find so many
protectionists on this side of the House. I do not know
anything about the component parts of oleomargarine or
butterine; I do not know that I ever saw any of it; but I
believe this article has come into use from the necessities
of the poor in large cities, who are not able to purchase
butter, and I do not believe in this measure at all. The
only thing we should be careful of is to know whether this
article is injurions to health or not. If it is not, I do not
know why it should be prohibited. I can understand why
hon. gentlemen should be influenced by this principle of
protection, because it is going to please the farmers and
perhaps some other persons. But I contend that this
articles does not come into competition with butter among
people who buy butter. I do not think any article can e
produced which will supplant butter. I think this article
is used largely in cities by the very poor, who, if they did
not use this, would be unable to buy butter, and would have
nothing. If those who use oleomargarine were the electors
of this country, you would not find so many tos upport this
proposition, but -the classes I speak of are those who get no
consideration under protection at all, and no consideration
under this measure. I do not want to impute motives to
hon. gentlemen, but this is another eloctioneering dodge.
It is another concession to this principle, to my mind, this
hateful principle of protection, and therefore I am!going to
vote against this measure.
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Mr. MILLS. It seems to me that when a measure of

this sort is made a matter of so much tmportanc,% wei
ought to hear from the hon. gentleman who is supposed to
be the patrQn saint of the farmers, the hon. Minister of
Agriculture. Certainly, that hon. gentleman ought to
have some inflrmation, or be able to express some opinion
on behalf of the Government, upon this very important
question. Now, we have the proposition on the part of the
Government to impose larger duties on oleomargarine ana
butterine. If the hon. gentleman intended that increased
duty for the purpose of preventing the importation and
use of an article deleterious to the heaith of the population,
I could understand his position. But that does
not appear to be his objet. Loking at the action of -the
Minister of Finance we nust conclude that the object
Of imposing the increased duty on this particular article is
to furpish facilities for its production in Canada. If that
be true, I would like to know how the Minister of Agricul-
ture can consent to a policy which will tend to encourage
the production in Canada of a particular article which is to
come most severely in competition with a most important
agricultural industry. In a great measure, I agree with
the views expressed by the hon. gentleman who has just
spoken. If this article is not injurions to health, if it can
be shown to be harmless, I do not see why we should inter
fere li the matter at all. It is quite true that parties engaged
in various industrial pursuits in Canada may produce ar-
tinles which come into active competition with each other.
That is a necessary consequence. A shoemaker in one
village inay produce boots and shoes that will come into
competition with the boots and shoes produced
in another village, and the manufacture of oleo-
margarine may produce an article which comes into com-
petition with an important article of farm produce. That
cannot be helped, but what I object to is that the Govern-
ment shoul4 seek to inhibit the introduction of a particular
article, professedly in the interest of the agricultural popu-
lation, and then promote the manufacture of an article
which is to take the place of the inhibited one, and which
is equally injurious to our agricultural interests. If the hon.
gentlemen on the TreaanRry benches have looked into the
subject and have become satisfied that the use of oleomar-
garine is injurious to the health of the population,they should
have gone further and prohibited its manufacture and use
altogether. Instead of seeking to regulate its manufacture,
they oun ht to inhibit it. Han. gentlemen are not acting
in this matter in the interests of the agrieultural population.
What they propose to do is to act in the interests of certain
parties who wish to invest capital in a particular enterprise,
and who proposes to produce in this country an article
which the Government say ought not to become an article
of generai consumption. We are entitled to know the views
of the Administration on this question and what policy they
intend to pursue.

tion which appears upon the notice paper, hoe should allow
me an opportunity, when we reach the resolution, to lay
before the House the manner in which the Government in-
tends to deal with the question. I might, while on my
feet, state that the Oustome duties have been imposed on
the foreign article and the Excise duty on
what may be manufactured in the country. The
question arises as to whether it becomes noces-
sary to treat this as other subjects, and bring it
under the inspection of some Department. It does not
belong particularly to the Department of Agriculture. If
it did simply because it is a product of the farm, we might
as well say that the inspection of milk ehould alse belong to
that Department. It is just a question of oonvenienoe. The
Inland Revenue Department has that machiaery which
is best calculated, at the least increase of expenditure,
to secure the inspection of this article. If the hon. gentle-
man who introduced the Bill will be satiefied te leave the
matter until the resolution comes up, which, of oourse, if
acceptable to the House, will be followed by a Bill, all the
provisions ho proposes in his measure, and which will be
acceptable to the judgment of the House, might be merged
in that Bill, and the Government would undertake the
administration of that Act. I do not think, in the first place,
there is any reason for the conclusion that this substitute
for butter is necessarily injurious to health, but I think
it is necessary that, in its manufacture in this country, it
should be sub}ect to inspection, not only inspection of the
article produced, but of the ingredients from which it is pro-
duced. That is the only way by which we can secure a reliable
produot. 1 am struck aiso by the remark from the hon.
gentleman from Grey, with regard to an industry which
will claim the consideration of this House, as to its privilege
of exporting. That is a question which can be easily rega-
lated, because it is well known that on all manufactured
goods, subject to Excise duty, an allowance has been made.
That point has been considered, and when certain goods are
manufactured under the control of the Inland Revenue
Department, they may be exported free of duty, by return-
ing the duties in the shape of a drawback. Of course
this oleomargarine and ail substitutes for butter should
ho branded, so that the consumer would know exactly
what he was buying, but the question still romains open
as to whether we should insist that the exporter should
brand the article or not, considering that in exporting ho
goes to a foreign market to compete with the me article
there, which is not branded, and therefore bas the advantage
over him.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It would spoil the
reputation of Canadian butter.

Mr. COSTIGAN. No; it would not go out as butter.
With these remarks I would ask the hon. gentleman who
introduced this measure, to wait until the resolution on the
Order a er comes upn

Mr. C(OSTIGAN. I had no desire to interrupt what I Mr. CARLING. I feel exceedingly obliged to the hon.
think has been a very instructive and interesting discussion member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) and the hon. member
on the subject raised by the hon. member for Leeds (Mr. for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) for the kind attention they have
Taylor). For my own part, I feel indebted to the hon. paid to the Department of Agriculture, and the interest
gentleman for the information he has conveyed to me, and they take in agricultural matters. It is the first time I
I ain very glad to see the interest taken in this measure is have heard either of those hon. gentlemen take any par-
not confined to this aide of the louse. With regard to the ticular interest in agricultural afairm. I think the hon.
remarks of the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), that gentleman will find that the Minister of AgriQuiltrq does
if the Gover ment had looked into this matter and become take an interest in everything relating to the prosperity
satisfied that this substitute for butter was injurious to of the country, and especially in the prosperity of the
hesth, it was the duty of the Goverument to prohibit its agricultural classes. I may have an opportunity befbre the
manufacture as well as its importation, the Government Session closes of bringing a measure before this House
have looked into the matter. They have not come to the relating to agriculture, in the interests of the farmer,
conclusion that it is necessarily injurious ta health, although and, as the hon. gentleman takes so great an interest lu the
it may be made so in the proces eof manufacture. I Minister of Agriculture, and especiaily in the Department of
would suggest to the mover of the Bill that, inasmuch as I Agriculture, I hope h. will give me that support which
have given notice of dealing with thia subject by the resolu- I expect, as he has shown so great an interest In the welfare
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of the farmer. The matter now before the House is one use in the field, for practicet or at rifle matches; including reportiof
that has been fully considered by the Government as a ail tests of such ammunition made by any su officers or ofiiais Of
whole, and I think they have shown that they take an Rifle Associations."
interest in it by imposing a duty of 10 cents per pound, and Hle said: I make this motion for the reason that I have
an Excise duty of 8 cents per pound. I think they have heard during the past season serious complaints from the
shown clearly to the House and to the country that they are officials of rifle associations throughout the country as to
quite aware of the importance of attending to the intro- the character of the ammunition furnished from the Quebec
duction of this oleomargarine into the country, and, as this factory. In particular, this was the case with the Ontario
is more particularly connected with the Department of my Rifle Association. When their annual meeting in Toronto
hon. friend, the Minister of Inland Revenue, I am quite last autumn was about to come off, I was spoken to by some
sure that he will see that any adulteration of food in this of the gentlemen connected with the association, and was
respect is looked after by his Department. In regard to asked to assist thema in their application to the Government
anything connected with the Department of Agriculture, to have part of the old supply of English ammunition sub.
and the general interests of the country, I am sure that I stituted for the supply of Quebec ammunition, which was
shall be glad, as the head of that Department, to give it my to be given to them for their matches. I did so in a rather
best attention. informal way, and I have no doubt that other members of

the House were spoken to and did the same, and I understood
Mr. TAYLOR. After hearing the statements made by that afterwards the Government had acceded to their

the hon. Minister of Inland Revenue, I am quite willing to request and had supplied them with the old issue of
accede to the request he has made; but I desire just to re- English ammunition, instead of the new issue of Canadian
fer to an item or two in my Bill, and perhaps I will place ammunition. I have also been informed that fault has been
the Bill itself in his hands, in order that he may see that found with this ammunition by riflemen who have been
the Bill the Government brings in covers all the points. I engaged in other matches, and also by the officers and men
desire to refer to a statement of the hon. gentleman for who were engaged on active service in the North-W est,
Brome (Mr. Fisher), who said I must have seen the notice that it has been found often to fail in those qualities which
placed on the paper by the Minister of Inland Revenue at are essential to good ammunition. I am sure that the Minister
the time that I gave my notice. I think, if my hon. of Militia himself would have been the last man in the world
friend will look at the notice paper, he will see that I gave to knowingly supply men who were to risk their lives in face
notice on the 12th March, whereas the notice given by the of the enemy with ammunition which was not fit to fulfil its
Minister of Inland Revenue is dated, I think, on the 2nd purpose; but I am very much inclined to believe that, not-
April. My hon. friend the member for Elgin (Mr. Casey) withstanding ths personal inclination on his part, through
pitched into the hon. Minister of Agriculture for not the fault or negligence of somebody, a great deal of the
having dealt with this matter before. Before placing my ammunition sent out was not such as should have been put
notice on the paper, I had a consultation with the Minister in the hands of volunteers engaged on active service, and
of Agriculture, and he said: "Perhaps you had botter wait that a great deal of the ammunition supplied for use at rifle
until you see what the Government will do." I have yet matches was not of the best character. When the papers
to learn that private members on this side or on the other asked for come down-and I have no doubt that, after the
side of the House are in the confidence of the long notice which has been given of this motion, the Minister
Minister of Agriculture or the Minister of Inland Revenue. will be able to bring them down very soon-we shall be able
I did not know what they would do. I knew to discuss more intelligently the quality of the ammunition
what my constituents wanted me to do; and I supplied. I was not present to-day when my hon. friend
thought it my duty to move for this committee, and to from North York (Mr. Mulock) asked his question in
introduce this Bill. I have yet to learn that a private mem.- reference to the report of the commission which was
ber has not the privilege of putting that notice on the appointed to test the ammunition; but, I hope that report
paper. I am pleased to see that my hon. friends on that will be brought down at an early date.
side of the House, on the question of protection as well as Sir ADOLPIE CARON. I have already stated, in
on all other questions which come before the flouse, are answer to a question put by an hon. member, that the
divided in opinion, as well as their press. I found the press report which was the result of an investigation by a com-
in my county recommending the manufacture and sale of mission appointed by myself for the purpose of looking into
this article in the country. I see that the member for the complaints which had been made in reference to some
Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor) is surprised to find so many Of his of the cartridges manufactured in the Quebec cartridge
friends advocates of prQtection. In the Bill that I purposed factory, would be brought down almost immediately. Some
presenting I had made provision that not only the manu- complaints, no doubt, have been made. The report which
facturers and the dealers, but hotel-keepers and others who I shall bring down is a very elaborate and voluminous
served this article of food on the table should serve it as report. It is now being copied, and within a couple of days,
some other article than butter, that parties dealing in it as I have said, I think we will be able to place it upon the
should give it some other name; but I am willing to accept Table. However, I cannot allow to remain unanswered the
the suggestion which has been made, and leave it to be hon. gentleman's statement in reference to the cartridges
dealt with in the Bill which the Minister will bring in. All and ammunition sent out to the North-West. I looked into
I desire is to fully protect the dairy interests of the the matter very celosely, and all the reports which we re-
oountry. ceived from the commandants of the various corps, from

Mr. BOWELL moved the adjournment of the debate. the Major-General commanding the force, show that the
Motion àagreed to, and debate adjourne.ammunition which we served to our troops was

as good as could be manufactured anywhere. Some
of it was English, and some of it was manufactured in

QUEBEC CARTRIDGE FACTORY AMMUNITION. Que bec. But the hon. gentleman must understand, if he

Mr. CASEY moved for:- has looked into the matter, that a cartridge may be very
good for field purposes, and yet, from some error in the

Copies of al correspondence between the Minister of Militia and detail of the manufacture, may not be quite as perfect asDefence and auy officiai of the Militia Departient, and any officers of i I
VolnnteerCorps, whether on active service or not, ail officiais of Rf it should be for rifle practice on a target. The difference
Associations, and other parties, in reterence to the character of the can be very well understood. The cartridges have not been
ammunition made at the Quebec Cartridge Factory and supplied for declared by anybody to be useless-very far from it; yet

Mr. CARLING.
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the deviation from the line of fire has showed it not to be
as perfect as it might be. The same experience has been
had in other countries, and in iEngland, France, Germany
and other countries experiments are going on every day
for the purpose of making ammunition as perfect as possi-
ble. I shaHl be very glad to bring down the report and
correspondence, as well as the complaints which have been
made. The report will show that every possible latitude
has been given in the investigation of complaints that have
been made, and I think that the report, as a practical
result of that commission, is a very valuable one, bocause it
peints out the deficiencies which I have referred to, and
will enable us, no doubt, to improve the manufacture of
our cartridges and make our ammunition as excellent as
that of any other country.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Where is the powder
made ?

Sir ADOLPEE CARON. It is made by the Hamilton
Powder Company, and one of the complaints is against the
powder. However, it would be very inconvenient to take
up this subject before these papers are down. because there
are many technical terms in the report, and the questions
are altogether scientific. The matter has been referred to
the Royal Military College professors, a staff of the leading
riflemen of Canada, and the report, I think, will be very
interesting reading.

Motion agreed to.
It being Six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
THE REVISED STATUTES OF CANADA.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). The louse will re-
member that yesterday I moved the second reading of a
Bill relating to the Revised Statutes of Canada. and a pro-
position was made and pressed by some of my hon. friends,
on the other side of the House especially, that the work
should go to a select committee for the purpose of examin-
ing the work of revision done since last Session. I propose
to acquiesce in that suggestion, and to move to-night that the
Bill relating to the Revised Statutes of Canada be referred
to a select committee. I think that motion will probably
be acquiesced in by members of the House generally, and
I am quite aware I can only move it with the consent of
the House. But I do so with a view of making progress
as rapidly as possible, especially in consideration of the fact
that there was some misunderstanding as to the course that
would be pursued in relation to this matter. I therefore
move:

That the Order of the Day for House again in Committee on Bill No. 9
respecting the Revised Statutes of Canada, be dischareed, and that the
Bill be referred to a Select Committee composed of Messieurs Thomp-
son (Antigonish), Abbott, Beaty, Davies, Edgar, Girouard, Landry
(Kent), Laurier, Royal, Tupper, Weldon and Wood (Brockville), with
instructions to examine the work of revision which has been done since
last Session.

M r. CAMERON (Huron). I think the hon. gentleman
has taken the proper course. We all know the great
difficulty there is in a Committee of the Whole House
investigating or examining a proposition of this kind.

Motion agreed to.

THIRD READING.

Bil (No. 18) to incorporate the Anglo-Canadian Bank.
-(Mr. Ward.)

CANADA ATLANTIC RAILWAY.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 43) to
amend the Act incorporating the Canada Atlantic:Railway
Company.--(Mr. Mackintosh.)

(In the Committee.)
Mr. HAGG ART. I beg to move the addition of a new

clause, clause six, as follows:-
That nothing in this Aet contained shall be so construed a to alteror affect any of the rights of Stanton and Balch under the said Act, 42

Vic., cap. 57.
The reason for moving the addition of this clause is that
I have been informed that Stanton and Balch had a contract
with the Montreal and City of Ottawa Junction Railway
(>mpany, and also with the Cateau Landing and Province
Line Railway Company, and the understanding was that
they were to amalgamate and form what is at present
called the Canada Atlantic Railway Company; that Stan-
ton and Balch have at present an action against the Canada
Atlantic Railway Company now pending lu the courts of
the Province; that their right of action was confirmed
under the Statute of 1879, in which the contract was set
out; and the insertion of this clause is for the purpose of
protecting them in the rights which they had under the
Statute of 1879, and leaving them in the position they occu-
pied before the present Bill was introduced. Their conten-
tion is, that this Bill,.jf passed, would leave them in a far
worse position as regards their claim against the company.
They state that under the Act of 1879 they had some right
of action against the company, of which they would be
deprived by the present Bill; that under the Act of 1879
they would, in case of winning their suit, have a perfectly
good asset and be able to collect the money, which would
not be the case if this Bill was passed in its present form.

Mr. SHANLY. I hope that clause will not be adopted,
because its operation will be to nullify the whole of that
part of the Bill preceding it which relates to the issue of
the new bonds. Those people in whose interest the amend.
ment has just been moved (Daniel Stanton & Co.) made the
contract, or the contract came into operation, with the
company on the 15th May, 1879, and for a year and a half
afterwards they made no attempt to go on with the work;
they did nothing whatever; and the company, after having
frequently notified them to proceed, let the work to other
contractors, and two and a half years afterwards, when the
greater part of the road had been completed, they entered
a claim and put an injunction on the bonds of the
company. They applied to the court in Montreal and
obtained an injunction. The company at once applied te
the court to have the injunction dissolved, and it was dis-
sol7ed. Then Stanton & Co. carried the case to appeal, and
the injunction that had been granted, and which had been
quashed by the Superior Court, was completely and entirely
quashed in the Court of Appeal. This is the wording of the
judgment in that court:

" And considering that the said appellants, Daniel N. Stanton et al.,
have shown no lega or sufficient cause or ground to warrant the isue
or maintenance of the said writ of injunction so obtaied by them in
this cause, and more especially have shown no right propert or
direct present interest in the bonds, in respect of which the said Unc-
tion was obtained, and have no right to have or maintain the said writ
of injunction, nor the conclusion by them taken in respect thereof; and

" Considering that on the cross appeal taken in this cause by the said
Canada Atlantic Railway Company, the aaid last named company have
shown that they had a right to have said injunction dissolved and said
writ of injunction, in so far as it operates an injunction, quashed, set
aside and annulled;

" Consid-ring, therefore, that there is error in said judgment therein
rendered by the Superior Court, at Montreal, on the thirteenth day of
December, 1883, the Court of Our Lady the Queen now here doth reverse,
aunrui and set aside the said judgment and proceeding to render the
judgment which the said Superiot Court ought to have rendered, doth
dismiss the appeal of the said Daniel N. Stanton et a, with cot ; and

" Adjudging upon the cross appeal of the said Canada Atlantic Rail-
way Company doth quash, annul and hold for naught the said writ, in
so far as it operates an injunetion, as having improvidently issued, and
doth condemn the said Daniel N. Stanton, et al., to pay to the Canada
A tlantic Railway Company the costs by them incurred, as well in the
court below as in this court."

That judgment in the Court of Appeal was rendered in Jan-
uary, 1883. Stanton& Co. then endeavored to carry thec ase
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to the Supreme Court here, and that court refused to reverse
the decision in the Court of Appeal of Queboc. And yet
those men come back now and say they have a vested right
-that is what they actually do claim-in the old bonds of
the conp4ny. Now, Sir, what they ask for here by this
amendment, is simply that this high cõurt of Parliament
should do what the high court of justice bas refused to do,
because if it is passed it will operate so that these bonds
will actually be under injunction. It will operate so that
they will not be marketable, that they will ho locked up as
long as Stanton & Co. choose to menace this company
with litigation. It is cleurly asking Parliament to
take the extreme course of interfering between this
firm and the courts of law. The courts have decided that
Daniel Stanton & Co. had ro right, title, or interest in
these bonds. The Bill as it stands without this amendment
does not infringe in any way the rights of Daniel Stan-
ton & Co. ; they will have the same rights and the same
recourse which they have now. The whole effort seems to
have been to keep this matter in menace over the Canada
Atlantic Company without desiring to bring it to issue.
First of all, they entered an action against the company to
recover $300,000 of damages, and subséquently they have
applied to the court to be allowed to increase their bill of
damages to 8700,000 ; but they make no effort to bring the
matter to trial. For these reasons, I say it would be an
act of injustice to the company, who are now endeavoring
to put the road into an easy financial position, to decide
that this Parliament should interfere with the decisions of
the courts and give these men the right to prevent the
issue and marketing of those bonds.

Mr. BARKER. I entirely agree with the remarks that
hsve been made by thb hon. gentleman who has just taken
his Fent. Lt seums to me this amendment, if passed,
w uld entirely destroy the effect of this Bill. I under-
s.and that a contract was entered into botween those two
companies for the constructian of those two pieces of road.
They did not proceed with the work, but they claimed
under the original contract, which is not before this com-
mittee at all, that they had a right in the bonds which the
company had a right to issue, under their previous Act of
incorporation. Acting all through on that right, they took
certain proceedings lu the courts to have that right
affirmed, but in these proceedings they failed. It would
seem to me, Sir, that if the courts had decided that they
have not a vested interest in those bonds, this Hlouse should
not interfere with that decision. The courts decided that
they had no such right whatever, and, therefore, by virtue of
the legislation which is now sought, no rights of the con-
tractors are interfered with; no right of action that those
gentlemen have is interfered with or taken away, inasmuch
as the only rigbt they pretended to have bas been adjudi.
cated upo4 by the courts, inclding the Supreme Court of
Canada. Now, if it ho affirmed, as it has been affirmed by
the section already passed, that it is right that this company
should not only have the time extended for completing the
work, but also have the right to put on the road an addi-
tional sum, thon I think there should be nothing added to
the Bill, which would interfere with those rights. Lt is
clear to anybody who knows anything about the floating
of bonds, that to pass sncb a section as this would have the
effect of practically nullifying the benefits of the legisla-
tion now sought, bocause its effect will be that every inves-
tor in bonds of that kind will regard the whole matter
with suspicion, and thus the advantage sought by this
legislation would be absolutely nullified. I think it would
be very unfair indeed to this company, inasmuch as this
Hlouse bas conceded that they are entitled to an extension
of their charter and an extension of their right to bond the
road, to put a provision of this kind in the Bill.

Mr. SHnilTr.

Mr. SCRIVER. I am well aware, Mr. Chairman, and
yon are well aware, how cautions the committees of this
House are in doing anything to interfere with the possible
rights of litigants when proceedings are Laken in the courts,
and this question was fully and carefully discusaed in the
committee. I need not go into the history of this matter
as that has been done pretty fully by the hon. member for
South Grenville (Mr. Shanly) ; but I may say that when this
coutract was made between Messrs. Stanton & Balch, and
thé company preceding the Canada Atlantic Railway Com.
pany, it was provided that a certain amount of bonds should
ho issued to the contractors as the work proceeded.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. SORIVER. Yes, that was provided. I have a copy

of the contract before me. At all events it was provided
that the company should issue a certain amount of bondrs,
and deposit them in a certain chartered bank under charge
of trustees to ho appointed-those trustees to be acceptable
to the company and to the contractors. When the time
came for depositing those bonds, the contractors notified
the company to issue them and named themselves as
trustees. The company replied that the nomination was
not satisfactory and that they were not prepared to issue
the bonds on those conditions. There the matter rested.
Another condition of the contract was, that before these
bonds should be issued, and within a certain period
named in the contract, these contractors were to iron
that portion of the road already graded, between Coteau
Landing and Alexandria. The contractors, as the member
for Grenville (Mr. Shanly) has stated, never expended
a cent except what they may have expended in
obtaining the charter that was obtained here in 1878. They
did no work, thongh repeatedly notified by the company to
proceed with the work, and the company were obliged
finally to make arrangements with other parties to build
the road. As tho hon. member for Grenville (Mr. Shanly)
has stated, some time after that, when the road was nearly
completed, these gentlemen commenced a suit at law or
obtaimed an injunction to restrain the company from issuing
bonds, and prevented them for some time from doing so.
Afterwards, a decision was rendered quashing the judg-
ment; that was carried to the Court ot Appeal and the
decision was confirmed; and finally a decision of the
Supreme Court was obtained, not only confirming the
decision of the Court of Appeal, but stating further that
these contractors had no right of property in the bonds of
$15,000 a mile provided for under the original charter. I
will read from a copy of the judgment I have here, which
sets that matter clearly at rest:

I And considering that the said applicants, Daniel N. Stanton, et al.,
have shown no legal or sufficien t cause or grounds to warrant the issue
or maintenance of the said writ of injunction go obtained by theu in
this cause, and mure especially bave shown no right of property or
direct present interest in the bonds, in respect of which the &aid injune-
tion wa obtained."

I think that sets that question at rest. These gentlemen
represent now that their interests will be imperilled if the
privilege the company now apply for, to issue additional
bonds, is granted. The Bill empowers the company to issue
now bonds to the amount of 810,000 a mile more than the
original issue, and provides for an exchange of the original
issue for these new bonds. I think I have made it clear
that these parties have no rights in the original issue, and
their rights cannot be prejudiced if this additional power
is granted to the company.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have listened to the discussions
which have taken place on this matter, and I muet say
that I disagree entirely with the statements of the last
three gentlemen who have s ken. As I understand, the
contractors who oppose this Ih passing in its present form,

or
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have asked simply that their position before the courts of
law romain unaltered. Now, we are not a court to decide
upon Messrs. Stanton & Balch's claims. I do not know who
they are, I never saw them, and do not know anything
about them, but when I find that these gentlemen, who repre-
sent themselves to be contractors, are simply asking that
when this Bill is passed it shall reserve any rights they
have before the courts of law, I say they ask simply what
is common justice from this House. The hon. member
from the city of St. John (Mr. Barker), and the hon.
gentleman who sits near me (Mr. Shanly), whose opinions
I respect very much, have stated a number of facts concern.
ing the relations between Mesers. Stanton & Balch and the
proprietors of this road. This House has nothing to do
with these facts; we are not at all in a position to enter
into the morits of them ; we accept the statements of these
gentlemen, but we have no evidence whether they are
sustained by facto or not. What this Parliament is bound
to do is this: When any legislation comes before us affecting
private interests which are pending in cases before the
courts, our logislation should in no way impair those
interests. That is a principle which, I believe, will be
sustained by every hon. gentleman in the House. I do not
know anything at all of the merits of the case. I do not
know these gentlemen, one of whom was spoken of before
the ]Railway Committee as an alien ; and it was said
that aliens had no rights in this matter. I felt
outraged when 1 heard that statement. We are bound to
protect aliens as we are our own citizons, and to
consider anv pretension they may put before us. What I
feel about the matter is this: That if these gentlemen have
an action pending in the courts of law, and a measure
comes before this House which impairs their security on
that railway, as this Bill does impair their security by pro-
viding that the road may be bonded for $25,000 a mile
instead of $15,000 a mile, we should not allow the measure
to pass without saving their rights. That is a principle
recognised as one of the fundamental principles of legisla.
tion in this country and we should not violate it. We are
not here to discuss whether there are any merits in their
claim or not, or whether the injunctions obtained by them
have been sustained or not. That is not the question. The
question is, if this railway company wants facilities to raise
additional money for the purposes of the road, while we are
prepared to give them those facilities, we ahould reserve
every right of every private individual.

Mr. MACMASTER. My hon6 friend has raised two
q uestions. The first is, whether Messrs. Stanton A
Balch, being aliens, should have less rights before this
House than the people ofour own country; and the second
is whether those rights are being prejudiced by the proceed.
ings taken before this House. As regards their being
aions, that is like the "flowers in spring," it 'lhas nothing
to do with the case."

- Mr. MITCHELL. I beg pardon. My hon. friend says
I raised the question of aliens in this House. I said it was
raised before the committee.

Mr. MACMASTER. I understood the hon. gentleman
to adopt an argument which ho professes was put before
the Railway Committee, that these men had no rights
because they were allons.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am not going to allow my hon.
friend from Glengarry, for whom I have the greatest res-
pect, to misrepresent me. What I said was that I was
present when this Bill was discussed in the Railway Com-
rpittee, and that one of the arguments put forward by
the promoters of the Bill on that occasion was that these
men were aliens, and it was alleged they had not the rights
others had.

Mr. MACASTER. I should be very sorry to differ with
my hon. friend the Minister'of Railways-I mean the hon.
member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell). Whether ho
acts in that capacity, or whether h bas represented aliene
in this House or ont of it, I always have that respect for his
opinions in this House that I have outside in privateolife. It is
seldom i have the honor of differing with the hon. gentleman,
but I do not agree with him on ibis quesion. UJnfortunately,
the best of frionds must part, and I find he is standing in a
somewhat unhappy condition in this argument. I under-
stood the hon. gentleman, either by deduction or direct
assertion, put forward before the House the idea that Messrs.
Stanton & Balch, who assume to be claimants against this
company, are disparaged in their rights by reason of their
being aliens.

Mr. MITCHELL, That is so.
Mr. MACMASTER. They are in no way disparaged

in their rights. They took an action in the Superior
Court in the Province of Quebec for their claim of $300,000
against this railway company, in the nature of damages.
Their action was not for an ascertained debt, or an estab.
lished debt ; they simply came into court, and by an ex
parte statement claimed $300,000, and asked the court
that there should be a temporary restraint put upon the
company as regards the issue of bonds. There are two
questions involved: First, was there a debt at all? That
remains to be determined-

Mr. MITCHELL. Where?
Mr. MACMASTER-before the courts.
Mr. MITCHELL. That is what I want reserved.

Mr. MACMASTER. I am glad the hon. gentleman
agrees with me. When the suit is decided, that question
will be determined; but what is important to the com-
mittee is whether the proceeding we are now about to take
is calculated to embarrass the plaintiffs or to prevent them
recovering any sum of money which may ultimately be
found, before the courts, to be due thom. Now, I examined
the proceedings, I examined the statement of Mesrs.
Stanton & Balch, put before the committee the other day;
I read the conclusions of their action, because, according to
the special forms of pleading prevailing in Quebec, it is
necessary, not merely that the party should state his
claim in the nature of a direct averment, but that he should
state in his conclusions what he wants. Now these parties
have stated what their claims are, and they conclude
by asking that the railway company should be con-
demned to pay the $300,000, and that tho assets of the
company be sold to satisfy that claim. That is the posi-
tion. There is not one word in the Bill which will
prevent the assets of the company being sold to satisfy
the debt, if it should eventuate that there is any debt,
provided this Bill should pass as bas been explained by the
hon. member for St. John (gr. Barker). You see, therefore,
the question of the debt still romains to be decided, and
further that there is nothing in this Bill to prevent Messrs.
Stanton & Balch, if they have a just right and get judg-
ment to sustain it, from proceeding against the assets of
the company after the passage of the Bill, just as they might
have done previously. They took out their action in 1883,
and it is still pending. That may appear to be a very long
time for an action to be ponding, but I do not wish that
you should be prejudiced against the claimants on that
account, because, unfortunately, an action may be a long
time pending in the Province of Quebec.

Mr. MITCHELL. The lawyers keep it up.

Mr. MACMASTER. And down too. There was an
incident proceeding connected with the action. They first
got an order in the nature of an injunotion against the
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railway company. That order was dissolved. The case
went to a higher court, in appeal, in the Province of Que-
bec, and judgment was rendered there on the injunction
proceedings against these gentlemen. And the court of
appeal made this declaration, which appears is the official
record of the judgment of the court :

" And considering that the said appellants, Daniel N. Stanton et al.,
have shown no legal or sufficient cause or grounds to warrant the issue
or maintenance of the said writ of injunction so obtained by them in this
cause, and more especially have shown no right of property or direct
present interest in the bonds-"
I hope this will satisfy the scruples of the hon. member for
Northumberland-

" in respect of which the said injunction was obtained, and have no
right to have or maintain the said writ of injunction, nor the conclusion
by them taken in respect thereof-the court dissolves the injunction."

It may be said that the judgment of the Court of Appeals
in the court of Quebec merely related to the injonction
proceedings, and that is perfectly true; but in rendering
that judgment on the injonction proceedings the court
declares that the appellants have shown no present interest
as regards the bonds, which forms the subject of contro-
versy in the action of the Superior Court. Therefore it
does not appear from the legal proceedings, so far as they
have been brought before the committee or the House, that
there is any direct interest on the part of the claimants
that is prejudiced. I should state that from this judgment
they appealed to the Supreme Court of Canada, but
their application was not allowed, and therefore the
judgment of the lower court was affirmed in that respect
The case comes back to this: The injunction proceedings
having been set aside, it remains to be seen what right
these peonle have, before the Superior Court, for their
claim for damages. As far as I can ascertain, and I am
somewhat familiar with the proceedings in the courts, it
does not appear to me, if the Bill should pass without the
amendment, that their rights will be in the slightest degree
prejudiced, and it does not appear to me, as a matter of
business investigation, that their rights as against this
company are going to be in the slightest degree prejudiced
by reason of the fact that we should, as we are assuming
to do by this Bill, increase the borrowing powers of the
company from 815,000 per mile to $25,000 per mile, and
not $25,000,000, as stated by my hon. friend by a lapsus
linguo.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). It is a matter of surprise to me,
on examining this subject and listening to the arguments
advanced, that, hon. gentlemen can differ so honestly and
conscientiously in this affair. I cannot at all agree with
the opinion expressed by the hon. gentlemen who are
opposing the amendment to the Bill. It may be well for
me to say at the outset that I know not the gentle-
men who are asking this amendment. I know not whether
they have rights or not, but I know that the main .argu-
ment used to induce us to throw ont the amendment, is that
the Bill, without the amendment will in no way prejudice
the rights of Messrs. Stanton & Balch, if they have any
rights. If that be the case, will the insertion of this amend-
ment place the matter in a different position ? Does not the
amendment only say:

" Nothing In this Act contained shall be so construed as to alter or
affect any of the rights of Stanton & Balch, under the Act 42 Victoria,
chap 67."'
Now they say the Bill does not affect the rights of these
gentlemen at all. But that is all the amendment asked.
Al it asks is that this Act wili not be so construed as to
affect the rights of Messrs. Stanton & Balch. What objec-
tion is there then to allowing the amendment to go in ? -

Mr. SCRIVER. It would affect the power of the com.
pany to soll the bonds.

Mr. MAOXASI!.U

Mr. LANDRY. I had not heard before that the objec-
tion to the amendment was that it would affect the com-
pany's facility for selling the bonds. But why should it
have this effect ? Because those to whom the offer of the
bonds may be made will be more or less impressed with
the idea that these gentlemen have rights? Bat if they
have none, that ought not to affect the value of the bonds.
If I had the means of investing and am convinced nobody,
under existing laws, had any right to interefere with the
bonds, I would not be affected at ail by the amendment.
Therefore I think my hon. friend when he says it will affect
the value of the bonds, admits clearly that these parties
have rights.

Mr. SORIVER. No.
Mr. LANDRY. If they have no rights, how will it affect

the bonds ?
Mr. SCRIVER. It will affect purchasers who know

nothing about it.
Mr. LANDRY. Because they will be impressed that

these parties have rights.
Mr. SRIVER. Yes, they will by the amendment.

Mr. LANDRY, If so why are we not similarly
impressed ?

Mr. SORIVER. Because we know the facts.
Mr. LANDR Y (Kent). Do we know the facts ? It is

just exactly what I thought was being attempted, to con-
vince us by assertions and escaping the proofs. I do not
say there are no proofû. There may be ; I cannot tell. But
it is attempted to convince us by assertions that these
gentlemen have no legal rights, and that they ought not to
be considered because they have net fulfilled their part of
the agreement under the contract, and have not done what
they were bound to do under the conditions of the contract.
We are not here to try that. We are not a tribunal for
that purpose, and, therefore, it appears to me that the best
thing we can do is to give to the company who are asking
for this Act, the Act which they ask for, give them the
power to issue their bonds, give them ail the power they
are asking for, and let them take the risk and the responsi-
bility of th2ir action. If they know that these men have
no rights, let them try-that in the proper way. We are
not a tribunal to try that question. On the other hand, if
they have any rights, we are here to protect those rights.
It is asserted that they have noue, but we are not here to
try that. I do not assert that they have any, but I think
this section cannot be objectionable. We are asked by the
amendment to declare that, if there be any rights, they
shal be proteted. We do not create afly rights; we do
not assert that there are any rights ; but we say that, if
there are any rights, those rights shall not be affected by
this Act. If there are no rights, ofcourse, they will not be
affected. If there are, then these men ought to be pro-
tected. Holding these views, I cannot help sympathising
with the amendment, and voting for it if it comes to a vote.

Mr. SHANLY. The hon. gentleman from Kent, N.B.
(Mr. Landry), says he would like to see some proofs
brought forward. I am quite certain, as regards the pro-
perty claimed in the original bonds, the present existing
bonds, by these claimants, Stanton & Co., as regards their
right of property or their having any right of property,
the hon. gentleman will be willing to accept the decision
of three courts, commencing with the Superior Court in
Quebec, and ending with the Supreme Court in Ottawa,
which have decided that Stanton & Co. have no such right
of property, and yet they claim that these bonds are
their right, and that if yo put a further amount
of bonded debt on the road, then "our bonds "-for that
is the term they use-" of $15,000 a mile are depreciated
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by that increaed issue." I am certain that my hon.
friend will not attempt to say that the proof of the
judgment given in three courts will not be satisfactory to
his conscience. These mon are not creditors of this company.
Il they were creditors of the company, there might he some
just reason or cause for putting in this amendment, but they
are simply claimants, and I say that, if this amendment
is allowed, anyone who chooses to make a claim can come
before a committee of the House, and thon before the
House itself, and say that a clause which will give their
claim a shade of right is to be inserted in every Bill.
Some people argue that, in putting this large amount of
bonde on the road, you depreciate the original bonds. That
is not the case. The cost of the road at present will ex-
haust the whole of the existing bonds; and when the 825,000
a mile of additional bonds is applied, as I know it is
intended by the company to apply it, it will make the
$25,000 bonds of much more marketable value than the
$15,000 are to-day. The present issue of the bonds has
been always delayed for the reason that the company per-
ceived that it was absolutely neoessary, in order to carry
out their improvements, that they should have an increased
issue. In the meantime, the promoters, the proprietors,
the stockholders, the shareholders, the owners have given
the best guarantee which has ever been given by any com-
pany in Ontario or Quebec by building one of the best lines
of road in this country, and they have done that with their
own means, awaiting the time when they could put their
property into such a state of forwardness that they could
have a really completed property with all the necessary
equipment. At presont they have no equipment to speak of,
and to equip the road proporly now will take about half a
million of dollars, and that half million of dollars they have
got to expend to place the lino in a proper money-earning
eondition, when the 825,000 a mile which they now
ask the power to issue will ho of a higher value than the
815,000 a mile which they can now issue. I will say one
word in personal explanation. My hon. friend from Nor-
thumberland (Mr. Mitchell) has referred to a matter which
I do not think is properly before the louse. Ie says it is
claimed that aliens have no rights; and, when I asked him
where he hoard that stated, ho said it was mentioned in
committee. I do not know that it is exactly parliamentary
that matters which are mentioned in committee should be
imported into this louse.

Mr. MITCHELL. Was it not so?

the matter, I will mention it. It does not appear to me
that the committee have anything to do with the fact
whether these gentlemen are aliens, or whether the Super-
ior Court has already declared that they have no interest
in the bonds which the Act of 1879 allowed to be issued.
There are two pointe with which we have to deal-what
rights were secured tothem by the Act of 1879, and does this
amendment which is proposed still further maintain those
rights. When I turn to the Act of 1879, I do not find that
they have any rights at all. The Act of 1819 simply con-
firms an agreement which they had with one of the com-
panies therein amalgamated. It goes no further. It gives
them no lien upon the bonds, and it gives them no lien
upon the railway.

Mr. HAGGART. It confirms the contraot which was
entered into.

Mr. DAVIES. This does. not do any more. This con-
tract romains confirmed whether this amendment is carried
or not.

Mr. HAGGART. Certainly.

Mr. DAVIES. If they have any right, the bonds will still
form a first lien upon the railway and upon its assets, not-
withstanding the admission of the hon. gentleman. It can-
not do any good, and then I am influenced by another
argument which has been advanced by those gentlemen
who say that it may do a great deal of harm.

Mr. McCALLUM. By the Bill before the House, we
give this company the power of issuing 810,000 a
mile more bonds on this road. That is the way it
strikes me. It is admitted that these gentlemen
have a claim to the extent of the legislation got in this
House. Now, what assets are these people going to get to
pay their claims ? In the first place, they must pay the
interest on the bonds. Now, as the matter stands before
the passage of thie Bill, they would only have to pay the
interest on $15,000 a mile, but if you pass this legislation
they will have to pay the interest on 825,000 a mile, before
they can collect a dobt, if they had one. That is the way
it strikes me. If they will dispense with that I will
willingly help to carry this legislation, otherwise, I will
vote for the amendment.

Mr. SPROU LIE. 1 think, looking at the amendment from
- - - --- 4-' " l1 l & l l i r% da d haf

Mr. SIANLY. Yes. a common sente stanapoint, lb witi cieariy

Mr. MITCHELL. That is all I want, Stanton & Balch had some rights. Itesays:
Mr. SHANLY. I will convince the hon. gentleman t te Nothing in thsct contained ha be contrued to alter or affect

INIr SHNLY I wll onvnce he on.gentema totheany of the rights of Stanton à~ Balch under the Act 42 Vic., Ohap. 57.11
contrary. Hle pointed to me as the prime sinner in introduc.contary Hopoiite temea theprie snne luintod. It dees net say Ilif thoy have any rights," but it acknow-
ing the word"' foreigner." I would co-operate with him inledgos that thoy have rights, and if we bring these righte
extending even fuller protection to these gentlemen because down and acknowledge them iu thie Act, and put theinwith
they are foreigners than if they were from among ourselves, greater force bore the world, thoreby, 1 think, we destroy
but what I stated in committee was this: When the Bill was their chances ef selling these bonde for what they would
called, one of the arguments used by the learned counsel
who appeared for these gentlemen was that these gentlemen
were in New York, and we ought to postpone the Bill until Mr. HAGGART. I wouid cati your attention, Mr.
they chose to come here. Now, it was known that this Bill (hairman, te the faet that the time te diseuse this matter
was to come up; the notice had been on the paper for some hae ulready expired, and etili there remaine a geod deal te
time; and I said that, if the wheels of Parliament were te bo obe aid upon it. It will take me haif an heur te go jute the
blocked and the business of the oommittee arrested because detaile lu refereuce te this Bil. I move that the comritte
two foreign gentlemen persisted in staying away from do riso.
OLtawa, 1 could not see why the Bill should not be pro- Motion agreed te, and Committee rose and reported pro-
ceeded with in committee. That is the only way in which
I used the word "foreigner," because the learned counsel P0 55s
who appeared for these two gentlemen made that a reason MARITIME COURT 0F ONTARIO.
why we should not proceed.

Mr. DAVIES. I have a difficulty about this amendment fouse resolved itecf jute committee on Bil (No. 5) te
which has not been mentioned by sny of the hon. members oxtend the.juriediotien of the Maritime Court of Ontario.--
who have spokon, andam I desire iimply tendod ustioc in (Mt. Allen.)

1886. 559
m



COMMONS DEBATES. APEmL7,

(In the Committee.)
On seotion 1,
Mr. ALLEN. This Bill is the same that I brought in

two years since. At that time it included the supplies
for coal and provisions, equipments and repairs to
shipe. Several shipowners and other gentlemen objected
to the clause including provisions and coale. A deputation
of shipowners waited on me to argue the case, and they
agree that if I would leave ont provisions and supplies they
would consent to allow the Bill to pass including perma-
nent equipment and repairs. According to that agreement
the Bill was brought in last Session and passed this House.
But when it went to the Senate they amended it so that the
equipment and repairs should be dorne at the instance of the
managing owner of the eompany. When the Bill, as
amended, came back to the Commons we were ongaged in
the celebrated Franchise Bill, and time was not given after-
wards for concurrence in the Bill. I now prebent the Bill
as amended by the Senate, that is, that claims for perma&-
nent supplies, such as ropes, sails, anchors and other equip-
ments of that description, as well as repairs to ships, shall be
placed under the jurisdiction of the Maritime Court. I
believe that it is in the interest of shipping generally that this
measure should be passed. Some parties have made this com-
plaint: Suppose the repairs came to $1,000 and a mortga-
gee held a mortgage on the ship for the same amount. They
said that if the repairs on the ship were to be a prior
claim to theirs, it would be unfair. But, upon arguing
the case with those gentlemen, we find they have received
good value for the amount of repairs and the permanent
supplies, and have no reason to complain. As the law stands
now, for instance, if a company who repairs a ship, when
the work is done and they have lien upon the ship in their
possession, they may hold that ship, perhaps, for three, or
four, or five month, until they sue the owners and receive
a judgment, and thon go through the general course of sell-
ing the property which they have in their hands. Now,
that is not only an injustice to the parties who have done
the repairs, but it is a serions lose to ship-o wners. Sup-
pose the ship was repaired in the month of June or July,
that there is a claim of $1,000 against that ship for repairs,
and that the parties who did the repairs held that ship for
three or four months, until the season was over, then more
n oney would be lost by the owners of that vessel than, per-
haps, would pay the whole amount. Nothing is included
in may Sil other than permanent equipments and repaire.
When we come down to clause 3 o the Bill i have a short
amendment to offer, which is as follows:-

,And the foregoing çlaims aball constitute maritime lieus on the
vessuela whiç hall rank next after Çlaims which ow constitute mari-
time liens, and as among themselves shall rank in the above order.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I sbould have certainly
opposed this Bill at the second reading if 1 had imagined it
to be, what the mover now seeks to make it, a Bill to alter
the maritime law. The hon, gentleman introduced hie
Bill under the title of an Act to extend the jurisdiction of
the Maritime Court of Ontario, and I understood that ho
aought to give that court juriediction to entertain claims in
respect of repairs done to the equipment of the vessel. As
such, I saw no very serious objection to hie Bill. It appears
now that the hon. gentleman seeks to amend it in such a
way as not to make it a Bill to anend the maritime
law of Canada relating to maritime liens. I think that
is very objectionable indeed, for several reasons. First,
because the hon. gentleman seeks to introduce an amend-
ment to that law under the titie of the Bill which I
have read. Second, bocause, the hon. gentleman would
make one law fbr the Province of Ontario, in this respect,
and another law for the other sections of the Dominion. If
it be deemed at auy time desirable on the part of Parliament
to review the position of the law regarding liens on shippi0g,

Mr. ALLEx.

I hope Parliament will 4 it in ,connection with some not
deahng eomprehensively with the whole ubjeOt, ad not
in a measure relating to one Provine only. I uundrstand
that lut Session Parliament declined to pasa an Act making
liens in favor of repairers of vessels, and declined to do so
especially in connection with the consideration of an Àct
of tiis kincd. I need hardly detain the committee by
stating, even in a general way, what the maritime law is
with regard to liens. The laritime law reogniss liens
for supplies and various other claims in respect of
vessels, the owners of which are not within the juris-
diction of the court. His Bill proposes to change that
with respect to certain classes of creditors, creditors
in respect of ropairs to the ship, and to give them a
lien, nQtwithstanding the fact that the owners are
within the juriadiotion of the court. The Bill ie, as
I have said, open to various objeetions Firat, it pro-
poses to legislate on the subjeet of maritime liens under
the guise of a title which refers to au entirely different
subject. Second, the Bill proposes that there shail be a
differeut law in Ont&rio fron that which existe in other
Provinces. Third, it deals partially with the subjeot of
maritime liens and not comprehensively with it.

Mr. WELDON. I do not think this Bill is dealing with
the maritime law, because maritime lions are diderent
from those created by Statute. The Judic:al Committee of
the Privy Council has drawn 4 broad distinction between
these liens, and bas declared that maritime liens will follow
a vessel in the hands of new owners, while statutory liens
did not. I quite agree with the Minister, that. it is rather
anomalous that the proposals should apply to ouly one
Province of the Dominion, and not to the others. But the
hon. gentleman will recollect there is this peculiarity: The
court which exorcises jurisdiction i Ontario, iesa court
created by this Parliament, whereas the court which exer-
dise& jurisdiction in Quebeo and the Maritime Provinces is
au Imperial court, created by ImperialStatute and regulated
by the Vice-Admiralty Act of 1863. The United States
courts have solved the diMoulty whiçh has ben raised. The
objection made, that admiralty juriediction did not extend
b the great lakes and riveis of the continent, because they
were not within the flow of the tide, has been overcome by
the declaration that their admiralty jurisdiction e ztends over
the lakes and great rivers. If legisiation could be so framed
cither by the Imperial Parliament or by this Parliament, by
which jurisdiction would be uniform over the whole Domi-
nion, the courts which have jurisdiction over the sea would
have jurisdiction over the lakeg, it would be praotically of
great benefit. The Session before last, I moved for the cor-
respondence with respect to the maritime courts constituted
under the Vice-Admiralty Act of 1863, and1 I think it le a
great pity that some stops should not be taken to extend
the jurisdiction of those courts so as to make them, in
Canada, have concurrent and co-extensive jurisdiction with
the igh Court of Admiralty in England. Under the
Admiralty Act of 1861 the Righ Court of Admiralty has
much more extended jurisdiction than that given the
Vice-Admiralty Oourts by the Act of 1863. With respect
to this Bill, I agree with the Minister of Justice that
it is unwise to give jurisdiction to the Maritime Court
of Ontario which is not given t the Vice-Admiralty
courts, either In the Lower Provinces or Quebec.
The Admiralty Court has only jurisdiction when the
owner or part owner daoe not reside within the jurisdiction
of the court. In Quebec Admiralty Court juribdiction eau
be had over a Nova Botia and New Brunswick vessel when
the owners live in those Provinces and no owner lives in
Quebec. An improvement might be made in this respect.
I do not see why the principle introduced by the mover of
the Bill should not be the correct o uand why we should
iot extend the power to the Vioedmiralty Courts and
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give them power whieh they do not now possess. While I and registered in the port of Kingston; she may go to the
favor the principle of the Bill to some extent, it is because extreme west and contract debts for repairs. It might be
I hope the Vice-Admiralty Courts under the Imperial Act, very difficult to find the owner, and the creditor might have
will get equal jurisdiction. I think my hon. friend will find, to search all the ports of the lakes to find him, and in that
if he considers the matter, that if the Vice-Admiralty Courts case he would be put to a great disadvantage. Lt appears
had the same jurisdiction as the High Court of Admiralty, tom e that such a measure as this is as much in the
it would be a great advantage to shipping owners and to interest of the owner of the vessel, as of the pers-on doing
persons connected with that trade. I do not see why these the repairs or supplying the materials, because, otherwise,
powers should not be made by statute to the same extent a vessel, at a long distance from where the owner lives,
and to the same class of persons selling necessaries to ships will have great difficulty in having repairs donc or gotting
in Ontario as where the owners do not live under the juris, supplies, because there is nothing but a more personai
diction of the Admiralty Courts. obligation against the owner. There is no lien against

Mr. PATT ERSON (Essex). As I understand, the mari- the vessel-no proceeding which eau be taken in rem, but
time law of the Maritime Provinces is regulated by the whole matter depends on the personal responsibility
British law. There was no maritime law for Ontario and of the individual who gives the order. I do not think the
we passed this special Act, and from time to time members objections of the Minister of Justice have any practical
representing constituencies bordering on our inland waters, bearing on this case, though I agree with the goneral rule
desired that the law should be amended in the interests as to the uniform application of our laws. But as this
of the mercantile public. Some amendments were passed, Parliament bas passed the prosent law, surely it has the
and a few years ago it was promised that an attempt would power of amending so as to make it as effective as possible.
be made to obtain from Great Britain a uniform maritime I find on enquiring in my own locality, that a grcat many
law for Canada, and we have been looking for some time of the business men are in favor of such a provision, though
for a fulfilment of that promise. We have been looking for I was not aware of it when the matter was under discussion
the correspondence on the subject, but we appear tob before.
getting no nearer to it than ever, and as life is too short to Mr. McCALLUM. We had formerly a law in Ontario
wait longer, the hon. member for North Grey (Mr. Allen), of this kind, but what we want now is an extension of its
in a praiseworthy effort to benefit the interests of the mer- provisions. Formerly, in Ontario, before the establishment
cantile publie, has brought in this Bill. My only fault with of the Maritime Court, I have known American vessels
the Bill is that it does not go far enough. I think we should changing owner5 during the winter in order to get rid of
assimilte the Ontario maritime law wih that of the paying Canadian debts. Of course, there are now certain
United States, so that a lien might not only be imposed in claims which can becollected against a vessel, such as claims
the case of repairs, but also for necessary supplies furnished for towage, wreckage or salvage ; but I would like, to sec
a vessel, such as coal, &c. This method of keeping a the law extended, so that a vossel would bu liable for all
mortgage afloat against a vessel, is merely a means of supplies furnished to her. Any man who wants to pay his
evading the payment of honest debts. I trust the Minister honest debta would find this no detriment to him; in fact
of Justice will not oppose this measure. Its apparent it would be a benefit to him, bocauso it would onablo many
application to the whole Dominion is merely, I understand, vessels to get supplies which could not othorwise got thom.
a clerical error, which the promoter of the Bill is willing to I bave owned vessels mysolf, and I have found no incon-
correct, so as to make it apply only within the jurisdiction venience from the law so far as it goos. Tho hon. member
of the Maritime Court of Ontario, for North Grey deserves the thanks of the mariners for

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). This Bill, as I understand, is having introduced tis Bill, but I think it should be
not pretended to extend beyond the Province of Ontario, extended to make the vessel liable for everything.
and it is in that respect perfectly consistent with the Statute Mr. LISTER. Living in a couaty bordering on a lake,
which it proposes to amend. Ail this Bill proposes to do some of my constituonts are interested in this Bill. 1 con-
is simply to extend the jurisdiction of tie court within the cur in the remark of the hon. member for North Ess-ex
Province of Ontario to vessels owned by parties who arc (Mr. Patterson) that the Bill does not go far enough. The
domiciled in the Province of Ontario. I agree with the maritime law of Ontario is a special law passed by this
Minister of Justice that, as a general rule, it is right and Parliament. The maritime law of Englaid doos not a pply
proper that our laws should be made applicable to every to the inland lakes, and it was thought, in the irnterost of
portion of the Dominion, that there should be uniformity supply mon, particularly in the Province of Ontario, that
in tis respect, but we know that this has not always been this maritime law should extend o them. Tho saine juris-
the case in the past. We know that last Session an Act was diction was given to the Maritime Court of Otanoe as
passed which does not apply in every respectand uniformity existed in the courts of the iuritimo Provinces, viz., when
to all the Provinces of the Dominion. If theb hon. gentleman an owner or part owner of a ve.sel ived in the Province
will refer to the Franchise Act, he will find that the same no lien was given, but if the owaer resided outside of the
fi ancbise does not exist in the whole Dominion, and there are jurisdiction of the court a lien was given. Tne law recog.
many other statutes in our Statute-book, the provisions of nises the right of a vessel to beco ne a debtor, but why it
which do not extend equally to the whole Dominion. should stop at the liability, whon the owner resides li the
This Bill, as I understand, simply makes applicable to country, is more tban I can undorstand. I know from my
vessels owned in the Province of Ontario a law which own exporience ithat ve:y many people who have supplied
was passed some years ago, extending to vessels out goods to vessels, in order to enable tthem to continue their
of the Province of Ontario, and that being the case, voyages up the lakes, have lost their debts. Only a
I do not se any reason why it should not become law. bhort time ago a gentleman lu the county of Essex
Those of us who Âive on the shores of the great lakes in the lest a very large sum of money. 'There is a general
west, know that there are hardships whiòh this Bill proposes impression among the commercial people throughout
to cure with respect to claims for repairs to vessels, for equip- the country that if they furniish auny sort of sup.
ment, for building, for materials supplied. Is there any plies to a vessel, they have a lien a1g nilist the vessel
reason why cuims of ibis kind should not b uclaims on the u:self, and thcy do not consider it necessary to enquire
vesse], whether the owner happons to live within the Prov- as to who the owners of the vessel are. In many
ince or ont of it? I think precisely the same rule should instances, the owners are worth nothing, the vessel beiug
apply in both cases. For instance, a vessel may be owned covered by mortgages, and the people who have parted
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with their goods, find that they have no remedy and cannot
recover a debt which bas been incurred to enable a vessel
to prosecute its voyage and to derive the profit therefrom,
In the United States they have not only a general mari-
time law, which exists on the lakes, but they have also
recognised the right of the different States to pass laws,
fixing the liability of vessel owners. I think I am right in
saying that every State bordering on the lakes has its own
particular law, and those State laws give a preference to
foreign claims. A Canadian who furnishes goods to an
American vessel, has a preference over the American sapply
man, while our courts do not enforce that sort of claim
against a vessel; they have no power to do so. There is
no reason why a vessel should not be responsible for every
debt that enables the owner of that vessel to prosecute his
voyage or to reap the profits of that voyage.
Upon what principle or reason can it be said
that a vessel shall be liable for wages, towage,
or any other claim recognised as a maritime claim,
and shall pot be liable for goods supplied to enable it to
continue its voyage ? A vessel was repaired in the county
of Grey at a cost of many thousand dollars, and it has been
lying in the port, and the supply men having a lien on the
vessel have pressed for a decree of the Maritime Court to
enable them to seli it for months and months; and it is
doubtful if they will receive anything. At lea st$2,200 will
be lost to people living in my neighborhood for goods sup-
plied to vessels, the owr ers of which have been found to be
worth nothing. This state of affairs should not exist. If a
vessel is to be responsible in the same way as any individual,
then it should be responsible for every debt that vessel
contracts; there should be no distinction between what are
called maritime liens and liens that are not recognised as
such. I balieve the hon. member for Monck (Mr. McCallum)
who las been a large owner of vessels himself, echoes the
feeling of most of the vessel owners throughout the country,
when he says they have no objection to this law. Because
if they are honest men they will pay their debts, and if
dishonest, it will give the trader an opportunity to realise
what is his due. The hon. Minister of Justice says
the present law is the law of England, but I would
call his attention to the fact that it has been
changed with respect to Ireland. There, while a
vessel cannot be seized at her home port for supplies,
she can be attached if she is ten miles from that port. So
that an exception las been made of Ireland in that regard.
I would also call the attention of the hon. the Minister of
Justice, who opposes this Bill, to the fact, that a couple of
years ago this matter was referred to a Special Committee
of the House of Representatives in the United States, and
the report brought in by that committee strongly approved
of the principle of giving to the supply man a right of
liens, and stated that no strong reason could be given why
a person in the country, supplying goods, should not have a
lien in the same manner as if the owner lived out of thei
country. This measure doos not go far enough. It oughtj
to include ail supplies properly pertaining to a vessel. It1
is a measure. however, that las been anxiously awaited in,
Ontario, and I do not believe there is an hcnest shipowner1
from one end of the country to the other who would object
to it. I trust that the hon. the Minister of Justice will see
his way to allow it to pass, and I hope that at some future_
time it may be extended in the direction I have pointed
out.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I find it necessary to
say a lew words more on this subject, because either my1
friends who have spoken in favor of the Bill have supplied1
a great many additional arguments against it, or have entire-
ly misunderstood those I advanced. I have nothing to say as
to whether this Bill goes far enough or not. It may be that'
in the United States the law goes further, but I would ask'

Mr. LISTER.

any hon. member of this House to point to legislation in
the United States which makes one law for the State of
Maine and another law for States interested in the naviga-
tion of the lakes in relation to this subject.

Mr. LISTER. I did not say that.

Mr. THOMIPSON (Antigonish). I know the hon. gen.
tleman did not, but he invited us to follow the legislation
of the United States as going much further than this, while
the principal objection I make against this Bill is that
while Canada is a great maritime country, the Bill proposes
to make the maritime law of one of the Provinces different
from that of all the other Provinces. Will you find any
instance in which the maritime legislation is different in
one portion of a country from what it is in another ?

Mr. LIS 'ER. Yes.
Mr. THOMPSON. (Antigonish). I quite appreciate

what the Ion. member for West huron, (Mr. Cameron)
said with regard to the necessity for departing from the
principles of uniformity in many subjects of legislation;
but if there is any subject upon which we should endeavor
to make our legislation uniform, it is that which relates to
the maritime law. With regard to shipping, Canada has
the good fortune to be a great maritime country, now
standing third or fourth in rank, but it would be a serious
blow to the prestige of Canada as a maritime country, if it
were known abroad that the law on this subject is different
in one Province from that which prevails in another, not-
withstanding the fact that the whole subject is under the
jurisdiction of one Parliament. So much for the question
of uniformity. I recognise the force of what the hon.
member for St. John says, that the maritime liens differ in
name at any rate, from the liens created by Statute. But this
Bill proposes to establish a new maritime lien in substance,
although, perhaps, not in name. I do not agree with my
hon. friend that there is any reason whatever why the Par-
liament of Canada should establish a different maritime law
with regard to statutory liens in Ontario from that which
prevails in the other Provinces. It is true that the Mari-
time Court of Ontario, is a court organised under the
legislation of this Parliament, whoreas the courts whicli
exercise the like jurisdiction in the Lower Provinces arc
organised under an Imporial Statute; but it is equally con-
petent for this Parliament to say what shali constitute liens
in the Maritime Provinces as in the Province of Ontario.
Notwithstanding the fact that the judges, and perhaps the
officers of the courts, in the Lower Provinces, are appointed
by Imperial authority, while in Ontario they are appointed
by the authority of this Government, it is quite in the
competence of this Parliament to say what shall consti-
tute liens in all the Provinces. Therefore, there is no
argument in that contention. But, furthermore with refer-
ence to the question as to how the courts are organised
in the Maritime Provinces it las been deemed desirable,
as one ion. gentleman stated, to obtain Imperial legis-
lation with the view of placing those courts entirely
within the control of this Parliament. That legislation las
been urged upon the Imperial Parliament year after
year, and it las been delayed in consequence of the
peculiar circumstances which retarded legislation in Great
Britain for the last two or three years. But we have the
definite assurance of the Government of that country, con-
veyed to us during the past summer, that the legislation
with regard to these Imperial courts in the Maritime
Provinces will be withdrawn by an Act to be passed during
the present Session of the British Parliament, and we have
reason to expect that before the Session is through, those
courts will be placed under our own contPsol. · We shall
have, in the meautime, if we pass this Bill, made greater,
the want of uniformity and the want of proportion between
the way in which the jurisdiction of those courts shall be
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operated in the two classes of Provinces, the Upper and
Lower, and we shall establish a different maritime law in one
Province notwithstanding the hon. member for St. John
(Mr. Weldon) may call the one a maritime and the other
a statutory lien-from that prevailing in the other four or
five sections of the Dominion, with only the excuse that in
the one we have the advantage of appointing the judge,
registrar and bailiff. My hon. friend on my left (Mr.
McCallum), and my hon. friend opposite (Mr. Lister), seem
to me not to take into account the primary elements
which enter into this question, when they say that there
should be no indisposition on the part of this Parliament
to enforce the rights of creditors against the ship, and that
if the debtor intended to pay his debts hoe should not object
to the Bill. Surely hon. gentlemen know that the funda-
mental principle lying behind all that, which they seem to
ignore, is that creditors are not supposed to give credit on
tbe security of the ship itself, when they are dealing with
the owners of the ship, residing perhaps in the same place
-s themselves, but they sell them supplies and make contracts
for repairs, &c., on the credit of the owners themselves, and
row it is asked to give them, besides, what they did not bar-
gain for, a lien on the ship itself before all other creditors.
With regard to uniformity, it would very much dam.
qge the reputation of this Parliament if we have
one law for a ship when she enters the Gulf of St.
Lawrence and another when she sails up the river and
enters the lakes. Hon. gentlemen propose that when
i' ihe gulf' she shall be governed by the laws of Great
Britain, but the moment she passes a certain imaginary
line on her woy up she shall bo governed by a different
syctem n' laws. It is lime enongh to consider
whether the law goes far enough, when the intention of
Parliament is invited to this subject by a Bill professing to
deal with it, and net by a Bill which was carried through
two readings in the House under a name that led the House
to believe it was dealing with a different subject altogether,
that is, enabling the creditors to recover their debts in the
Maritime Court of Ontario, but giving them no lien what-
ever as against the vessel itself.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not agree with the hon. Minister
that this Bill is in the slightest degree misleading. It would
be quite unnecessary for any person to apply to the Parlia-
ment of Canada for assistance in order to obtain a personal
remedy. The courts of Ontario supply that remedy, without
our seeking to have an additional court snob as the Maritime
Court for that purpose. I think this Bill is plain and simple
and easily understood,and it purports to declare that thejuris-
diction of the Maritime Court of Ontario shall ho extended,
so as to cover liens in respect of certain matters. I cannot
understand how the Minister can charge the mover of this
Bill with smuggling its two read ings through the flouse on a
misleading title. It has been said by every hon. gentleman
who has spoken on this question, that it is to the general
interests of the shipowners as well as the creditors that this
lien should exist- a lien that can be made practicably avail-
able. It seems to ho conceded generally that this is a most
desirable position in which to place the suppliers of these
materials and those who supply labor for the purpose of
equipping vessels; and, that being the case, it being admitted1
that that is an end which we should seek to attain; should
we not rather seek to attain that end than to defeat that
end ? The Minister of Justice states, and gives it, as IJ
understand, as his legal opinion, that we can confer juris-
diction upon the various Vice-Admiralty Courts, although
they are created by an Imperial Act. If I understood him1
rightly on that point, it is the simplest possible thing to
carry out the principle which has been admitted in argu-
ment here by the insertion of a few simple words. Tnis
Bill can be made to accomplisb all that the Minister of Jus-
tice d&sires somewhat in this way. If you strike out the

words in the second lino " of Ontario under the Mari-
time Jurisdiction Act, 1877," and introduce the words "or
Vice-Admiralty Court haviug jurisdiction in any Province,"
you meet the case.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). And the title, and the
second reading, which has already been secured under fale
pretences?

Mr. MULOCK. Of course the hon. Minister may not be
able to understand tl4is Bill, but I dony that the mover of
this Bill is capable of obtaining any decision of the House
under false pretences.

Mr. TIIOMPSON (Antigonish). No, I do not mean to
say that he has, but ho would have if the amendment was
made as the hou. gentleman sugrests, making this a Bill
affecting the whole of Canada. The mover neyer proposed
anything of that kind.

Mr. MULOCK, It is easy enough to get over the tech.
nicalities, if thore is no desire to burke the Bill. If another
second reading is necessary, lot the Bill be referred back
again. The amendment proposed is germane to the origi-
nal motion. The motion is, that the jurisdiction in a par-
ticular Province shall be enlarged. It is quite proper for a
member to propose that the jurisdiction in an adjoining
Province shall ho enlargod, or that the jurisdict ion in all
the Provinces shall ho enlargod. Last Session this was
of ten done. I remember that last Session, at the last stage
of a Bill, a clause was inserted entirely altering the charac.
ter of the Bill; and suroly if that was done last year, par-
liamentary practice has not so far changed that lt cannot
be done this year. If it is not desired to interfere with this
Bill so as to defeat it, and if it is admitted, as it has been
admitted by the Minister of Justice, that jurisdiction
can be conferred upon all the courts which is sought
to ho conferred upon the one court under consid-
eration, there is no reason why any longer this logis-
lative want should not be met. This is the third year
that this Bill has been before Parliamant. Last year this
House assented to it, and the Senate assented to it with some
amendments, and the Bill before us now is the result of the
Bill of last year, with the variations suggested by the
Sonate ; so it may be said that this is a surprise to nobody,
with the exception, of course, of the Minister of Justice. I
think ho will be doing an act of injustice if ho prevents this
measure going through on the more technical ground that
the Bill is partial in its applicability at the present time.

Mr. McCART aY. I do not think the hon. gentleman,
who bas last addressed you, understands the objection of the
Minister of Justice. The Minister of Justice, as I understand,
takes this position, that the Bill as introduced-and the
title of the Bill tends in tho same direction-simply confors
jurisdiction on the existing court, whereas the amendment
tends to change the law itself, though limiting the change
to the Ontaio Court. I do not think my hon. friend from
North York (Mr. Mq ulock) grasped the point of the Minister
of Justice.

Mr. MULOCK. Yes, I did.
Mr. McCARTEIY. If he did, he certainly did not leave

that impression on my mind, and I do not think ho heft it
on the minds of other members. I quite agree with the
view taken by the Minister of Justice, and I think it would
be an extraordinary proposition to accept, which is nOw
pre.ented to us, that the gonerat law should be altered not
only as far as one Provinc is concerned, but in regard to
the whole Dominion.

Mr. ALLEN. It is not in the Bill.

Mr. McCARTHY. But the member for North York
(Mr. Mulock) dusires to make it se, withoub giving any
notice to the Maritime Provinces, which are much more
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interested in shipping matters than the Province of Ontario.
If we agree that we have .the power, and I think we are,
inclined to agree on that point, to alter the law in regard
to the Vice-Admiralty Courts. as well as in regard to this
court ot our own creation, and if it is desired to make that
law uniform, I do not thiik the committee would desire
that it should be dealt with by this Bill. The members
from the Maritime Provinces would, no doubt, desire to
consuit their constituents before any such radical change
was made. I should like to consult the people in my own
constituency, who are largely interested in shipping.

Mr. MULOGK. It has been before you for three years.
Mr. MoCA RTHIY- No, the clause which is proposed is

not yet printed. Tho clause without which the Bill ie of no
particular consequence is not yet printed, and we are asked
at the last moment to make the change which is not sug.
gested by the title of tho Bill, and which is not found in the
Bill at al; and then the member for North York (Mr.
Mulock) proposes that we should, by the addition of a
word or two, apply the whole Bill to the Maritime Pro.
vinces, which aro more interested in shipping matters and
in regard to thi Bill than the Province of Ontario. I think
the committce should rise, whether it should ask leave to
sit again is a inatter which I think the Minister of Justice,
as representing the Governîment, should deal with ; but I
think that at present wo should not pass the amendment,
and without that amendment the law would be ineffective,
without givirg some time to all of us to consult those who
are interested in the matter, especially if it is to be made
general, as suggested by ihe hon. gcrtteman.

Mr. W ELDON. The Minister of Justice says the law
should be uniform. If this Bill is passed as it now
stands, it wiil not be uniform in the Province of Ontario
and in the Provinces in which the Maritime Court exercises
jurisdiction ; but, if the hon. gentleman takes the Act
which brought the Maritime Court into existence, he will
find that Parliament undertook to give more extensive
powers. The first clause of that Act is :

" Ail persons shall, after this Act comes into force, bave, in the Pro-
vince of Ontario, the like rights and remedies in all matters (including
cases of contract and port, and proceedings in rem and in persona.m)
arising out of or connected with navigation, shipping, trade or com-
merce, on any river, lake, canal or inland waters, of which the whole or
part is in the Province of Ontario, as such persons would have in any
existing British Vice-âdmiralty Court, if the prucess of such court
extended to the said Province."

Now the very first section of this Act makes certain excep-
tions, and the same power that enables them to except
would enable them to extend. But there is a very impor.
tant clause in the fourth section of the Maritime Act of
Ontario which enables a person to follow a ship into the
hande of a bond fide purobaser ninety days after the vessel
changed hands. Now the Vice Adiratty Court gives no
such pwer at all. As I have already pointtd out, there is
a broad distinction between the meanirg of the maritime
lien and the statutory lien. By the maritime lien the
parties may follow the vessel if she changes owners, but
the express decision of ihe Privy Council has been that the
statutory lien does not follow where the vessel passes into
the hands of a third party, therefore, if a statutory lien is
created, and a veasel subject to that lien is owned by A.B.,
and becomes next day the property ot C.D., the vessel
cannot be followed; but the Maritime Court of Ontario
expressly states :

'' No right or remedy in rem given by his Act only shall be enforced
as against any subsequent bonâdfle purchaser or mortgagee of a ship,
unles the p o.eediug f r lie enforcement thereof be begun within
ninety days from the time when the same acerned.'

Now the Vice-Ad-nrilty Act of 1863 provides as follows:-
" Olaima for necessary supplie, iiin the poissession in which the court

is established, to any ship or which no owner or part owner is domi-
ciled wituin the possesivn at tb lo e u the necessares being sup-j
plied."

r. MrCasar.

These two claims, thorefore, are statutory liens, created
by the Vice-Admiralty Act of 1863, and the same privilege
should be extended to the Province of Ontario. Now I have
pointed out that when the court gives a right to follow the
ship into the hands of bond fide purchasers, it was going
beyond the jurisdiction of the Vice-Admiralty Court by
which the lien remained for ninety days in the hands of
the bond fide purchaser. Now they are met by this difficulty
in Ontario, that because the owners reside within the Pro-
vince of Ontario the Vice-Admiralty Court has no jurisdic-
tion, and so far as the jurisdiction of the court is con-
cerned, it is practically rendered nugatory. The Miritime
Court of Ontario to.day has the pewer of adjudicating
on claims for necessary supplies and claims for building and
repairing, but they are met by the difficulty that the own.
ora rtside in Ontario and they cannot exercise jurisdiction,
and, therefore, practically, the jurisdiction is a mere shadow,
because they have no power to enforce it. 4ow, it seems
to me that this Bill will make their jurisdiction of practical
utility, because the shipping which comes.under the juris-
diction of the Maritime Court of Ontario, I think I may say
without exception, is owned by men residing in that Pro-
vince. It seems to me that the principle contended for by
the Bill of giving a lien in rein against the vessel, is founded
on commori sense and justice, and I would like to see the
Vice-Admiralty Court's jurisdiction extended. I pointed out
that by the Maritime Act of 1877, there is a right to fol-
low the vessel in the hands of the purchaser, within ninety
days, in the Province of Ontario, whereas it is not twenty-
four hour6 in the Lower Provinces, and in this sense I think
the Bill meets the objection made by my hou. friend the
Minister.

Mr. McCARTRHY. What clause gives power to follow
the vessel ?

Mr. WELDON. Sub-section 4 of section 2, which shows
that within ninety days from the time accrued, you can
follow the vessel in the hands of bond fide purchasers.

Mr. McCARTHY. It is negative ?

Mr. WELDON. True, but if you have it within ninety
days, yon bave it.

Mr McOCARTERY. No. If you have it by the general
law. As t is, when this Act was introduced, then, you
must exercise the power within ninety days or you lose it.

Mr. WE LDON. Then the seution is perfectly useless ?

Mr. McCARTHIY. It may be. It does not give the
power, at all events.

Mr. WELDON. You have got to give some effect to a
Statute, not merely say it is rodundant, or it is of no use at
ail. That section is used negatively, but at the same time
it gives the power. My hon. friend will see on reading i
over, that the statutory lien, the same as the lien under
the law matitime, follows the vessel. In one exception
it attaches all the time to the maritime lien, but in
Oiitario the statutory lien exista for ninety days
against a bond fide purchaser or the mortgagee, providing
proceedings to enforce are commenced within ninetv days.
It seems to me that while power was given to the Maritime
Court ot Ontario to enforce claims for neoessaries and
oinims for repairs to a vessel, under the Vice-Admiralty
Act this ciaute Ihave read took away that jarisdiction when
the party reiited within the jurisdiction ot that court, and
it, therefore, rendered the court pra3tica'ly useless for that
purpose, and iLs jurisdicuboi became a mere LoneuLity. ln
QUtario there is no doubt, as I said before, that a great
majority of the vossels coming under the jurisdiction of the
Maritinoe Court of that Province are owned by men living
in Onu4 io. If a New Bruuwick vussel were on Lake Brie
and if the hon. member for Monck supplied the neceàsaries,
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he could arrest the vessel, but if the vessel belonged to
Kingston he could not touch her. The same principle
should be applied in each case. The Maritime Court of
Ontario would have jurisdiction over New Brunswick and
Nova Scotia vessels if no owner lived in Ontario. If the
vessels engaged in the trade and commerce of the lakes are
vessels registered in Ontario the result is that so far as
jurisdiction is given to the Maritime Court of Ontario it is
rendered nugatory by the explanatory clause that, if the
owner resides within the jurisdiction of the court, the juris-
dition is taken away. It seems to me that this is a matter
which is of importance to the people of Ontario and vessels
should be placed on the same footing as regards lien as are
vessels in the United States.

Mr. THOMPSQN (Antigonish). The hon. gentleman
would look with a great deal of surprise into the counten-
ance of any person who in the Maritime Court, or any other
court, proposed to enforce a lien, and stated, as his author-
ity, a section of the Statute declaring that if you have a
lien you shall enforce it within ninety days. The hon. gentle-
man's argument, if it amounts to anything, is this: That
because differences exist between the procedure of the Vice-
Admiralty Court of the Lower Provinces and Quebec, and
that of the Maritime Court of Ontario, we ought to make
the legislation as different as possible; that because there
is a difference between the organisation of those courts it is
desirable for us to make the principles, on which the rights
of suitors in those courts are adjusted, as wide as possible, as
if one suitor were in Austria and the other in England.
That is the amount of the hon. gentleman's argument, if
there is any logic in it. There is no use in the hon. gentle-
man calling attention to the fact that there are differences
in the courts, unless he is prepared to argue that because
thero are differences wo sbould multiply them as greatly
as possible. The hon. member for St. John has taken a
great deal of trouble to show that this proposition is just
and fair. If it is just and fair in Ontario, I want to know
wby the hon. gentleman does notwant it in New Brunswick.

Mr. WELDON. I should like to get it.
Mr. THO u PSON (Antigonish). If he does, why do we

not have it in a Bill, in a Bill professing to deal with the
substantive law instead of professing to deal with the pro-
cedure. The Bill has proceeded up to this point under
the guise of a Bill which professed to give a remedy to
creditors against vessels in the Maritime Court of Ontario,
without increasing the rights of the creditors or giving
them any lien which they did not possess before. It is now
proposed to amend the Bill by altering materially the rights
of every suitor in regard to those causes of action which the
Bill enables the court to consider. There is no use in dis.
guising the purpose of the Bill. The Bill having proceeded
so far, and the mask of the title having been thrown off, the
promoters of the Bill had now better fairly state to the
House what the purpose Is. It is to give special legis-
lation to one class of creditors in this country, to one
class of creditors in a special portion of this country,
and that is the class of creditors which in the
Province of Ontario by possessing dry docks or any
other means acquire debis against vessels for repairs, and
it places those special creditors-perhaps I should say one
special creditor-in a different position from that which
cieditors ocupy against vessels in any part of the British
domain where the maritime law prevails which we operate
in Canada. It is no use for bon. members to be asked to vote
for the BilI on the ground thet it does not go far enough.
If it does not, let us have the hon. gentleman's Bill under
an.honest title; but if the Bill is to relieve some particular
company or creditor or a pairticlar class of creditors let
us not designate it merely as this Bill is designated, let us
not degrade the moral character of Canada by pasinga
Bill for the benefit of -those particular creditors or that

particular creditor under a false title, and by smuggling it
through the Parliament of Canada. I move that the com-
mittee rise.

Mr. MILLS. I cannot help expressing my surprise at
the toue of the argument adopted by the Minister of Justice
in discussing this question. The Minister knows very well
the history of the Maritime Court of Ontario. He knows
that before 1877 there was no Maritime Court, no court
having admiralty jurisdiction in the Province. The rem-
edy parties lad against vessels, whether for supplies or for
repaii•s, was one in the ordinary civil courts, and that
remedy exists and is in force to-day as much since the
passing of this Act as previously. When the Act of 1877
was adopted there was a desire to adopt measures so far as
they could be adopted to meet the wants of the people of
Ontario. That was the intention of the Bil. We were
not considering whether the law was to be precisely the
same in every portion of Christendom or not. I apprehend
that bas not been the practice in this Parliament or the
Local Legislatures. We have not felt compelled to con-
sider the proper classification and arrangement of legis-
lative Acts. We have, as representatives of the people,
undertaken to consider the wants of the community and
adapt our legislation as far as possible to their wants. The
Minister of Justice bas not, in any one of the speeches ho
las addressed to the committee, pointed out that the pro-
positions were improper, that they were not suited to meet the
evilscomplained of and were not reasonable. What have been
the objections urged ? That the law in the Maritime Prov-
inces, where the Imperial court sits and where the Imperial
law is administered, is not precisely the same as the law
whic.h my hon. friend bas proposed to place on the Statute-
book. The.law is not the same now. Tbe remedies pro-
vided as regards liens are not the same as in any other
portion of the Dominion. If one were to listen to the argu-
meýnts of the Minister one would suppose, in ignorance of
the facts, that we were endeavoring to break in upon that
beautiful system of uniformity in which the hon. gentleman
delights. The hon. gentleman is laboring under a misap-
prehension if he supposes that to be the case. There is no
uniformity at the present time. By the third section of
the Act which we placed on the Statute-book in 1877, it is
provided that the courts shall not have jurisdiction in
certain matters in which the Maritime Courts of the lower
Provinces bave jurisdiction. Tnere is a very wide departure
from the rule of uniformity, to wbich the Minister attaches
so much importance, in the law as it at present stands. I
could understand the arguments of the hon. gentleman if
this were a uniform law and it were proposed to break in
on tbat uniformity. That is not, however, the fact. We
have a law which is supposed to be adapted to the particu-
lar circumstances of Ontario, situated as it is upon
the inland waters, and the proposition we have to consider
is what bas been our experience in working ont that law;
what the experience of shipowners and those wbo
supply them with necessary supplies ? My hon. friend
bas undertaken to explain what the experience of these
parties is. He comes here with a Bill, and says: Our
experience is such as to show that this Bill will provide a
remedy for some of these evils. Does the Mirister of Justice
say it will not? No; he does not for a moment contest the
only really important question for the consideration of this
committee. He admits practically, by refusing to argue
that question, that the Bil is a reasonable one in its details,
but he turns round and says: We have a different law in
the Maritime Provinces, and because we have a different
law which we have net soughs to change here, we will not
permit you to make any change you deem neoessary in the
law of the Province of Ontario; we wili not consider your
rights and interests; until the people of the Maritime Pro.
vinces are prepared to make the change, we will not budge
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an inch to make the change yon think necessary. I confess,
Sir, that that. poition is one which much astonishes me,
because I would suppose that the hon. gentlemanif he were
such an ardent advocate of the principle of uniformity,
would have come down with a measure to make the law uni-
form. Has he proposed to change the law as it exists at the
present time ? He admits that there is not uniformity, but
the hon. gentleman says that the present diversity should
not be increased. That is not a question which should
influence us for a moment. The question is, is there a griev-
ance, and will the Bill remedy the grievance ? My hon.
friend who introduced this Bill, and who bas had extensive
expei ence in these matters, says it will. The hon. member
for Monck (&Ir McCallum) says it will; the hon. member for
North Essex (Mr. Pattersc.) says it will ; my hon. friend
from West Lambton (Mr. Lister) says it will. Every hon.
gentleman in this House from the Province of Ontario who
is experience in this matter, whose constituents are inte-
rested in this subject, approves of this Bill; and the hon. the
Minister of Justice says: No, I will not favor it, because it
does not give us uniformity throughout the Dominion.
Well, Sir, uniformity is an excellent thing if we do not
sacrifice the public convenience, and the practical necessi-
ties of the country, to uniformity. There is diversity in
our circumstances, and I can easily conceive that a vessel
situated on the lakes may be in a wholly different
posiTion from one situated in the Maritime Provinces.
But I do not care how that may be. This I do know,
that I think under a fair construction of the British
North America Act, we ought to have had no Imperial
maritime courts in this Dominion, after this Parliament was
organised. The Irperial Government have, however, taken
a different view, and they have contested our right to legis-
late on the subject of maritime law ; they have contested
our claim to theestablishment of maritime courts. The
Minister of Justice say-s that we can alter the jurisdiction of
there courts; wo ean give themr powers they do not at pre-
sent possess; we can alter the procedure, and so on. But
the Imperia] Governmont have taken a different view, they
have denied our right, and the hon. gentlenn himself
bas said that they have promised Imperial legislation,
for -abat purpose? To abandon the jurisdiction they now
claim.

Mir. THOMPSDN (Antigonish). I did not say anything
of the kird, and I think the hon. member tor Bothwell
(Mr. Mills) knows perfectly well I did not.

Mr. MILLS. I know what the hon, gentleman said.
le said the Imperial Government had agreed to legislate
on the subject.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). For the purpose of with-
drawing their courts-not for the purpose of changing their
jurisdiction.

Mr. MILLS. No; but transfer jurisdiction from the
Imperial Parliament to this. The hon. gentleman knows
Ibis: If it were perfectly elear, according to their view,
that we had jurisdiction, then that would have power to
superFede their courts. There cai be no doubt about thai,
and if the hon. Lentleman says they are logislating for the
purpose of withdrawing their courts, does ho pretend to
say that if a court is sitting under the Imperial Act, we
have power under the law, as it now stands, to alter the
jurisdiction of that court so sitting ?

Nir. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I say we not only
have power but that we have done it in fifty difforent cases
which the hon. gentleman bas voted for and seen euforced
in the courts day after day and week after week.

Mr. MILLS. Well, if the hon. gentleman will specify
so that I can understand his contention, I will be botter
ableto say, whether I agree with him or not. My

M[r. M-a-

opinion was when the British North American Act was
carried, that it was intended wc should have power to
croate maritime courts. I know there was correspondence
on the subject between the Imperial Government and the
Government of Canada, and I know the lmperial Govern-
ment denied that right. They maintained they had no
intention of terminating their maritime jurisdiction which
they contend should be continued thrcubout the Empire,
but they have seen that we forbore to exetcise any power
to create courts, which, at all events, would have only
co-ordinatejurisdiction, and would not have superseded the
Imperial courts already existing in the Dominion. But,
however that may be, the hon. gentleman has here to-night
contended for the principle of uniforiity. He bas proposed
to sacrifice the interest md the conv,ýnience of the popdla-
tion in the Province of Ontario to this.rule that ho calls
the rule of uniformity, and we have called the attention of
the committee to the fact that there is no uniformity at the
present time; that the wants of the community were taken
into consideration when this coirt was constituted, and it is
with reference to the practical mischiefs that exist at the
present time that my hon. friend has proposed this
legislation.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I do not wonder at all
at my hon. friend's surprise, but I really think his surprise
was not at my statement or arguments, but at his own-
I shall not call it misrepresentation, of my arguments, out
of respect for the conmittee -but his misapprehensions-I
use that term for the present at any rate -of my argument.
I think the committee will unanimonsly agree with me
that I would be justified in using a stronger term when I
remind the committee that the hon. gentleman represented
me as submitting to the committee that the law should not
ho changed because we were not ready in the Maritime
Provinces to have it changed. I am sure that in this whole
committee there is not one gentleman present-and I in-
clude the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Milis), in that
statement-who imagines [ presented any such argument.
My argument, whether sound or unsound, was that this
Bill was one which had found its way to the present stage
under the title of a Bill to alter the jurisdiction of the
1,tritime Court of Outario, by conforring on that court
the right to adjudicate on certain claims; tbat it was
now proposed at this stage to change its character, not
merely as to the maritime jurisdiction of the court, but as
to the right of suitors in the court, and the right of property
owners, which came within the jurisdiction of the court,
no matter what part of the world they come from. I did not
propose to consider whether it was ad visable or not advisable
to alter the general law which prevails now throughout this
Empire with regard to liens of this description. I proposed
to defer any argument upon that branch of the question
until we had a Bill before us which honestly invited us to
consider it. When that Bill is before us, I shall direct the
attention of the House to the principles by which that law
has been regulated so far, and the principles which have
induced persons in the British Empire, who have devoted
at least as much consideration and experience to the settle-
ment of this queFtion as the hon. mem ber for Bothwell
bas been able to do, to corne to the conclusion that
it is unwise to e tablish, as against vested interests
and settled contracts, a m9ritime lien or a statutory lien,
in favor of one par ticular class of'creditors, when the owners
of the ship upon whose credit the supplies or repairs have
been given, reside in the country; in other words, to give
the contractor a different set of rights altogether from those
which hoecontracted for, and unon the faith of which
the debt was incurred. These were the principles on which
I undertook to oppose the Bill passing another stage. I
did not oppose it on the ground that everythiug was uni-
form heretofore. On the contrary, I admitted that the
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judges of the Vice-Admiralty Court in the Lower Provinces titie this Billbears, and by what pretence it bas corne0to
-if you will the registrars-if you will the bailiffs-if you this stage-to have the maritime law o1e0way in one
will the women who sweep the courts-are appointed by section of the country and another way in anetber section;
one jarisdiction, while in Ontario they are appointed by1se that the moment a veFsel cores te Canada, which is
another; but I did submit to the logical sense of this com- recegniscd as one of the gr'at maritime powers of the
mittee that that was not a reason for changing the rights of world as regard ber mercantile marine, a ship is te be
property, the procedure of the courts, and the rights of subjeet te one kind cf law in one setion, end to another
suitors therein; whereas, the hon. member for Bothwell, law in another; and I am sure that argunent 15 fot at al
by bis misstatement, not to say misrepre.entation, of my affected by the simple circumstance that alroady we have
argument, puts the case this way before the committee-that the fact, undesirable as it is, thut in one section of the
because those judicial officers are appointed by different country there is an Imperial judgc and in another
authorities, they should have different jurisdictions, and dif. section a Federal judge, The good senso ef the Parliament
ferent systems of adjudicating between the rights of suitors of Canada has ah ealy pronounced thut although ibat may
who come before those respective courts; and all that in bh undesirable, both tho Imperial jadge and the Fodeval
respect of a matter, which more than any other matter judge shah administer the samo law. To tell me that
should be dealt with in a uniform manner by the law of becanse one judge is an imperial judgo andthe ether a
Canada, because it is that branch of our law in respect of Dominion judge we should make tie rights of suitors and
which more than any other we attract attention abroad. the status et the vessels that sail the waters et'Canada
With regard to the ViceAdmi'ralty Courts, I understand that diflerent, is simpiy te pervert the argument, and net te
the hon. gentleman has some peculiar view, which may offer throw any ight en the question ut ail. Whether 1 ar
some reason for bis misinterpretation of my position upon right or wrong in the i I have urged, 1 submit that
that subject. I did admit that the judges of the courts of those views wero net accurately stated by the hon. metber
the Maritime Provinces are appointed by Imperial author. for Bothwell, wheundortook te reply te thcm.
ity, and that they are Imperial courts. The hon. gentle- Mr WELDON. The besat my bon. friesd has
mon, however, went so far as to endeavor to represent me made as to uniformity, lie mudu ju8i.now. 11e muid that
as stating that in consequence of that it would be impossible Acts were passed by the Parliament cf Canada giving power
for us to make the law uniform; at any rate, he sought tote the Vice-Adriralty Courts with respect te Customs and
drag the argument that far. He sought at least to drag the
argument this far, that because the judges in the Vice- revnue uY ipres e w stat tbe ad hatjisdic.
Admiralty Courts are appointed by Imperial authority, the tn eere; but Cna a staet;andliitise,
Parliament of Canada cannot pass any law affecting their thatiomePrimenti C oa histari. tiot ve
jurisdiction. I called his attention to the fact that the Par- turisdctifn fr in th e CUULtiOutasjo. crored
liament of Canada had already done so. In repeated ti laofifenity itexjresdicten babeuratd
instances, notably those relating to the collection of Customsbtis arhiaentitserL hregard tkebaonchesdic-
penalties, jurisdiction bas been conferred by the Parliament Custems and revenue laws, wicb, ho sayH, it has givon to
of Canada on the Vice-Admiralty Courts, although they the Yice-Admiralty Courts cf the MariLime Provinces. 11e
are Imperial courts. aiso speaks of thoir being Imperial courts. In the otier

Mr. WELDON. They had that before. They have Provinces the judges, 1 beieve, have boen se fai' apoînted
always had that. by tus Dominion, and the power cfseiecting tie juigas of

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonis). They d nt before ice-Admiralty Cous is wvsted in GvernontMr. HOMSON Antgonsb).The- bd no beoreof Canada. It it3 truc, that is net the case in the Province
the jurisdiction I have referred to, which was specially con- ef Nova Scota, because 1 balieve that under the Imperial
ferred on them by Statutes of Canada passed m ithin the Act, the chief justice of Nova ScoLla us the judge ef thc
last few years. The right of the Parliament of Canada Admiratty Court, and tint lu New Brunswick and Quebe
to pass any such Act was contested in the Supreme Court the case is diffrent. In Quebec Mr. Irvine is the judge of
of Nova Scotia, and that court took the view which has tic Admiralty Court. Theretore, there is not uniformity lu
been so profoundly urged by the han. member for Bothwell this case, tic admiralty judges in Quebec and New Bruns-
t -night. It declared that the Parliament of Canada had wick beirg appoited by the Canadian Geverument, whiie
no right to alter the jurisdiction of Imperial courts, and if lu Nova Scotia tie appointmeutis made by thc huperial
that view is right, of course the ion. member for BothwellGovernmcnt.
is right to-night, that we cannot attempt to make the law
of Canada uniform, and that we must submit to the humili- Mir. t heMsN (Antienisi oTb oeiQ c
ating spectacle of seeing the Maritime Provinces, as well as
the Province of Quebec, governed by the maritime law of Mr. WELDON. Tic appointments may bc subjecte
Great Britain, which is good enough for the greatest mari- confirmation by tic Imporial Governint, but ticy are
time power in the world, but is not good enough for some made on the recommendation of tus Goverumert.
section of the country for which the hon. member for Both- Mr. TIOMPSON. No.
well wants a special law. But in the case I refer to, of
the Queen vs. Flint, the appeal was reversed by the r. WELDot .WeIn derstoo se, utI u'te
Supreme Court of Canada, which practically decided that wr
the Parliament of Canada has power to confer on those witi regard te those appeintments and arc tiey net made on
courts any jurisdiction it pleases, or to regulate the way that tic recommandation of the Dominion Government? Thera la
jurisdiction shall be exercised from time to time, in other anotier point. The only argument my ion. friend put for-
words, that the Imperial courts are established and ward is tint tus Billwill make a differont jurisdiction with
organised in the country and its judicial officers appointed regard te vessels coming te tic country; but as regards
in the country, by Imperial authority, but that the right of breacies ef tic revenue and Custom laws thora is a bread
the Parliament of Canada to make use of those courts or to distinction, and wc migit go turther. IE aise says it
regulate their jurisdiction is not in any way affected or pre- budhchauge cotrts and r t cxistinit
judiced, and exists much in the same way as it does
with respect to the other courts. Therefore, that branch appiy te any daim now accrued.
of thcP4k l. b.1 d if ith res ect to the whole Mr. MICALLUM. IL us'no' for a Inyman totake part

Coutry ad tereor iLlaundsirbl-levig sidewht soi tat thegment ha vessel comes topuCanada, whichois

viie aw can De macie uni orm wiu puiu vl- ui
country, and therefore it is undesirable-leaving aside what(i in an argument of this kind, which is purely a legal one;
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but I would ask: What had we in Ontario before we got
the Maritime Court, because the jurisdiction of the Vice-
Admiraly Court only extended to Lido water? We had
therefore in Ontario to have something or other to enable
us to collect our debts. Of course uniformity is ail very
well, if the hon. Minister would only tell us when we are
going to have it. Are we to suffer in the meantime by
having to go to the registry office where a vessel is regis-
tered, and see whether there is a mortgage on her and who
is the owner, before we eau furnish ber with provisions
and supplies ? Is it not reasonable that the builder of a
vessel should have a claim on her for ninety days and that
the one who furnishes equipment and supplies should have
a claim on ber for ninety days, after which, if ho did not
protect his claim, ho would only rank the same as any other
creditor ? That is the case now, if I understand the mari-
time law aright. This Bill mentions only the managing
owner, but I would like to have the master included as well,
because ho is in charge of the vessel. Suppose a vessel goes
from here to Port Arthur and gets into trouble and loses
some of her rigging, and the master wants a new supply,
how is ho going to get it ? Is the merchant to send to the
port of registry to find out who is the owner or whether
there is a mortgage before furnishing the supplies ? This
Bill is in the interests of the owners themselves. In
salt water, a vessel going from port to port, can obtain any
supplies or have any repairs necessary made, through the
master, since hoecan give a bottomry bond on the vessel
for the amount, and then proceed to sea again, but on the
lakes the case is different. The hon. gentleman talks about,
the difference in laws existing on the Lower St. Lawrence
and on the lakes, but very few inland vessels go to sea at
all, so that the difference cannot affect sea going vossels.
With reference to his remarks about Vice-Admiralty Courts,
why we had no court at all in Ontario until we got this
one, because the jurisdiction of the Vice-Admiralty Courts
only extend to tide water. We can collect from American
vessels our debts now, and we want to have the same
power to collect from Canadian vessels. If the owner lives
here and there has a mortgage on his vessel, the master of
the vessel ought to be in a position to put his vessels in
proper shape to go to sea, without putting the man who
lurnishes the supplies under the necessity of looking to the
registry office to find out who is the owner.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). My hon. friend (Mr.
McCallum) really misunderstood me. I did not say
the Vice-Admiralty Courts should have jurisdiction in
Ontario. Ail I ask is that vessels should not be
governed by different laws in the one Province from
those which govern them in another. It is reasonable
that a man who builds a vessel should have a lien upon
it, and if ho wants one hoecan have it, By the laws of
Canada, the moment the keel is laid the builder eau take a
mortgage which shall cover every additional dollar's worth
of property put in the ship. If a man wants a lien for
repairs, ho can get it by asking it before furnishing the
repairs. The object of this Bill is to give one class a right
for which they have not asked or bargained, in respect of
advances which they made on the credit of the owners
alone.

enter into a controversy with the hon. gentleman on any
such lino. I beg, however, to say that the observations ho
has made with reference to thejurisdiction of the courts, the
illustrations ho gave are not quite pertinent. We bave
given in election cases jurisdiction to the provincial courts,
and our right to do so was contested, but it was confirmed
by the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council. But to
give a court additional jurisdiction is .one thing and to
change the jurisdiction of a court, to take away the power it
already has, to decide that the rights which existed in a
particular form shall be varied, is a wholly different thing.
The Minister of Justice bas spoken of the Vice-Admiralty
Courts of the Maritime Provinces as if they were Canadian
courts, as if the Imperial Governmont appointed the judges
and had no other connection with them. 'l ho Vice-Admiralty
courts are the creation of the Imperial Government, and not of
this Legislature, and so far as they are created by Imperial
Statute, and so far as jurisdiction is given them by that
Statute, we cannot alter their jurisdiction, unless the whole
power to deal with the subject were transferred from the
Imperial Parliament to this one. The Imperial Parliament
maintain, both with regard to the question of the creation
of Vice Admiralty Courts and the question of merchant
shipping, that these subjects are still subjects of Imperial
legislation. And when the Merchant Shipping Act was
amended in 1876, the Imporial Parliament contended that
we had not the power to deal with he subject. It was
made a matter of controversy. Sir William Vernon Har-
court entered into a controversy with the London Times
upon this subject while the mat ter was before Parliament,
and Lord Carnarvon, in a despatch which the hon. g' utle-
man will find in the Department of the Secretary of State,
denied the right of the Parliament of Canada to logis-
late upon that particular subject. So that, so far as
the Vice-Admiralty Courts are concerned, they are
the creation of the Imperial Parliament under an Imperial
Statute, and so far as jurisdiction was given to them, we
have not, under their interpretation of our constitutional
authority, the power to change the law in that particular.
I pointed that out, and, when the hon. gentleman said that
the Imperial Government proposed legislatioli, I certainly
supposed that they proposed it for some other object than
simply to withdraw their power of appointing the judges
of the Vice-Admiralty Courts. I supposed-and I think no
one who will consider the law as it now stands can come to
any other conclusion-that, if the Imperial Governmont
intended to confer upon us any power, it must be moLe than
the power of appoiting the judges, it must be the power
to croate courts to exorcise vice-admiralty jurisdiction-a
power which we could not effectively exorcise now, so long
as the establishment of these courts is vested in the Impe-
rial Government under the Imperial Act now in force.

Mr. PATTE RSON (Essex). I think the point of the
matter is that, when the Ontario Maritime Court Act was
passed, it was passed to remedy grievances which were
complained of by the people's representatives bore, and the
gople's reprosentatives complain to-ight and tell the

inister of Justice that there are serions grievances still
existing, and that this measure would be a partial remedy
for them. I have not heard any member who represents aMr. MILLS. The hou. gentleman has made an imputa- constituency bordering on the inland waters of Ontario

tion against my hon. friend of having brought forward a oppose this Bill, except the hon. momber for Simcoe, who
Bill under false pretences,- opposes the measure because ho has not had time to consider

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I beg your pardon, I it, though last Session ho supported a measure which went
did not. much further, For years we have been put off in our

endeavors to obtain a remedy for these grievances. We
Mr. MIL LS-of having brought forward a Bill with a have had ministerial platitudes year after year. We have

misleading title, and ho has told us, with regard to legisla-j not had a Minister of Justice in this louse, and, however
tion, such as proposed by my hon. friend, that ho eught to much we may admire the ability and the uniform courtesy
have come forward honestly, with an honest title to his Bill of the hon. gentleman who filled that position, we did not
and not one calculated to mislead. I do not propose to : have him here. Now, having the Minister of Jnstice in

Mr. McCALLUM.
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this House, we did not think, coming here with reasonable
grievances, representing our constituents in this matter-
sud I may say that I feel very strongly on the subject, and
that I represent people who feel very strongly on the
subject-we did not expect that we should - find the
Minister of Justice obstructing this legisiation, taking
advantage of technicalities, and talking all round the subject
as he has done to-night. We were promised by the Govern.
ment in former Sessions that uniform legislation would take
place, and no possible interpretation, such as the Minis.
ter of Justice puts on it to-night, could be taken from what
was stated to us. It was distinctly stated that the Imperial
Government would legislate in such a manner that we should
have jurisdiction over the maritime courts; but, if it is to
be merely the power to appoint the judges ourselves, and
not to have additional legislation, it was no answer at all to
the demands that were made in those former Sessions. In
i ogard to the principle of uniformity, which is said to be so
desirable, I do not see that it is applicable to this Bill at
all. The classes of vessels navigating our inland waters,
and the purposes for which they are used, are entirely dif-
forent from the sea-going vessels. The principle of this
Bill has been recognised by the Ontario courts. in the
Mechanics' Lien Act, and I do not see that any injustice
will be done to any class by extending that to the building
or repairing of vessels. I cannot see on the Government
orders any measure of equal importance to the little Bill
which has been brought in by the member for North Grey
(Mr. Allen); and I trust that, if the Minister of Justice
insists on voting this down, supported by gentlemen who
do not understand it, we shall have this Session some other
moasure of a similar character.

Mr. ALLEN. 1 desire to make a personal explanation. I
am charged with acting dishonestly with this Bill. I deny
the charge and I leave it to the House to judge whether.[
have acted dishonestly or not. I represent one of the
largest shipping ports in Ontario. The town of Owen
Sound has the largest shipping yard and the largest dry
dock in the Province. Perhaps we do the largest shipping
business of any town in that Province. The solicitor
of the dry dock company handed me this Bill. I am not a
lawyer; I do not pretend to understand law. I merely took
charge of this Bill in the interest of shipping in this House.
About the time-I think the same day or the day before-
this Bill got the second reading, I received a letter from the
solicitor of the dry dock company in Owen Sound stating
that an amendment was needed to make this Bill operative.
To show this House that I did not act dishonestly, that I
did not try to smuggle this through, that I did not try to do
anything underhand, I may state that I handed the Minister
of Justice the letter I received from the solicitor. I also
handed him the Bill, with the amendment I desired to add
written at the bottom. Was that acting dishonestly or like
a smuggler? lie received that, and one of the reasons, and
the principal reason, why that Bill has been allowed to
remain so long on the paper, was to allow the Minister to
examine the amendment and to be prepared for it when it
came up. I ask the flouse if that is smuggling a Bill
through. I wilI not submit to the imputation from any
gentleman in this House, no matter who he is or what ie
is. I emphatically deny the accusation.

Mr. TIIOMPSON (Antigonish). I desire to add one
Word of personal explanation. The hon. gentleman must
certainly have misunderstood what I said if he supposed
that I said that he had got the Bill thus far dishonestly.
My hon. friend from North York suggested that in order
to meet my objection as to want of uniformity we should
add a few words to this Bill, making it applicable to ail the
Provinces of the Dominion. I said: "iThen what about the
title?" "Well," he says, "we can change the title too."
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Then I said: "If you did that the Bill would have been got
thus far under false pretences "-not at all in reference to
what the hon. introducer had done, but in reference to
the change proposed in the Bill making it applicable to
the whole Daminion, changing both its title and purport. I
had no idea whatever of applying that observation, which
was upon a supposititious case altogether, to the hon. mem.
ber's procedure with regard to this Bill. It is true ho was
kind enough to submit to me in writing a statement that
ho would move to amend the Bill in this way in committee.
It is aiso true, however, that lie only conveyed that intima-
tion to me after the Bill had been read a second time, and
it is only twenty-four hours since I asked that it stand over
until I could examine his amendment. I believe that the
Bill is framed simply in the interests of the dry dock com-
panies of Ontario, and not in the interest of the country
generally.

Mr. MULOCK. The Minister of Justice has doue, of
course, what is quite proper in trying to remove any mis.
understanding, but I may remind him that when ho made
lis criticism of the character of the Bill, so far as I recollect,
it was in the direction complained of by the lion. member
for North York.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I did state that the
Bill ought to bear an honest title, but I made no personal
reflection whatever against the introducer of the Bill.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I think it is very unfair this
Bill should be quashed now. I move in amendment that
the committee rise and report progress, and ask leave to
sit again.

The CHIAIRMAN. Yon cannot move that amendment
now.

Mr. MOCALLUM. I would not like it to go to the
country, that in this flouse I was advocating the interests
of the dry dock mon. I am hore in the interest of the
people of my county, and not of any dry dock mon.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIRT. I may add, that hav-
ing had a good deal to do at various times with gentlemen
connected with the business of supplying articlei to ship-
owners, I know, as a matter of fact, that the objects my
hon. friend proposes to obtain are matters of great interest
to al those parties in almost every shipping town through-
out the Province of Ontario. I am not going to continue
the argument, but that is a matter of fact, and it is not
right, or fair, or correct, to say that tbis Bill is promoted in
the interest of a dry dock company, or any other corpo-
ration.

The Committee rose without reporting.
Sir HECI'OR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to; and (at 11:25 p.m.) the louse adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TnuaSDAY, 8th April, 1886.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs.
FIRST READING.

Bill (N. 87) to incorporate the Columbia Valley Rail-
way.-(r. Tapper.)

HUBERT HÉBERT.
Mr. LANGELIER asked, Whether Hubert flébort, Re-

vising Officer for the Electoral District of iontmagny, is
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the same person who holds the position of Station Agent of
the Intercolonial at St. Thomas; and, if so, what steps have
the Government taken in order that the service of the
railway may not suffei while the said Hubert Hébert is
engaged in the preparation and revision, both preliminary
and final, of the electoral lists for the said district ?

Mr. POPE. Yes; this is the same person, but he has
retired from the service of the railway, and a new station
agent has been appointed.

EDMUNDSTON TO RIVIÈRE DU LOUP RAILWAY.

Mr. WELDON asked, Has any application been made
to the Government for the subsidy given for a railway from
Edmundston to Rivière du Loup, or Rivière Ouelle, and by
whom; and bas any contract or understanding been made
or entered into with any company for the construction of
this railway, and with what company ? What is the esti-
mated cost per mile?

Mr. POPE. Yes; an application has been made by the
T i..onnf 0 -Q -- --

look at clauses 5 and 6 of the Bill he will find, on compar-
ing those clauses with the law as it now exists, that they
appear to come into collision with it. It is not proposed to
amend the law as it exists, but these are new enactments
altogether. It is very difficult, in Committee of the Whole,
where you have to refer to the existing law and compare it
with the provisions of the Bill, to deal with the matter
intelligently, and I am perfectly satisfied that this Bill will
receive much more justice and will be made much more per-
fect and consistent with the law as it now prevails if my
hon. friend from Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) will consent to
refer it to a select committee, which would take the trouble
to make it as perfect as possible. Section 5 of this Bill
proposes to make it a misdemeanor to take, or cause to be
taken, a girl out of the possession of her father, and
against the will of her father, for improper purposes. Sec-
tion 54 of our own Statutes declares that:

" Whosoever fraudulently allures, takes away or detains a woman
under the age of twenty-one years, out of the possession and against
the will of her father and mother, or of any other person having the
lawful care or charge of her, etc., is guilty of felony."

,-L«miscoua aii y Ca[uompany, but no contract has yet Section 5 of this Bil only makes tbe person s0 chargedbeen entered into. $18,000 per mile is the estimated cost guilty of a misdemeanor. It appears to me that the two
of the road. sectionscome somewhat into collision. This Billdoos not

S. C. D. ROPER. propose to amend the law, but to croate a new onactment
altogether. One would require to examine very carefully

Mr. COOK asked, Is S. C. D. Roper in the employment into the mattor and seo that these provisions are not incon-
of the Government? If so, in what Department? What sistent, and that we do not weaken the law. The same
is his salary, and what is the nature of his services? applies to section 6 to a considerable extent. Whoever

Mr. CARLING. Mr. Roper is employed in the Statistical detains a girl against ler will for an immoral purpose is
Branch of the Agricultural Department, temporarily, at 82guilty of a misdemoanor. Now, on referonce to our own
per day. Statute, we find that whoever detains a girl is guilty of a

RETURNS.flony, and section 56 provides that-
RETURS. IlWhosoever unlawfully takes or causes to be taken any unmarried

girl being under the age of sixteen years out of the possession and
Mr. MCMULLEN. I moved for the following return against the will of her father or of any other person having the lawful

on the 4th Mardl: - care or charge of lier, is guilty of a midemeanor."
lot. The name of each porion on the superaanuation lst on the firet I do not know wheter the hon. gentlemn ias given

of January, A.pD. 1886. sufricient attention to the Bil and las compared it with the
2nd. The date at which each of such persona was superannuated. existig law, but it appears to me that to vake the Bill
3rd. The amount paid into the superannuation fund by eaih person perfect it requires some considration and reflection, and to

now on the lewt.
4th. The total aiount p aid to each person now on the superannua- compare thecoxisting law witi the proposed law f my hon.tion Uist up to the firet ogJannary, 1886. friend from Norfolk (Mr. Charlton). Thorefore, my own

That rturn lias net yet corneu w d opinion is that, however desirable it may be to pass the
feonynmain portion of the Bil , it would hemuca botter that then ir.. Iic laN. Tn to ist son ianoces.Bill shoeuldve hrefrred te a select commttee composed ofgentlemen who are accustomed to deal with questions of

Mir. PA[UERSON (Brant). 1 moved for a retura of the this kiud, in ordor that tliey may go over it carefuhly, ex-
report of the inspectors te whorn samples of fleur te be amine its provisions, compare thom with the existing law,
upplied the Indians wre submittod. and make them as perfect as possible. Ther are some

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I wihl enquire about it. othr provisions in this Bill which I do not approve of but
which could be discussed in Committee of the Whole, sucih2nr. MULOCK. When may we expeet the return ordered as thi seventh clause of theo me. That, howver, 18 a matter

on the 4th March, which I had the lionor of moving for, which could ho discussed without difficulty in Committee ofregarding the sufficiency of the food suppy to the andianso? the Whole, because it does not come in conflict with any
Sir hECTOR LANGEVIN. I will enquire about it. existing laws in this Dominion of Canada. There is another

difficulty wich requires consideration. The offence which
PROTECTION O F WOMEN AND GIRLS. is croated by the first section of this Bih is fot now a

crinminal offence at aill Thore is a civil remedy for tat
n r. CHARLTON moved that the iaouse rosolve itsolf wrong. l t is not proposed to eaboeish tpat civil

into Oomrnittee on Bill (No. 20) to punishseductign and remedy.n f course that could not be douetiere,
Mri.ke offPncs and te make frther provision for the pretec. but it is proposed te make tat a criminal offence, ex-

tion of women and girls. that the victim would ho hable to twi penalties, one fer the
civil wrleg, and ta perfec a misdemoaner, ferthe crime

ir. CAMERON (Huron). I do net rise for the purpose which it is proposed te croate by this Bi. Io think it
ef epposing the iBill, because Iarn in favor of ifs principhe migiho possible te place this clause in such a position
but I would suggest that it ho referred te a select commit- that a man ceuld enhy ho convicted, se te speak, once fer
tee. The Minister of Justice will know, on referring te the the sare offence; that, if criminal procoedinges are taken
Bi, that there are some very important clauses in it. It againt him, and ho is incarcerated fer two yers, or wiat-
proposes tecroate so e new offences, and to a large extnt ever time may be fixed, noother proconedicgs should ho
is taken fCem the Engli. Act pssed lat Session, but in taken against him. I armnont propared te say now how far
som respectsitdiffers Nwiftdiffculid be done, but I think the Minister of Justice wil

Mr. LANGELIR, o the Ho, getle isl tog ci
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agree with me that it is difficult to deal with these matters
in Committee of the Whole House, of which the majority of
the members are laymen. I thereforo suggest that the Bill
should bu referred to a select committee, which I believe
could btter deal with it than a Committee of the Whole
House. I would suggest that the Minister of Justice and the
member for North Simcoe should be on that cormmittee.

Mr. CHARLTON. I regret that the hon. member for
West Huron (Mr. Cameron) has seen fit to make the sug-
gestion he bas, that this Bill should be referred to a select
committee. The reference of the Bill in this manner
would, in all probability, mean its burking for this
Session. The Bill may have imperfections, but I think
there are none so radical as to prevent their being dealt with
in Committee of the Whole. The difficulty occurred to my
mind, and t thought it better, instead of referring the Bill
to a special committee, to consult the Minister of Justice
himself, and by his kind permission, I have done so, and
amendrnents have been suggested by bim which I think
will make the Bill acceptable to the House and even to my
hon. friend from Huron. With reference to the fifth and
sixth clauses of this Bill, I do not know that either of them

member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) that the stockholders
would not go into an operation of that kind, because there
was no apparent margin of profit. Now, I wish to explain
to the House that the margin of profit will consist, in the
first place, in the difference in the amount of Dominion bille
issuned by the bank and loaned out upon mortgage security,
and the amount of interest that they have to pay to the
Government on the bonds which are given in exchange for
these bills when the Government is called upon to redeem
them. I also propose that the stock shall not consist alone
of mortgages upon real estate, but it may consist of gold,
specie, or any other equivalent, in the same manner as
other banks, and that there shall be so much paid-up stock
before any bank is chartered under this Act. The amount
of that paid-up stock will be a detail for consideration. I
propose also that this bank shall have power to loan, to a
small extent, to farmers only at a higher rate than 5 per
cent., that is, not upon mortgage security, but upon note
security. I wish also to surround them as far as possible
with every safety that can be devised, and I propose that
they siall only loan to those farmers who are known to be
of good standing.

is objectionable or essential to the Bill. The fifth clause An hon. MENIBER. They will not need to borrow.
could be expunged if it were inconsistent with the existing
law, and I think the sixth clause could be amended in such Mr. ORTON. I will show you how thuy may needsmali
a way as to make it acceptable. The Minister of Justice sums. Sometimes farmers may ruquiru smulsuma to lire
bas heard the objections of the member for Huron, and he labor, to put in their suud or to harvest it, or they may
knows what the member for Huron does not know, what desire to meut tumporary bosses by fire, or bosses of cattie,
anendments are to be proposed ; and 1 will leave it to the or other embarrassments to which they may bu subjected. I
Minister of Justice to decide whether the proposal of the propose that this bank shah take the place of the ordinary
mem ber for Huron should be adopted or not. private banks of the country. Thosu private banke, as wo

are ail awaru, borrow monuy largely from the ordinary
Mr. TIIOMPSON (Antigonish). It is quite correct that banks at 7 Pur cent., and they are oliged, in ordur to obtain

the hon. member who introduced this Bill was good enough a profit, to have a much higher rate than 7 pur cent. when
to have a consultation with me, and I suggested to him thuy ban it to the farmers for those tumporary purposes I
some armendments for which I only am responsible. I know have referred to. I also propose, by this Bil, Vo permit
that there are many differences of opinion in regard to this thuse farmurs' banks to ban inoy at the same rates as
matter, ard I would personally prefer that the Bill should othur banks, at 7 pur cent., but only insmall amounts, such
go to a special committee, if the hon. gentleman is not con- an amount as le commonly ruquirud by farmers in sucl
vinced that that would result in the defeat of the Bill by operations as I bave indicatud. I think tbere is no doubt
lapse of time, which I think would not be the caae. Itht this systen of banking will resuit in a gruat deal of
stated to him yesterday that, although I would not ask to profit Vo the stockholders. Farmers wilI take stocks by
have it so referred, I would desire it, and, as the suggestion mortgaging thuir fans, and get an interest upon that
bas been made ard it is a question of great importance, 1 capital that ie at present locked up in their im-
will say that I tbink ail such Bills as this are butter con- provud farme, and those who do not require Vo
sidered after investigation by a special committee. I think, borrow money can thue bucomu stockbolders in
as one member of the House, that it would be preferable to farmers' banks and receivu an income upon their capital.
refer it to a special committee. An objection was aho made that the Government should

Mr. CHARLTON. In bowing to the decision of the neyer assume such a responsibility as Vo issue Vo the people
Minister of Justice, which I have no doubt is correct, I may Of the Dominion, notes redeumablu in bonds upon mortgagus,
ask, parenthetically, if delay is occasioned by the reference, because theru la a certain amount of risk. WeIl, we are
that the Government will be kind enough to allow the Billi awaru that suchisecurity ie to-day the vury beet seurity
a chance to be considered by the House, as it might not be that can bu obtained. I bave in the Billpravidud means
reached in the regular order of business. I move : for ascurtaining accuratuy the vaiue of the farm, and the

That the Bill be referred to a Special Oommtttee consisting of sondness of the tîtie; thurefore, 1 Vhmnk the amount ofrisk
Messrs. Thompson (Antigonish), Caagrain, Patterson (Essex), Cameron the Government would run wouid bu comparatively at,
(Huron), Ourran, Temple, Shakespeare, Hilliard and the mover. bucause the banks would becomerusponsible to the Govera-

Order for Committee discharged, and Bill referred to ment for the paymunt of thesu bonds. Those banke will
Special Committee. noV bu incorporatud, until thure je a large amount of

stock paid up, so that thre security is almost absobutely cer-
FAR.N OR REAL ESTATE BANKS. tain. Why, Sir, we have now before the Committue on

House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole further Immigration and Colonisation a gentleman who was engagud
to consider certain proposed resolutions to provide for the in sttitg the Noruh-West with Mennonites, under a plan
granting of charters to farm or reai estate banks. by whicb the Government loaned to Viose Mennonitea

(In the Committee.) large sumi0f money, $95,000, to assist them in settling our
North-Wust, and it bai bcen a very succusqful venture. Bat

On resolution 3, the Govrnment fret secured themselvus by b nde given by
Mr. ORTON. Before proceeding to the concluding reso- certain farmuis in tie county of Waterloo, and tiat tis

ations, I wibh to make a few remarks as tothe object I have ope-ation turned ont very successfully indeed. Those
in view, and to answer some objections that have beenMipnonitrs are toay prosperoui people, and many
raised against the Bill that is proposed to be fonnded upon have hecomo wealthy, and in tie course of anotier year
theee resohutians. It was strongly urged by the hop, it A uppoed that thy il b abe tapay off ail thi
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indebtedness. That is a case in point where suoh kind of
aid may be of immense value in the settlement of our new
country; and, in the same way, the temporary accommodation
that would be afforded to farmers through the operation of
this bank,will be the means not only of settling up the land,
but of aiding those farmers who are now living upon im.
proved farms to compete with the outside world in the
European market. Of course, Mr. Chairman, it isegenerally
conceded that the primary object of monetary legislation is
the convertibility of the bank notes. Under this Act that
convertibility is absolutely secured; the notes issued by
the Government are convertible into Government
bonds; those bonds have their market value and will com-
mand gold at exactly the price of the credit of the Domin-
ion of Canada. Another benefit that I claim is the absolute
protection to the public against any loss. Another advan-
tage is that the foreign drain, when excessive, can be met
without any strain upon the business of the country, by
borrowing at the lowest possible rate of interest, and
the amount required to be borrowed the lowest possible sum.
That would be a very great advantage to the country at
large, and would reduce the amount of money we are
required to borrow from abroad, because to that extent it
would reduce the annual drain on our people in the shape
of interest. Another benefit is that it secures that the rate
of discount for foreign exchange be uniformly kept at as
low a rate as the actual credit of our country will warrant.
It does not interfere with, but rather strengthens the position
and usefulness of the more purely commercial banks of the
country. The Dominion Farmers' Bank notes will not
depreciate, as the public would not keep out of circulation
any more than was absolutely required for the transaction
of their business. The bonds represent the gold basis, and
whenever too large a circulation of Dominion Bank bills
exist they are converted into bonds, and bring the owner
interest on his money. If gold is required for foreign
demanri, the Government bonds are the cheapest and readiest
means of obtaining that gold or its foreign equivalent, and
will be used for foreign exchange, as it can always be con-
vertible, at the current value of Dominion of Canada credit,
into gold or its equivalent in any foreign country with
which we trade, so that, practically, the Government will
seldom, if ever, be required to pay in specie, and
consequently gold will accumulate instead of decrease
in amount in this country, which appears to be the
tendency at the present time. It provides a nego-
tiable security in which the humblest economiser who
has saved $10 can invest and receive interest therefrom. It
provides a means of distributing amongst the borrowers of
money on first-class mortgage-security, a share in the pro-
fits made by the transactions of these farmers banks. It
provides the wealth producing class of our 'country with
facilities for carrying on their industry at the lowest pos-
sible rate which the credit of our country will permit. The
result will be a benefit to all industrial classes by keeping
labor employed at remunerative prices. It will afford a
powerful aid to the settlement of our vast tracts of pro-
ductive soil and prevent settlers from being handicapped
by loans at exorbitant rates. I think that is a very impor-
tant question for Parliament to consider in settling up our
arricultural lands, namely, that the new settiers will be
prottcted, &bs far as the Government can protect them, fromj
exorbitant rates of interest. To-day,before the Agriculturali
and Immigration Committee, a fact was stated, which is1
known to members of the House, that the loan societies are1
not lending money in the North-West at the same rate asi
they charge in the older portions of the country, chargingi
in the North-West seldom less than 10 per cent., lu a few i
instances 8 per cent. I mention this as one 1
matter which ought to receive the very seriousc
consideration of this House at the commence-1
ment of settlement in a new country. Another1

Mr. ORTON.

benefit I may mention is, that the system I propose will
stimulate healthily the development of our mineral, timber,
fisheries, and other national resources by attracting the
capital of those who desire high rates of interest in that
direction, instead of being used for usurious purposes, and
tbereby will increase the home market for farm produce as
well as manufactures. Those are some ofthe advantagesIclaim
for this Bill, and I have yet to meet with any a -guments
that can be fairly advanced as reasons why farmers' banks
should not be established. I have pointed out the extra-
ordinary benefit of the system on the continent of Europe ;
and no more remarkable example could be found than that
of France where, previous to the inauguration of the Crédit
Foncier, the rate of interest for loans on farm lands was 12
per cent., whereas the rate has been reduced to 3, 4 or 5 per
cent. That was brought about by the action of the Crédit
Foncier, founded on principles similar to those embodied in
this Bill; but I desire the farmers' banks in this country to
be backed up by the credit of the Dominion as well.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think the time is
surely now come when the Government will give the flouse
some information as to the course they propose to pursue
with respect to this important question which has been
raised by the hon. gentleman who has just taken his seat.
I need not say that the Minister of Finance will see himself,
in glancing at the resolutions, that transactions to the.extent
of hundreds of millions of dollars may be involved under
these resolutions, and, no doubt, the Government will have
maturely considered them and be prepared to announce
what conclusion they have arrived at as to the policy set
out in them.

Mr. McLELAN. The Government have not corne to the
conclusion to adopt any policy embodied in these resolu-
tions. I understood, the other day, the proposition was to
send them to the Banking and Commerce Committee to be
discussed there, and to hear the views of the various gentle-
men selected to represent that interest upon that com-
mittee, and to have them generally discussed. The Gov-
ernment have not agreed to adopt any principle in them ;
these resolutions have not been discussed by the Govern-
ment as resolutions embodying any principle to be adopted
by them, and they have not come to any conclusion, nor do
I think they will very hastily come to the conclusion to
adopt them. Lt may be desirable, it is but due to the hon.
gentleman who introduces them, that they should receive
the consideration of the Banking and Commerce Committee,
and I think, without the House being committed to the
prineiples involved, they should go before that committee.
I think that was the understanding arrived at, the other day,
that the resolutions should go to the committee, without the
flouse being pledged to the principles embodied in them.

Mr. MILLS. The statement of the Finance Minister
would show that Ministers are in the clouds-that they
bave no opinion on the subject. Here is a question which
would seriously affect our banking institutions-in fact,
change the whole policy of our circulation, one which
would affect the interests of the Government to the extent
of millions; and yet the Finance Minister tells us that the
Government do not yet know their views on the question.
If we are to draw any conclusion from the hon. gentle-
man's statement, it is that the Government have no opinion
on the subject. They have admitted they have not yet
become capable of forming an opinion, and they wished to
be advised by an important committee of the House. That
is certainly a very extraordinary position for the Govern-
ment to take upon a question of such magnitude. This is
a question upon which the Government ought to have an
opinion. It is a duty they owe to the House. They have
other duties to discharge besides occupying the Treasury
benches and receiving the salaries of Ministers. It is their
business to inform themselves on questions of this
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kind, and to take the responsibility of determining
what the policy of the country shall be on the
subject. The Finance Minister says the Government
have no policy upon the subject ; they have not yet come
to any conclusion. The hon. gentleman doubts whether
the Government would adopt the views of the promoter of
these resolutions ; he thinks they ,would be very slow to
accept the policy embodied in them; and yet the time of
Parliament and the time of the Committee is to be taken
up in discussing a measure and a policy that would be of
the utmost importance to this country, and the Government
have no opinion on the subject. I wish to say a word, Mr.
Chairman, with regard to the ob3ervations of the promoter
of these resolutions The bon, gentleman bas presented to
us a scheme, and ho tells us ho is going to provide in these
resolutions for the taking of a larger rate of interest than 5
per cent. under certain cireumstances. When the loans
are precarious, when the security is not of the highest order,
thon these banking institutions, when they are established
under this arrangement, are to ba allowed to take a higher
rate of interest than 5 per cent. The hon.'gentleman told
us, the other day, that these parties were to mortgage the
real estate of the country to the extent of half its value,
and this security was to be the capital upon which these
banking operations were to be carried on.

An hon. MEMBER. Part of it.
Mr. MILLS. If there is any other, I do not know of it

I wish to point out that the hon. gentleman assumes that
these parties who pledge their real estate for the purpose
of furnishing the means to carry on these banking opera-
tions to the extent of half its value, will receive 5 per cent.
on the balf, or on all the value of the real estate, and ho
went on to tell us that each farmer who went into the
enterprise would receive this 5 per cent. on half the value
of bis property. That assumption is based on the theory
that the whole of tho capital of the bank is to continue for
all time in circulation. I would like to know what bank-
ing institution in the world can show any such result as
that. Who are to be the borrowers, the debtors of these
banking institutions ? The agricultural population, the
population who fur nih the capital by pledging their pro-
perty as the basis of this circulation, and those people are
supposed to be in such needy circumstances that they are
going to borrow to the extent of half the value of all the
farming lands in the Dominion of Canada, if all the farmers
are going into the enterprise. Unless that were the case,
unless they borrowed to the extent of balf the value
continuously of the whole of the agricultural lands of
the country, then no such profits could be derived as the
hon. gentleman has mentioned. I say it is a very extra-
ordinary scheme that the hon. gentleman presents, and it
is very extraordinary that the time of Parliament should
be taktn up, and, in addition, ibat the time of an important
committee of this House should ho taken up with the dis-
cussion of this scbeme, when the Government will not
assume the responsibility of saying they favor it-will not
assume the responsibility of saying that if the House and
the committee are disposed to favor this scheme, they will
in the end accept the responsibility of promoting it. Now,
Sir, if the Government wish, as the bon. Minister bas
vaguely hinted, to kill the proposition of the bon. gentle-
man, it would be botter they should do it here, than that
the time of the Committee should be taken up with its con-
sideration, and that it should then be killed after a consid-
erable portion of-time has been spent to no purpose.

Mr. HESSON. It would appear that the hon. member
for Bothwell (Mr. Mills; is not in favor of this measure, and
that ho is not going to render any assistance towards per-
focting a measure which appears to be called for by a large
number of the people of this country. Now, I should have'
supposed that the hon. gentleman could have seen sufliciept

-71

1886. 578
-1:1

advantage in this Bill to the most hard-working and the most
important part of the citizens of Canada, to have made some
valuable suggestions to perfect a measure which 1 believe,
and which ho must conscientiously believe, if it can be put
in a good working position, would be of great advantage to
the farmers of Canada. The bon. gentleman wants to make
it appear that it is a most uireasonable proposition to sup-
pose that all the farmers of Canada will mortgage their
farms to the extent of half their value for the purpose of
lending it out at 5 per cent. It was nover supposed that
all the farmers would agree to do this. In the first place,
all the farmers are not in a position to take advantage of
this Act, so as to become parties likely to receive interest
from the investment they make, when they involve their
land under mortgage. Unfortunately, only a portion of the
farmers of Canada are in the happy position of being able
to say that their land is froo from mortgage or
liability of any kind whatever. Now, if that happy
portion of the farmers of Canada can take advantage of
their position and say that their farms are free, and that
they are willing that those farms should be placod as a
basis for a circulating medium to loan to the other more
unfortunate portion of the farming population, who, as is
well known to every hon, gentleman preseut, are now com-
pelled to borrow at high rates of interest-I say if that
class can put their property in as a basis of circulation,
instead of the specie upon which the Government may fur-
nish a circulation, and if they can lend it ont at 5 per cent.
instoad of 7, 8, 9 and 10 per cent., which they have to pay
in some instances at present, then I contend that there will
be an advantage to both of those classes so great, that one
would think it would be sufficient to induce the hon. gen.
tleman to have given us the benefit of bis intelligence upon
this very important question. The hon. gentleman seems
disposed to find fault with the Government for not express-
ing their views on this question. This measure bas been
biought before the House for the very purpose of asking
the intelligent assistance, not of the Government alone,
but of hon. gentlemen wbo are equally as capable of form-
ing an opinion as to the wants of the public as mombers of
the Cabinet are themselves. I hold that there is not a
gentleman in this House who does not represent equally,
with regard to his own constituents, as much respon.
sibility as the members of the Cabinet do themselves in
their individual capacities. Such being the case, I think
opinions might well be discussed and formed bere, and if in
the multitude of councils there is wisdom, I should have
hoped that the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), who
bas had a great deal of experience in the legislation of this
country, and who is frequently capable of throwing impor-
tant light on the discussion of questions in this flouse,
would join us in endeavoring to produce a measure which
would be advantageous to the large and important class
who are most deeply interested in it, instead of throwing
cold water on a measure which is intended to benefit them.
I see no reason why this measure might not be made to
work successfully. I repeat what I said on a former occa-
sion, that I have not a high opinion of the basis upon which
the banking institutions of Canada are established to.day-
the specie basis-as being the only really satisfactory basis
on which bauking might b döne in the country. We know
perfectly well that the large trade which is done in Canada
to-day, if you put it on the basis of the specie which is held
basis of about 87,000,000, though the trade reachos an
by the chartered banks of Canada, is being done on a
aggregate of hundreds of millions of dollars. Now, if
they are capable of doing that on the basis of $7,000,000,
may it not be done by fairness on a security which I hold-
and I challenge any hon. gentleman to deny it-is a botter
security than the specie on which the bank circulation is
based. May not farmers also accomplish some good purpose
for their own particular class, whom we alil feel anxious to
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help, and whom wo all sympathise with in their difficult
position fiom time to time when they find their crops fail-
ing and largo liabilities maturing. 1 do not wish to see this
matter thrown aside, nor do I desire that the Government
should immediately take up the question, or until they have
received a more honest expression of opinion upon it from
the representatives of the people of Canada in tbis House,
as to what they believe would be the effect of such legisla-
tion and the advantages to be derived from it by the par-
ticular class for whom it is devised. I do not profess to
adopt all that the introducer of these resolutions proposes.
I do not suppose any Bill an be brought before the House
that could not be improved to a considerable extent if
referred to a committee; and the mover of this Bill from his
standpoint may ask for provisions to be inserted in it which
might be properly considered by the majority to be ont of
place in the Bill altogether. I am not prepared to say that
it is desirable to giveo even a f armer the privilege of borrow-
ing on a note unless it is secured by collateral security, or
that the chartered banks should not be secured in the same
way. Seeing that the stockholders in such a bank would
have a clear dividend of at loast 4 per cent. net after paying
all expenses out of what is now dead capital in their estates,
they might fairly bo asked to lend to the unfortunate farmer
who has to borrow, either on mortgage or notes well secured
by collatera!s, at the low rate of 5 per cent. instead of 7 or 8
per cent., as is charged by the banks at present. I hope
that this matter will go before the Banking Committee,
that it will e fully discussed, and that gentlemen on both
sides of the House will declare their views on it. It is a
very important measure indeed-so important that I have
no doubt the Government will be obliged, eventually, totake
hold of it; and if any member of this House goes before his
constituents, and places honestly before them the mannerin
which bank transactions are conducted under our present
system, and the proposition at prosent before the House, I
ven-ture to say that rine ont of ton of the intelligent electors
will say, "God speed your measure." I am satisfied that the
adoption of this measure would be a very important stop
towards enabling the Government to provide and protect
the circulation. As I have before pointed out, it is at the
basis and foundation of the success of this question that
until the chartered banks of Canada are deprived of the
privilege now enjoyed by them of circulating thoir own
promises to pay, and the Government substitute the circula.
tion of Dominion of Canada notes for them, the Govern ment
cannot divest itself of the responsibility of providing for
that circulation as they now provide for the Government
circu!ation of S$15,000,000. Every hon. gentleman who has
investigated the returns made from time to time by the
chartered banks of Canada, must know that the Govern-
ment are to day in the unfortunate position that the char-
tered banks of the country can lock up the whole of the
Government issue by substituting their own notes for
Dminion notes, keeping them in circulation; and they
could come any day and clean ont the Government's whole
reserve of specie, which is only 82,000,000 or $;4,000,000. I
say, therefore, that the only course for the Government to
take is to require the chartered banks to give
up their circulation, and to substitute for it a
straight circulation of Dominion notes. That will do away
with the practice of the banks holding Government notes,
as they are holding four-fifths of them to-day, by which we
loIe the benetit of weir and tear, and the banks hoid the
Dominion notes as specie ; they are compelled bv law to
hold 40 per cent., but they hold more than that for their
own convenience. I strongly favor this Bill, and I think
there is intelligence enough in this louse to give the
people that advantage which it is designed to confer upon
them.

Mr. C HARLTON. It is incomprehnsible to me, Sir, if
the Government ar fnot about to adopt the principle of

Mr. HEssozi.

issuing incontrovertible currency, that they should allow
discussions of this kind to proceed in this House without an
expression of thoir policy. If they desire to foster and
promote the manufacture of a sentiment of this kind to the
extent that will warrant them in departing from what the
whole financial world consider to be sound principles, they
could not take a botter course than they are now taking-
that f silence.

Mr. ORTON. This is not incontrovertible currency.

Mr. CHARLTOŽ{. The Finance Minister says the Gov-
ernment have not agreed to adopt that principle. That
may be true, but the Government have given no expression
of opinion upon it, and I[hold that if the Government have
an opinion on what is the true basis of financial circulation,
it is their duty to manifest that opinion when a question of
this kind is under discussion. The Minister also tells us
that ho proposes to allow the hon. gentleman who has
introduced this Bill to refer it to the Committee on Banking
and Commerce. Well, the more this question is discussed
and the more attention it receives from the members of this
House, the more danger there is of a departure from the
sound financial basis on which business is done, provided
that basis is sound. The hon. gentleman who last spoke
says the Bill would be of great advantage to the farmers.
If I thought it would be advantageous to the farmers, as
my constituency is composed of farmers, I would support
it. I have no doubt the hon. gentleman who last spoke,
and the hon. member for Centre Wellington, are both very
earnest and honest in their support of this measure; I give
them full credit for earnestness and honesty; but I believe
they are radically mistaken. The hon. member for North
Perth tells us that this Bill is brought before the fHouse to
elicit the opinions of men who know as much, if not more,
about financial questions than tbe Government of the day.
Well, judging from the silence of the Government, perhaps
ho may be justified in casting that reflection on their
knowledge of financial questions. He tells us-and ho ho-
trays in that expression the whole animus that controls
both himself and the mover of these resolutions-that ho
bas not a very good opinion of the specie basis; ho does not
believe it is the proper basis for banking business. The
whole scheme revolves itself into a proposai to adopt a
banking schemo that will do away with specie payments
in this country. It is incontrovertibly fiat money under
disguise. If the Minister of Finance bolds the opinion I
do as to the danger of this principle, ho would not fail for
a moment to give expression to the opinion and to the
wishes of the Government in regard to this matter. The
hon. member refers to the small specie basis in this coun-
try. I am free to confess that the specie basis held by the
Government is dangerously small, but it has hitherto
served the purpose. We have not suspended specie pay-
ments; our notes h ive been rodeemed in gold,
and they have maintained a high character as currency.
[t may be true the basis is too small, but
that is not au argument that it should be doue away with
all together; on the contrary, if it points in any direction,
it points in favor of increasing the specie basis and strength.
ening the hands of the bvernment in this respect. The
first resolution of the hon. member for Centre Wellington
laments the drainage of money from this country for the
payment of interest, and proposes this scheme as a cure to
that evil. I think [ couLd suggest to the bon. gentleman a
scheme that would work moru advantageously than this,
and that i-4 to cease accumnlating the debt, to cese piling
up liabilities against the Governmont, requiring everyyear
a larger drain for the purp'se of paying interest on the
public debt. The second rdsolution provides that Dominion
note. shall be exchanged for m rLgages redeemable in Gov-
ernment bonds based upon such mortgages,or bonds drawing
4 per cent. interest; that is, that the Governcnent shall be
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obliged to issue its notes in exchange for mortgages given
for real estate, under the conditions of this resolution. The
mortgages are to be for not more than half the value of the
real estate mortgaged; but we have in other countries, where
real estate has been uscd as a basis of banking, the fact that
great abuses exist through over-valuation, and there is no
guarantee that the Government would not exchange its
notes for mortgages on real estate given for more than the
worth of the real estate.

Mr. HESSON. Does that not apply to over-valuation of
real estate in cities and towns ?

Mr. CHARLTON. I said that mortgages placed on real
estate, under the provision of these resolutions, that are to
be taken by the Government in exchange for their notes,
issued to the parties giving the mortgages-I said that
while the resolutions provide that these mortgages should not.
be for more than half the value of the real estate, yet over-
valuation could be resorted to, and there was no guarantee
against frauds on the Government of that kind, namely,
that the supposed one-half value of the land would be really
in excess of the value, and the Government would find itself
issuing bonds on mortgages really worth less than the
amount of the issue. The hon. gentleman proposes to es-
tablish land banks having as their capital stock these mort-
gages which are to be exchanged with the Government for
Dominion notes and specie. He says, when challenged on
this point by the hon. member for South Ruron (Sir Richard
Cartwright), that the land mortgages would be a part of
the capital only. In the very circumstances of the case,
the land mortgages would be the sole capital of the bank.
Banks would be established based upon these mortgages
given on real estate and passed over to the Minister of
Finance in exchange for Dominion notes; these banks
would proceed to do business on these notes, and no pro-
vision is made or contemplated for their redemption by the
banks. The notes are to be redeemed by the Government.
As I have said, the Government reserve of specie is
altogether too small; it is dangerously small for the issue
at present, but if we adopt the scheme which may lead to
the issue of scores of millions of Dominion notes in exchange
for possibly worthless mortgages, the Government will be
unable to provide a specie reserve sufficient to actually pro-
vide for the redemption of its notes, and we will have
reached a period of irredeemable currency. That is the
inevitable result that will follow the adoption of this policy.
The danger that menaces us in this direction is
very grave. Already we are heavily burdened
with debt; this would greatly increase the bur-
den, and if we were to attempt, after incurring these
obligations, to retrace our steps and enter the way of
economy, it would be impossible to stop short before we
had increased our debt many millions. If matters go on
as they have been going on, the financial necessities of the
country will be a strong inducement to some weak-kneed
Finance Minister, if we should ever have one, to issue floods
of Dominion notes, so as to tide over temporarily the diffi-
culty ; and if once we enter on this course, the end will be
financial ruin. We will be unable to maintain the char-
acter of our currency, when we are unable to redeem
it in gold, and the door will be opened for disasters and
evils that every student of history can well understand ;
but that, doubtless, the hon. member for North Perth (Mr.
Hesson) and the hon. member for Centre Wellington (Mr.
Orton) may not be aware of. This scheme for the estab-
lishment of land banks that is launched upon us has not
the charm of novelty. It does not belong to this year, or
this generation, or this century. We have heard of land
banks being established long ago.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. John Law's was the
first.

Mr. CHARLTON. . Their projectors promised that they
would work wonders, and they never failCd in any instance
to entail financial disaster. I will read for the benefit of rmy
hon. friends a little extract from a standard work on his-
tory : England, by Macaulay. The circumstances related
here occurred in the year 1691, some time ago. He says :

"Some pamphleteer maintained that a national bank ought to be
under the direction of the king. Others thought that the management
ought to be intrusted to the Lord Mayor, aldermen and common council
of the capital. After the Revolution the subject was discussed with
animation before unknown. For, under the influence of liberty, the
breed of political projectors nrultiplied exceedingly. A crowd of
plans, some of which resemble the fancies of a child or the dreams of a
man in a fever, were pressed on the Government. Pre-eminently con-
spicuous among the political mountebanks, whose busy faces were seen
every day in the lobby of the House of Commons, were John Briscoe
and Hugh Chamberlayne, two projectors worthy to have been members
of that academy which Gulliver found at Ladado These men affirmed
that the one cure for every distemper of the State was a land bauk. A
land bank would work for England miracles such as had never been
wrought for Israel-miracles exceeding the heaps of quails and the
daily shower of manna There would be no taxes; and yet the exche-
quer would be full to overflowing. There would be no poor rates, for
there would be no poor. The income of every landowner would be
doubled. The profits of every merchant would be increased. In short,
the island would, to use Briscoe's words, be the paradise of the world.
The only losers would be the moneyed men, those worse enemies of the
nation, who had done more injury to the gentry and yeomanry than au
invading army from France would have had the heart to do. These
blessed effects the land bank was to produce simply by issuingenormous
quantities of notes on landed security. * * * The specula-
tions of Chamberlayne on the subject of currency may possibly find
admirers even in our owu time.'

They do. It seems a couple of their admirers in that
line are in our House of Commons.-

"Thoy insisted on referring Chamberlayne's plan to a committee -
and the committee reported that the plan was practicable, and would
tend to the benefit of the nation. But by this time the unîted force of
demonstration and derision had begun to produce an effect even on the
most ignorant rustics in the House. The report lay uunoticed on the
Table, and the country was saved from a calamity compared with which
the defeat of Landen and the loEs of ihe Smyrna fleet would have been
blessings."

In after years a land bank was established. This was two
years afterwards. Macaulay says:

" But the united force of reason and ridicule had reduced the once
numerous sect which fellowed Chamberlayne to a small and select com-
pany of incorrigible fools. Few even of the squires now believed in his
two great doctrines: the doctrine that the State can, by merely calling
a bundle of old rage ten millions sterling, add ten millions sterling to
the riches of the nation; and the doctrine that a lease of land.for a term
of years may be worth many times the fee simple."

Well, the bank was established, it was to loan not less than
five hundred millions sterling to landholders at 4 per cent.
It went into operation, but it failed to make the loan to the
Government which it stipulated to make, and it failed to
make the loan to farmers, and it proved an ignominious
lailure, though it was less injurious to England than any
similar scheme was to any other country.

Mr. HESSON. Come to something later.
Mr. CHARLTON. Yes, I am coming to something later.

The hon. gentleman evidently does not believe in the
maxim of a very wise old man who says that there is
nothing new under the sun. Now, 'we come down to the
year 1716, when there was a land bank established in
France by a gentleman of the name of George Law. He
advocated, as my friends do to-day, the idea that land was
as good a basis as gold for the issue of currency, and his
views were adopted by the French Council. A royal bank
was established, a land bank, and it issued currency based
on State lands and State property.

Mr. HESSON. Confuscated lands.

Mr. CHARLTON. No; my friend is wrong. We are
coming later to the confiscated lands. The bills of George
Law were issued on the basis of State lands and State pro-
perty, and issue after issue was made until the Bank of
France had issued 3,000,000,000 franc-. This was followed
by wild speculation, and the Mississippi scheme was one
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characteristic result of that speculation. In four years,
the speculation ran its course, and that was followed by
general collapse. The whole thing went to rin, the notes
of the Bank of Fra ce were worth no more than waste
paper, and George Law was a fugitive from justice. Then
we come to the event which is evidently floating around
dimly in the memory of my friend from South Huron.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Not South Huron.
Mr. CHARLTON. I ask the hon. knight's pardon; I

mean the hon. member for North Perth (Mr. Hesson). In
1789 the Government of France, though they had a terrible
lesson before them in the failure of the scheme of George
Law, were asked to issue bills based on land. They shrunk
from doing it at first, but they were advised that, by being
careful and avoiding over-issue, they would be perfectly
safe. They had confiscated the Church estates, and they
had a large basis of land and property to go upon, and they
issued assignats based upon the Church estates and other
property in France. First they issued 400,000,000 francs,
and then 800,000,000 francs more, and the more they issued
the less became the purchasing power of the assignats and
the greater the necessity to issue more. Then they issued
600,000,000 francs more, and by 1792, three years after the
first issue, the issues amounted to 3,400,000,000 francs.
There was great distress, and it was said that a man went
to market with a wheelbarrow full of money and
came back with a market-basket full of what ho bought
with it. The Government officials had to resign, as their
salaries were not sufficient to purchase the necessaries of
life, and the Government could scarcely be carried on. In
1795, 100 francs of assignats were worth only 5 sous.
Then mandats were issued, one franc representing 30 francs
in assignats, and these were at a discount very quickly, to
such an extent that it took 1,000 mandats to buy one, so
that 30,000 francs of assignats were worth only 1 franc
in silver. The scheme failed, the fabrie crumbled into ruin,
and the results to France were more disastrous than all the
consequences of the wars she passed through from the time
the French rebellion broke out to the time that Napoleon
was made a prisoner and sent to Elba. History abounds in
similar instances of Lhe rain that results from the disregard
of sound financial principles. The American colonies issued
money payable in Spanish mill dollars, but though it was
to be payable, it was not payable for the time being. These
issues of Continental money were made to such an extent
that great financial disaster followed, and finally the whole
issue was obliterated and was never redeemed. It was
worth no more than paper rags. I might multiply instances
of this kind. We have instances to-day. We might point to
the South American States or to Turkey, and the sickest thing
about Turkey is her sick financial state, her irredeemable
currency. We might point to Russia also. But I will not
refer to these cases. I will only point to the United States.
During the civil war, the Northern States carefully abstained
from an over-issue as far as they could do so, and their
greenbacks were based upon a promise to pay in gold, and
were ultimately paid in gold, and yet, in 1863, those green-
backs were worth only thirty-four cents on the dollar, and
the result was great derangement of business and financial
distress. The Confederacy issued scrip promises to pay,
and, before the rebellion was subdued, their notes were not
worth four cents on the dollar. This louse has already
pronounced on the question of irredeemable currency, but,
this land bank scheme is a move in that direction, a con-
cealed and dangerous move in that direction, and the
Government ought to pronounce an opinion upon such
an important matter, The issue of an irredeemable
currency is dangerous, and history shows that it is
dangerous, there is no case in all history where a nation
has departed from specie payment without disaster result-
ing from that departure. As to money, one would think,

Ir, CHARLTon.

to hear hon. gentlemen speak, that we had no money in
this country. Why, the fact is that the banks are unable
to circulate the money which they have. They are trying
every means to put that money into circulation, and money
can be borrowed from the banks for six per cent., ai d in
large sums possibly for five per cent. They cannot get circu-
lation for the money which is now in their vaults. What
sense is there thon in flooding this country with irredeemable
and worthless trash when we have plenty of good money
for all the wants of the country, and a reserve of more if
we desire to use it ? Some gentlemen seem to think that
there is a short cut to fortune. Men are looking for the
philosopher's stone whieh will turn base metal into gold.
Men are trying to escape the results of the primai
curse which declares that they shall be obliged to earn
their bread by the sweat of their brow; but we
cannot possibly escape from these conditions by
visionary schemes for increasing wealth. We can-
not get something for nothing. If you are going to
attain to value, you must give something valuable for it.
The object of our friends here is to get money cheaply. No
doubt they cau do it, but it will be a cheap and worthless
kind of money. These visionary schemes for getting
money cheaply are always worthless. A warehouse receipt
may be a legal tender for the amount of grain it represents ;
a land warrant may be good for the number of acresof land
it calls for; a receipt for a certain amount of pig iron is
good for the quantity of iron it calls for; but none of ail
these representations of value are convertible into other
values. For 3,000 years, aye, for 4,000, the world hias
adopted a convertible medium, which lias stood the test of
time, and every attempt that has been made to substitute
something else for it has been a dead failure. Gold and
silver, at an early date, were adopted as representations
of value, something interchangeable into anything
else. A warehouse receipt could not be made that;
stocks, grain, or any other kind of property
are not interchangeable and convertible into other
kinds of property, and for this reason gold and silver serve
admirably the purpose of a medium of exchange, and noth-
ing else does it. No scheme of banking can be adopted
that will substitute something else for specie as a medium
of exchange, a basis upon which currency shall be issued,
and no such schemes as proposed eau be successful. Of
course, land scrip or anything of this kind may be issued
at a certain value, and the fluctuation of its value carry it
down below par. That is a difficulty that al kinds of
representations of value are subject to, exoept gold and
silver. They are an absolute and sure standard of value.
As such they cannot be changed, and there is nothing elEe in
the line of property yon can suggest that cannot be changed.
Other things will fluctuate in value, personal property of
ail kinds will fluctuate in value, and for this reason alone
nothing but gold and silver are a proper basis upon which
to issue currency. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the Govern-
ment will not allow a discussion of this kind to proceed, a
discussion that threatens the very basis of the finances of
our country, without giving some expression of their
opinions upon the very grave and important question as to
the proper basis for banking, and the proper mode in which
the business of this ought to be transacted.

Mr. O'BRIEN. I am not going to enter into a discus-
sion of banking itaself, as it is a subject I do not pretend to
understand, but I wisli to point out to the mover of the
resolutions the great danger there is in setting up the
farmers as a distinct clas in this community. I utterly
deny the proposition that the farmers are, or ever can be,
or ought to be, a distinct class in this community. The
hon. gentleman talks about the legal profession, but
that sneer is not applicable to me. Lawyers are not a dis.
tinct clas in t1hs community; lawyers are workingmen
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just like the rest of us, as well as the doctors and other
professional men in this country. In point of fact we are all
workingmen in this country; we all stand exactly upon the
same footing. The farmer is not only a manufacturer, but
he is also a trader. Therefore, whatever sound economical
principles may be applied to other trades and professions,
are equally applicable to the farmers, and to attempt to set
up a system of finance for the farmers specially would be just
as absurd and dangerous as to set up a separate
system of law, or social custom, or anything else
for the farmer. He must stand or fall with the rest of
the community. I admit that in this agricultural country,
as in almost all other countries, the produce of t.he land
must be the ultimate basis of wealth, but beyond that the
farmer's relations to all other classes of the community are
just the same as those of any other class. I have perfect
c nfidence in the integrity of the hon. member for Centre
Wellington (Mr. Or ton) in bringing in these resolutions, but
I believe he is the victim of what might be called an inno-
cent, but a very dangerous fad. I would not like to apply to
him an expression which was once used by the celebrated
Dr. Dunlop with regard to responsible Government-per-
haps some hon. gentleman here may remember it; I do not
apply the expression to my hon. friend, nor to any of those
who advocate the scheme in this House, but I say it is a
scheme to which, so far as I can form an opinion of it, that
expression might be applied-"a trap set by knaves to
catch fools." I entirely acquit the promoters of these re-
solutions of any such idea. I believe they are extremely
mistaken; but, at the same time, a man's mistakes, though
perfectly innocent, may be exceedingly dangerous, and I
think that nothing eau be more dangerous than to attempt
to lead the farmers of this country to believe that there is some
patent process by which they can be made rich. Their gen.i
eral opinion is, I believe, that they have to stand or fall withi
the rest of the community, and I think any attempt to make1
them think otherwise must end in disaster and result most1
disadvantageously to those who bring in such a scheme as1
that now before the House. It is, I have no doubt, a cheap way1
of gaining popularity in a rural district, to devise a scheme1
by which the farmers may apparently get rich without
working. 1, for one, might just as well take advantage of
this scheme as the hon. members who support this resolu-
tion, as I also represent an agricultural constituency. But IE
have no confidence in the scheme, and putting aside its
merits altogether, putting aside the possibility of having a
land bank, I believe the attempt which is being made to
put the farmers into a special class, having special interest,1
and requiring special legislation, is one likely to work great(
evils in this country, and it is on that ground, mainly, thaté
I express my opinion on this matter; and as being the rep.1
resentative of an entirely rural constituency, I might be1
supposed to have an opinion on the subject. and at the same1
time be afraid to express it.1

Mr. ORTON. I merely want tò reply to the remarks1
made by the hon. member for 1North Norfolk (Mr. Charl-1
ton). This is not the first time the hon. memberhas treatedi
us with the identical same speech-at least, the identicalt
same arguments, the identical same references, about cer-c
tain bubble sechemes in England and on the continent. Sir,8
he commenced his argument by stating, without any1
ground, that the scheme before the House was on a simi-i
lar basis. Now, I deny it altogether; I deny that the 1
scheme I propose is in any sense one for an inconvertibleE
currency, or in the direction of asking for an inconvertible1
currency. On the contrary, I have laid down the fact that1
it is, beyond all dispute, a carrency convertible into gold, butk
with the interventioa of bonds, and those bonds can be used
by our people. People who have money in the banks, instead
of allowing it to lie idle, can, if they like, investit in these1
bonds. There will only be so much of this money in cir-1

78

culation as is absolutely required by the business of the
country, because, so soon as there is more in circulation than
is required, it will be converted into bonds, and if gold is
required these bonds will be converted into gold. Why,
how do the loan societies of this country obtain their
money ? Do they not obtain their money to loan
out on the same principle ?- those loan societies in which
the hon. member for West Durham is a large stockholder,
and I have no doubt other hon. members in this House are
large stockholders in loan societies. How do they get their
money ? Why, Sir, a large portion of that money is ob.
tained by converting mortgages into bonds and selling
those bonds in the English market for gold or its equiva-
lent. I propose that this plan should be adopted in the
most economic manner in order that the farmers shall have
directly the money they require for their operations, and no
more. It is absurd to talk about the farmers borrowing
more than they require ; they will not do anything of the
kind. I say that the basis of this banking scheme is far
superior to the basis of our present banking scheme. We
find to-day that the banks of Canada virtually control the
Government of Canada. They hold twelve millions of the
promises of the Dominion of Canada in their vaults to-day,
and any day they can come to the Government and de.
mand gold for those notes. Sir, do you mean to
tell me that that is not a great power to give to
any one institution ? I mainain that this will be
the means, to a large extent, of removing the danger
which now exists in our present banking system. Instead
of increasing the public debt, it will result in decreasing
it. A large amount of the bonds will be absorbed by
our own people, and they will borrow only as much as
they require for their business. I desire to point out the
absurdity of the remarks of the hon. member for Simcoe, in
regard to land banks in England and France. We know
that those banks entered into all kinds of speculative opera.
tions-they were not confined to lending money on farming
lands. In my proposition I seek to confine their operations
to the legitimate industry of farming, and not in specula.
tion in railways and in Mississippi stocks.

An hon. MEMBER. Hear, hear.

Mr. ORTON. An hon. member says, "hear, hear," in a
sneering way. If the hon. gentleman would try to grapple
with the question ho would show more respect for the con-
stituency which has sent him here. I have mentioned that
all those land banks in France entered into speculations,
the building of railways in foreign countries and in their
own country; and it thas b'ecame an entirely different
system from the one I am asking this louse to consider.
In France, Germany, aussia, and in almost every conti-
nental country, sncb banks have been established, and
they have reduced the rate of interest to 3 or 4
per cent. for farmers who require to borrow to carry
on their operations. The hon. member for Muskoka bas
treated this question and myself to a certain amount of
ridicule. The hon. gentleman spoke about my laboring
under a delusion. If he had given the same thought
to this question as I have, ho would have the same
delusion. He spoke in that manner, because I venture to
say he bas not given the question a moment's consideration.
If he were to visit the library and read the works on ban k.
ing business he would know the principles of money legis-
lation, and he would find that my Bill is based on the
soundest principles laid down by all writers on banking
legislation. He told the louse that it is a scheme of
knaves to catch fools. Hle did not say that the bon. mem-
ber for Perth (Mr. Heson) and the hon. member for
Centre Wellington are fools, but by innuendo ho would lead
every one to believe that there is some knavery ut the
bottom of this scheme. There is no snob thing. There is
nothing but honest dealing, and it is proposed that these
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banks shall lend money on the best security offered in the
world, and on the same principles, though in an improved
degree, as those which control many of the present finan-
cial operations. I have purposely provided in the Bill a
means by which farm property cannot be mortgaged to its
full value. I have provided that satisfactory evidence
to the Treasury Board shall be furnished in regard
to the value of land covered by every loan. In
the county of Wellington we have an accurate valuation
by valuators appointed by the County Council, and it is
known that that valuation is not an excessive one. I pro-
pose there shall be some means of obtaining an exact
knowledge of the value of the land upon which the Govern-
ment shall issue their notes to farmers' banks. Further, I
propose that the title shall be looked into by properly
appointed legal authorities, such as will be satisfactory to
the Treasury Department. With respect to the charge that
I am endeavoring to catch cheap popularity, I desire to say
that, though it is not directly charged against me, yet it is
made by innuendo. I remember a similar charge was
brought against me when, year after year, 1 sought to
induce the Government to impose a duty on American pro-
duce which came directly into competition with that of our
farmers in our home market. Does anyone now believe
that I then sought to gain cheap popularity, or that the
result of my action has not resulted in benefit to the
country ? 1 maintain that the adoption of my proposal
will result in an equal or greater amount of good being
done than was donc by imposing a duty on American farm
produce, and it cannot be denied that the imposition of
those duties has resulted in an immense benefit to our
farmers, and that it has given them our home market.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman who has just taken
his seat appears to feel very deeply the slight amount of
ridicule which was cast upon him by the hon. member for
Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien). He seems to have imagined, that
the hon. gentleman wished to insinuate that he and bis
assistants in promoting this measure were knaves. I did
not at all so interpret the remarks of the hon. gentleman.
He quoted a proverb-" a trap set by knaves to catch
fools "-applied to a similar case, but I rather under-
btood him to hint that he was afraid the hon. gentleman
and bis friend behind him had been caught in a trap by
some other designing parties. That was the impression
produced on the House by the remarks made. But he says
now that he is accused of trying to obtain cheap popularity,
and that the same accusation was made when he urged the
imposition of duties on American grain coming into this
country. That accusation was made. I do not suppose
that charge against the hon. member for Centre Wellington
is any stronger now than it was then ; the evidence that he
was trying to obtain cheap popularity is as strong now as
then. The question is whether he obtained cheap popu-
Jarity or not. As to that I cannot say with any positive-
ness; I do not know that he is any more cheaply popular
than he was in 1876-77-whether his popularity is cheaper
or dearer. I am certain, however, that the Canadian grain
which he wished to protect is very much cheaper now than
it was thon.

Mr. HESSON. If the duty was off, it would be cheaper
still.

Mr. CASE Y. If the bon. gentleman wants to claim that
it is the National Policy that bas affected the price of grain,
he is welcome to all the benefit he can get out of that con-
tention. We are not, however, discussing the National
Policy now.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Rear, hear.
Mr. CASEY. I notice that hon. gentlemen opposite are

very glad when I leave that subject.
An hon. MEMBER. Or any other.

Mr. O&TON.

Mr. CASEY. My hon. friend saysI: "Or any other."
Well, Sir, I do not deny that I have always thought myself
a somewhat powerful debater, but I did not know that 1 was
so universally feared by hon. gentlemen opposite. Coming
to the matter particularly before us, the hon. member for
Centre Wellington (Mr. Orton) denies that this scheme
leads to an inconvertible currency, because the currency
which he proposes is to be redeemable in bonds to be issued
by the Government, and these bonds are to be redeemable,
as 1 understand the scheme, in the mortgages which are to
form the capital of the farmers' banks. If I am not correct
in that statement, I hope the bon. gentleman will signify it.

Mr. ORTON. Partly correct.
Mr. CASEY. I must confess that, taking the advice which

the hon. gentleman gave to the hon member for Muskoka
(Mr. O'Brien), to grapple with his scheme, I find myself in
some difficulty. it is slightly difficult to make out exactly
what it does mean. In endeavoring to grapple with it, one
is placed somewhat in the position of the American humor-
ist who went out early.one morning into a back yard, and
suddenly found himself wrestling with a wheelbarrow. He
said that as soon as he threw the critter down it kicked up
and lit him somewhere else; and so it is with this scheme.
When you think you have got to the bottom of it, a new
feature crops up which you did not sec before. The hon.
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) evidently thinks
that the bonds based on the mortgages were to be the basis for
the issue of Government notes It appears that they are
not to be the basis for the issue of the notes, but the basis
for their redemption. That bon. gentleman is generally
pretty clear in his ideas of what he reads, and I think this
misapprehension on his part is a clear proof of the fact that
the resolution is not as transparent as it ought to be. But,
Sir, we are told that this does not mean an inconvertible
currency, but that the curiency remains redeemable in
specie. Well, Sir, I cannot see, for the life of me, where
the redemption in specie comes in. Are the notes to be
redeemable only in gold ? Are you to present the bonds to
the Government and get gold for them ?

Mr. ORTON. Certainly.
Mr. CASEY. Well, that is another of those wheel-bar-

row points that are not explained in the resolution itself.
The resolution states that such notes are to be "'redeemable
in Government bonds based upon such real estate mort-
gages and bearing interest at the rate of 4 per cent per
annum." Well, I do not understand the meaning of the
words "bonds based on mortgages and bearing interest
at the rate of 4 per cent. per annum," unless the
bonds are to be redeemable in mortgages. Under these
circumstances, we will have to be content with the
hon. gentleman's word, that he means them to be
redeemable in specie somehow and somewhere in futur-
ity, though we cannot see. it in the resolution. Then
the hon. gentleman says that this scheme .is in vogue in
France, Germany, and fussia, and that if we would go to
the Library and get the books we would find this to be the
case, and that his principles of banking are those urged by
the best authorities on banking and commerce. Well, I
have read a few of those authorities, and I have never found
one of them in which such schemes were endorsed. I have
found books in which they were endorsed, but I do not
think that even the hon. gentleman would call them author-
ities. They were the writings of visionaries whose schemes
never came to anything. As to their being in vogue in
France, Russia, and Germany, I should like the hon, gentle-
man to give us his authority on that subject.

Mr. ORTON. What is the Uredit Foncier?

Mr. CASEY. I am not very clear as to what the Crédit
Foncier is, but as 1 understand-we had a branch of it here,
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as the hon. gentleman remembers, and I suppose the plan is
the same in France -it was simply an institution like our
loan conpunies for lending money to farmers ut a rate of inter-
est which seemed low to us, though it was comparatively a
high rate for those who imported cheap capital from France. I
do not understand that the Credit Foncier is an institution
of this kind based on real estate mortgages, and issuing
Government notes; and if it is such an institution, I should
like the hon. gentleman to show it. 1 was much pleased
with the remarks of the hon. member for Muskoka (Mr.
O'Brien), for the reason that he urged that the farmers were
not to be regarded as a separate class of the community, in
the sense of requiring any legislation tending to make them
the pets or favorites of the Government. Now, Sir, as he
says, all classes of the community are alike workers,
traders, and producers of wealth. The farmers are,
i one sense-and I think the hon. member for
Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien) will agrce with me in this-
divided a little in their financial r.eeds from the rest of the
community. They want money, as a rule, for longer terms,
than people in business, and the reason farmers do not
obtain cheap money from the banks at present is, that they
are not so sure of being able to pay that money promptly
as business men and merchants are. When the banks at
the present time are lending ut 5 and 6 per cent., on short
terms, to merchants and other dealers, they will not lend
on the same terms to farmers, because the farmer cannot
give them the same surety of having their money back
ex actly at the time bargained for when the money was lent.
It seems to be cthe case that the farmers require the money
to remain longer in their hands, although the security
is just us good as anybody else can offer. What
I think the farmers require in the way of iurther
facilitios of obtaining money is, the establish-
ment of banks or money - lending institutions of
some kind-whatever you may choose to call them-banks
dealing exclusively, or almost exclusively, with the agricul-
tural population, and prepared to lend them money for such
terms as the farmers r equire to have it, and on such security
as the farmer can most conveniently give. I have no doubt
that the hon. member for Centre Wellington (Mr. Orton)
thinks he has provided such institutions by the resolutions
which he proposes ; but, for my own part, I am quite unable
to see that his scheme offers any probability of affording
such an institution, and it is for that reason that I oppose
going any further wih the resolution which is before us.
The hon. member for North Perth (Mr. Hesson) accuses
the hon. member for Bithwell (Mr. Mills) of throwing
cold water on Ibis scheme because he objected to it for
the reason that it did not seem sound, and he said,
we should not go on with it further. Now, that is the
device adopted by everybody who is supporting an indefon-
sible, wild, or visionary scheme before this louse, or any
other legislative body. When the scheme appears un.
sound or absurd on the face of it, and anybody says so,
we sec the promoter rising with great indignation and
saying: You are throwing cold water on an attempt to benefit
such or such a class of the community; and he expects thereby
te gain sympathy from the particular class which this wild,
visionary scheme professes to benefit. If his is not a wild,
absurd, and visionary scheme, the hon. member for North
Perth (Mr. D.esson) should not bave adopted in support of
it the devices which are usually confined to the support of
schemes of the nature Irefer to. If the hou. gentleman wishes
to have it considered a sound and reasonable scheme, he
should support it simply by argument, and* not by throw-
ing reflections on the actions of those who declare it in their
opinion to be unsound and absurd. If I saw anything in
it tendirg to benefit the farming community, or the germ
of anything which might be worked out to their benefit,
I should give my best support to the resolution, and do
my best to assist in perfecting it at a later stage.

The hon. member for Centre Wellington (Mr. Orton) did
bring in a measure some years ago which had the

.j germof something useful to the farming community.
t did go to a committee. It was there elaborated with

the best assistance which could be given to it from this
side of the House, and certainly, although the Bill, as
finally reported, was very little like what it was when
first introduced, we got something that proved useful to
the farming community. If the present meawure was a
similar one, I would support it; but it is not a similar case,
and, therefore, I cannot support it. The hon. member for
North Perth (gr. Hesson) says that if the banks can do a
business of $100,000,000 with $7,000,000 of specie, why
should not these banks do a large business with the capital
they are to have ? Now, Sir, he is evidently confusing two
ideas ; he is confusing the specie reserves of the banks
with the capital of the banks. It is not with specie alone
that the banks do their business; that is only one part, and a
small part, of their resources-the part kept on band for
immediate use in redeeming notes. What the bank loans is
not the specie reserve. The bank lends its own credit-
the credit of all the shareholders of the bank Lo the extent
of their paid-up shares, and the credit of the bank based on
its entire assets ; it lends its own credit as well as the
notes which represent the actual specie reserve which
it keeps on band. A bank is a machine, not for lending
specie and all kinds of paper money, but for dealing
in credit. It allows a person who gives it security to sub-
stitute the bank's credit for bis own, and to put in circula-
tion a note of hand of the bank, which will be accepted by
everybody in lieu of the man's own note of band, while the
bank takes the man's note of hand as its security. It is
not the specie which the bank lends; therefore the hon.
gentleman's argument has no application at all. Then,
Sir, he says the rate of interest would be redueed under
this scheme. He thinks the proposed bank can lend
farmers money at a lower rate of interest than they now
pay. Well, if the hon, gentleman believeg that by any
patent machine of this sort he eau enable anybody to lend
money at a lower rate of interest than the average rate of
profit procurable in the country from the use of money,
there is no use in arguing any more with him; because a
person who believes that is unassailable by arguments based
on political or financial economy. But if he merely rneans
to urge that this bank will enable farmers to get money at
the lowest current rate of interest, I am prepared to argue
with him on that point, and we must go a little into the
constitution of the bank to do it. As I understand it, the
capital is to consist of mortgages put in by farmers, who
will thereby become shareholders in the bank. I do not
know whether it will lend to those farmers only, or to
farmers generally. I would ask the promotor of the Bill
how that is.

Mr. ORTON. Loans confined to farmers.

Mr. CASEY. To farmers generally, as well as to those
who put in their mortgages. Well, either those mortgagea
will bear interest, or they will not. I do not understand
from the resolution whether they are to bear interest or
not ; but if they are, I do not see what profit the share.
holder is to get fromb is investment, if he gives au interest-
bearing mortgage on his farm, and only gets a profit from
the bank which lends money at 5 per cent. If, on the other
hand. the mortgages do not bear interest, the security to the
Government is not so good Then, the Government are to
issue notes to the banks, to be reissued by the banks to an
extent equal to the amount of the mortgage. Now, if the
mortgages are to be transferred to the Government for
those notes, thn the mortgages are all that the Gov.
ernment will bold for the notes they issue ; and
as the hon. rember for Noth Nolfolk (Mr. Charl-
tor.) pointed out, the Government are subjected to
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the whole risk of over-valuation of property. Every one
connected with a loan company knows that notwithstanding
the greatest care they can exorcise, there is considerable
risk run from the over-valuation of land on which they
effect loans; and I do not suppose the valuators of these
land banks would be more infallible than others. Thon
the farmer who gives the mortgage, in order to make the
title secure, is to be subjected to the expense of proving his
title, which we all know is one of the most troublesomeand
expensive things connected with obtaining'a loan from a
boan company; it is one of the things which borrowers most
object to in their dealings with loan companies; and the
hon. member for Centre Wellington (Mr. Orton) proposes
to subject the farmers, who become shareholders in this
bank, to that same trouble, which is found to be a consider-
able part of the expense of the transaction. Thon ho will be
put to. the expense of making the mortgage. Altogether, I
do not see how the mortgagor is going to get any advantage
from giving a mortgage to the farmers' bank and borrowing
money from it that ho will not get by giving a mort-
gage to a loan company, and borrowing money
from that. I do not see how the transaction is to
be less expensive, or the rate of interest any
lower, unless hcecan show us that an Act of Parliament will
enable these banks to lend money at a lower rate of interest
than the ordinary rate, which ho bas not shown. There
is another evil. The mortgages are to go into the hands of
the Government. The Government will therefore practically
become the great money lender of the country, if this bank-
ing system prospers and extends, as the hon. gentleman
hopes it will. Many of the farmers of the country, per-
haps the majority of them, would become directly indebted
to the Goveinment to the extent of half the value of their
farms. I do not think that would be a wholesome or desir-
able state of things. I do not think the farmers of Can-
ada would desire to stand in the relation of debtors to the
Government, and I do not think any self-respecting Gov-
ernment would desire to stand in the relation of creditor to
the faimeis of the country. I think such a state of things
would give rise to any amount of wire-pulling and corrup-
tion in our political system. An hon. gentleman at my left
says there is nothing in that way left to do. One would
almost think so on occasions; but when one looks at the
prospect opened up by this proposal as to the new
relations to be created between the Government and
the electorate, I do not think there is nothing left
to be done. I think the hon. member for Centre
Wellington las invented a plan which would leave any
amount of it to done yet. These are all the criti-
osims I have to offer to this scheme. I wish to
renew the protest made by several gentlemen against
the course of the Government in this matter. The
hon. member for Perth (Mr. Hesson) has said that several
members of the Hlouse are quite as well qualified as the
Finance Minister to consider this matter. That may be,
but these gentlemen, whatever their qualifications, are
not responsible to the House or country for the legisla.
tion they propose, while the Finance Minister is. It is his
duty to see that no unsound financial legislation passes the
House. If ho considers this proposed legislation sound,
ho should say so, and urge the passage of the Btil. If ho
considers it unsound, ho should say so. If he bas not con-
demned it or was unable to form an opinion after having 1
considered iA, he isjumtified in taking the course ho has taken,
namely, of allowing it to g) through in silence. That is
exactly the course one would expect from a Finance Minis-
ter, who either had not studied the question or wished to
declare by his inaction that ho was unable to form an'
opinion on it. With these few remarks I will close, except
to say that if a division be called for, I will vote against
the resolution.

Mr. CAsni,

Mr. HESSON. My hon. friend pretends to be the farmers'
friend and he is also a farmer, but his course in this debate
does not indicate that he bas the interest of the agricul-
tural community at heart. Were he a friend of the farmer,
instead Of opposing this measure ho would give whatever
assistance ho could to formulate a measure for the purpose
of achieving the object desired by a large proportion of the
people. He is not so ignorant of this question as ho
professes te obe; I am certain he knows more about it than
lie has disclosed in his remarkable speech. He has gone to
work to show that the chartered banks of Canada to-day
are not doing their business upon a gold basis but upon
credit. Now I venture to say that ninety-nine out of every
one hundred people in Canada have been led to believe
that the banks are doing business upon a gold basis instead
of credit. The banks have discounted 8140,000,000 odd to
the people of Canada for various purposes of trade and
commerce and for speculative purposes; and they have
done that upon the basis of $1,000,000 in specie. I grant
they do not pay out the specie, and I say they dare not, for
if they should the result would be disastrous to themselves;
they would be compelled to close their doors. My hon.
friend maintains that the course asked to be pursued now
would be one which, if followed, would drive every dollar of
specie out of the bank and out of the county. I hold the con-
trary view. My impression is that insteal of the banks being
possessors of $7,000,000 specie, they would find themselves,
like the American banks, with an enormous accumulation of
specie in their vaults, whieh would suffice to meet every
possible contingency. Since Confederation the Government
of Canada have paid out about $115,000,000 interest, which
has gone out of this country in the shape of specie or its
equivalent; it is equal to an absolute exportation of gold to
that extent, and we have paid that out in interest upon for-
eign loans. Hd the Government in 1867 adopted a different
policy; lad they, instead of going abroad to make these
loans taken the responsibility of issuing a circulation bere,
the case would have been entirely different. Had they
asked the people to accept their circulation for the public
works of the country, paying the civil service, and carrying
on all the industries of Canada, would they not now be in
that pleasant position in which, instead of having a
debt of $200,000,000 due foreign capitalists, their indebted-
ness, whatever it would have been, would have been
to the people of Canada, and the interest would have
remained in Canada. They would have also the use
of the money they themselves issued, at the cost of prin-
ting. I know hon. gentleman will say that is not
based upon specie, simply because the Government would
not hold $6,000,000 or $7,000,000 in their treasury, in order
to lb in the same position the banks occupy to-day. They
say the Goverument ought not to be trusted as regards their
ability to redeem that circulation. Such a proposition is
monstrous. The Government have power to levy taxes,
they collect $30,000,000 odd each year, which is equal to
the total circulation of the banks; consequently the Govern-
ment could redeem this year a sum equivalent to the present
circulation of the chartered banks of Canada. The hon.
member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey), threw more discredit
upon the banks than I am prepared to do, by saying that
they deal on credit only. I do not, however, consider that
the paid-up capital of the banks represents anything like
what their specie deposits should reach. It las been paid
in in days gone by, it ias gone into circulation, and it
remains now in the shape of S 140,000,000 of notes maturing
and matured 1v the hand of the banks. So that, in the
case of a great crisis, these could not be redeemed, as the
peop le could not find the gold to redeem them witb, and
the banks would insist upon having gold; and in consequence
of that, it seems to me, as if a greater disaster would be
averted by doing away with the bank circulation and
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adopting a Government circulation that could be redeemed
on presentation to any Government office. The Receiver
General would redeem them on presentation, and the chances
of their ever being presented for the purpose of demanding
gold, would be very small indeed. No one doing business
wants to do it with gold and silver, because these metals
are too heavy to carry round. We simply ask that the
Government should issue more Dominion circulation, which
is known to be the safest and best circulation we have, as a
paper medium, to-day. The hon. member for North Nor-
folk (Mr. Charlton), in bis most remarkable speech, which
I have heard on a former occasion in reply to an hon. mem-
ber who has left this House (Mr. Wallace), who was then
dealing with what was called "the rag baby." The hon.
gentleman has repeated for our benefit the same speech
to-day. I asked him for something new, and he said he
would gratify me ; but although I paid very careful atten-
tion to his remarks, I did not see anything worth taking
note of in his remarks. When he dealt with that question,
ho dealt with speculations which were entirely differ-
ont from the propositions of this Bill. The schemes
he referred to were schemes of the most dangerous kind,
they were the schemes of speculators who have borrowed
large sums for purposes which I need not name. I might
mention one, the Mississippi scheme, which the hon.gentle.
man also mentioned among others of the same kind. The
issue in those days was for speculative purposes, and the
promoters were not men in position to give collateral secu-
rity, such as the mortgages required under this Bill. More.
over, in coming down to a later issue, the issue of green-
backs, to which my hon. friend referred, and which were
circulated at a depreciation as low as 30 cents per dollar,
what are the facts ? The hon. gcntleman knows the history
of that circulation as well as any other hon. gentleman, and
he dare not deny that that issue was repudiated by the
Government, the Government itself refusing to receive
it in payment of any Government debt. Do we ask such
an issue as that ? Is it right, or fair, or honorable
to raise such an argument in advance against us ?,
The hon. member knows perfectly well that that is not the
objcct in view by this Bill. He knows it is for a different
purpose. He knows that this money is asked, not for the
purpose of destroying the trade and commerce of our fellow
men, not as on the American side $700,000,000 were issuel
to aid in the destruction of the lives and the property of the
country, but in order that the honest, hardworking, toiling
farmer, shall have the means of paying his large liabilities
which are now carrying a high rate of interest, that he
may be allowcd to change that for a reasonable rate of pay-
ment. I say it is most unfair to drag in this as a contrast
to the present pro[osition, and to insinuate that we are
acting like a lot of fools, as the hon. gentleman might have
said as w(ll as insinuate. I do not feel that we are taking
up a position which will be popular with a large clas of
people in this country who are engaged in the banking
business or identified with the mortgage or loan companies;
but I say that the people need these botter terme, and the
farmers do need them at times, and I challenge any hon.
gentleman to say they do not, even the hon. member for
Muskoka (Mr.. O'Brien), I challenge him to say that no
special legislation is required for the farmers. I say that
members of his profession and ofother professions have been
compelled to come here and ask for special privileges, and
he knows perfectly well that, if I had the capacity to
handle cases in the courts of law, I would not have the
right to do it. Be knows perfectly well that the farmers
are at a disadvantage. Let him deny that. He knows
that the farmers cannot go to the banks and borrow money
on the same terms as business men, that they do not want
it for the same time, and that the banks do not desire to
deal in that way. He knows that they cannot put up
%ollateral security, as chartered banks not rceive

such security, and that even in his own county the
farmers are in need of some such system as this,
so that they may not have to fly to the note-shavers,
or to those companies with which, for anything that I
know to the contrary, the hon. gentleman may be identi.
fied. I say that, in the old counties as well as in the new,
where people in poor circumstances have to go into debt,
the cheaper the rate of interest which they can get, the
more advantageous to them; and I say it is the duty of the
flouse to consider that matter without dragging in matters
which occurred two or three centuries ago, schemes which
were got up for speculative purposes entirely, and not for
honest purposes such as this Bill proposes. I am sorry to
say that the hon. member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) bas
left his seat, because ho seems to require some light; ho
seems to ho in doubt as to the advantages a borrower would
get, and whether a man would pay interest for a mort-
gage. [n sone cases ho would. If a farmer had $10,000
worth of farm land, and choose to put in his stock to the
extent of 85,000 in the bank and put a mortgage on the
8 10,000 woith of real estate, ho would recoive the
interest on 85,000 of stock, according to the net earnings
of the bank in the year, which would probably reach 4 per
cent. On the other hand, the unfortunate borrower,
who obtained money from the bank and gave his mortgage
for that, would get hie money from the bank and would
have to pay interest for it at the reasonable rate of 5 per
cent. I think the hon. gentleman ought to be able to see
that one mortgage pays interest and the other does not. I
do not think this question is brought up to make any
popularity for the hon. member for Centre Wellington
(Mr. Orton). I do not think this is required more parti-
cularly in his county than in any other county; but the
farmers, as far as I have had conversation with them, al
express a great anxiety that some such legislation should
be provided by the Government; and 1 feel it iis n the
power of the Government to help them in this matter,
and that hon. gentlemen, on both sides of the flouse,
should approach this question with a more earnest
desire to aid us, and not to drag in matters which
occurred years ago and are not at al relevant to the issue.
The hon. member for West Elgin said that the Govern-
ment were not willing to express their views on this sub-
ject. The Government appear to be very willing that hon.
gentlemen should express their views on both sides of the
House. They were so willing that they were prepared to
allow this to go to a committee which might deal with it
in the best interests of the country. I do not see why any
hon. gentleman sbould endeavor, by any side issue, to draw
away the attention of the people by reference to a question
of irredeemable paper circulation which is not involved in
this at al, and is not near it. The question was deeided
by the House some years vgo when my hon. friend, Mr.
Wallace, used to talk on the subject. But these gen-
tlemen now try to introduce the same arguments with a
view to inducing people to imagine that we are proposing
something of that kind. The hon. gentleman says that we
are setting traps to catch fools. The hon. gentleman who
makes that statement can probably speak from experience
on that matter, because most of those who belong to the
same profession as himself are the traps, and those who
fail into their clutches are the fools.

Mr. BRRGERON. We have hoard a long discussion on
this Bill for two sittings in this Session, and new members
might suppose that that is ail we have heard about it. We
may tell them, however, that we have heard the same dii-
cussion on the same Bill for eight years before.

Mr. HESSON. No.
Mr. BERGERON. Knowing the promoter ofthe Bill as

I do, I am perfectly convinced that ho is very sincere in
giving his reasons for introducing the Bill, but there is
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something which surprises me very very much in regard
to him and in regard to the attitude of my hou. friend from
Perth (Mr. Hesson) who just sat down, and who is such an
enthusiastic supporter of the Government. He might have
asked himself before why the Government of the country
do not bring down such a good measure themselves. It seems
to me that cither the measure'is good or it is not. If it is,
why do not the Government take it upon themselves to bring
it down to the House. I am sure they would put it through
if they did, and if it is as good as the member for Centre
Wellington (Mr. Orton) and the member for North Perth
(Mr. Riesson) say, the farmers would have had the benefit of
this measure some time ago. But it must not be like that.
It might be that the farmers of the country are better
without a Bill like that th-n if such a measure were to pass
the House. It seems to me, after hearing the discussion of
unembers on both sides of the House, that it comes from the
same quarter, the saine rounding of counties, where they
must have been talking about that during election time, and
wbere some have said, we must put a measure like that
through the House, and others have challenged them to do
it. Some of them have said, we must put a measure like that
through the House; others have said, no, yon can't do it.
They must have been fighting about that, and now they
come into the Bouse of Commons and fight about it again.
But is it in the interest of the whole country ? Is it in the
interest of the farmera themeelves? That is the question.
If it is in the interest of the farmers, let the Government
bring down a Bill and we will vote for it. If it is not in
the interest of the farmers, why take up two sittings of the
House in making long speeches to humbug the farmers
and make then believe that these men are working
in their interests who bring down this measure, and
try to make the farimers believe that their condition
is different from the condition of that of other
people in this country. Sir, I dony that I believe
that the farmers in this country are in the same
position as other classes of men ; I go further, I say that
the credit of the farmers is higher than the credit of any
other class in this country, and the proof of that is that
they can go to any bank to-day, and by mortgaging their
faim, they can borrow money cheaper than any other man
in Ibis counLry. I think we ought to have an end to this
discussion, and have an end of this humbugging the farm-
ers. It is the sarne as when some people come to them and
say: We widl bring you a fine candidate; we will bring
you a farmer as a candidate, who will defend your interests.
This is another way of deceiving them, and this neasure of
my hon. friend, although I am sure he does it with perfect
sincerity, is doubtless the result of a rash promise he made
them. Still, ho should not have made that promise, and the
House of Commons to-day, with the Government at the head
of Us, will tell him that ho should not have done it.

Mr. McMULLEN. I am quite in sympathy with the
motion of the hon. member for Centre Wellington (fir.
Orton) in deiring to iraugurate a system of this kind, that
will be a benefit to the farmers, ad I would be quite wil-
ling to asâist in any way I cea in order to secure that end.
The farmers are a very important section of the people; we
may honestly call them the backbone of the Dominion. I
believe the hon. member is quite sincere in his efforts to
secure this boon to the farmers if ho can. J was sorry to
bear the hon. member for Muskoka (Nir. O'Brien) say that
this was a scheme Fet by knaves to catch fools. I cen
hardly believe that, because I am satipfied that the Govern.
ment, if they saw that it was sncb a scheme, would adopt
it themselves, hoping that it would enable them to catch
the people. But I do not think they see it in that light.
I do net think they expect that it wiil catch any one, and 1
think that is the reason they have not adopted it. So far as
J am concerned I want it to be understood that 1 shahl be

Mr. BERGiRoN.

quite willing at all times to give any assistance in my
power to help frward the best interest of the farming
community. I care not from what side of this House a
proposition comes, if it is likoly to be a benefit to that
class, I shall give it my support. I believe that if there is
any class of the community in this country that requires
assistance it is the farming community. They have
been suffering very seriously from bad crops in the
past, heavy rates of interest, and other causes, and
it is the duty of every member in this House, par-
ticularly of tho'e representing agricultural consti-
tuencies to do any thing they can to better their con-
dition. If this scheme is not going to be a success, let
another scheme be found that will be. The fact of the
matter is that the addresses delivered by hon. gentleman
from the other side of the House,'show that there is a good
deal of financial ability on that side. The hon. member for
North Perth (MK. Hesson) stated that there were members
in the House as capable of dealing with questions of this
kind as the Finance Minister, and for my part I do not
deny it. 1[dare say there are some hon. gentlemen on the
other side of the House who feel that possibly they could
fill the position better than the Finance Minister himself.
If the Finance Minister was here 1 would compliment him
upon the material he has got to fill hie position. The hon.
member for North Perth has handled the question with a
great deal of ability, and I dare say ho is looking forward to
the time when ho will have the Minister's place, and I have
no objection to him personally, by any means. I want to
say that if this scheme cannot be made a success, and
another scheme can be introduced that will give to the
farmers better facilities than they now have for getting
money cheaply, it will have my hearty support.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I have listened with a good
deal of attention to the discussion that bas taken place on
this matter, and have tried to ascertain from the views
ex pressed by the promoters of this measure, how they were
going to promote the interests of the farmers by means of
it. In the first place, I deny the proposition that the farm-
ers of this country are in so destitute a condition that they
require special logislation which is not afforded to any other
class of the community.

An hon. MEMBER. How do you know ?
Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I know from my experience

in my own county, and from the fact that the agricultural
interests of this country are, so far as one can judge from
the publie documents and from other sources, in a condi-
tion that does not require any special efforts from any
one in this House to promote their interests in contra-
distinction to those of any other portion of the com-
munity. At the same time, I am free to confess that if by
this measure money could be loaned to farmers at a
lower rate of interest than they can obtain it at present,
or than any other portion of the community can
obtain it, there would be some wisdom in adopting
a scheme of this kind. But so far as I can judge from
this proposition it seems to me wholly and entirely
impracticable. Do these hon. gentlemen pretend to
say that a farmer, having money in his possession
and who can obtain for it a higher rate of interest than ho
would obtain through the instrumentality of this bank,
would place bis money in this bank to ho loaned exclusively
to farmers? Do they pretoid to say tnat the farmers have
such a community of sympathy, such a spirit of brother-
hnod anongst them that they would be disposed to lend to
each other at a lower rate of interest, than to commercial
mon ? That is a proposition that is wholly indefensible.
I believe that banking is, if I may so express it, a business
by itself, that it is a business that can be well conducted
only by those who have learsied it, and have had experience
in it, and I do not see how an institution such as this
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could succeed. If I could be convinced-and I have
listened with the greatest attention to the arguments
adduced in support of this measure for the purpose of being
convinced-that this scheme would b. beneficial to the
farmers, I would be disposed to support it; but tso far as my
judgment ges, it is not going to offer any benefit to that
community, and therefore I cannot support the scheme.

Mr. COOK. I rise to ask a question. I would like to
hear the Minister of Agriculture on this question-the gen.
tieman who presides over that Department with so much
skill. I think he ought to give his views on a question
that interests the agricultural class.

Resolution negatived.
Mr. COOK. I rise to a point of order. I notice that the

Minister of Customs, the Minister of Finance, the Minister
of Justice, the Minister of Agriculture, and ail the rest of
the Ministers did not vote on this question.

It being Six o'clock, the Committee rose, and Mr. Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recess.
House again resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committee.)
On resolution 4,
Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). It is very evident from the

expression of opinion given this afternoon that this Bill
does not meet with the approval of the House. I move that
the Chairman do now leave the Chair.

Mr. ORTON. The resolution now before the committee,
is one expressing the opinion that it is desirable to have a
Dominion issue, a national currency, a national issue for ail
the banks, so that uniformity might exist in ail the banks
throughout the country. This is held to be a sound prin-
ciple; it is in operation in the United States, and the reso-
lation proposed is to withdraw the privilege from the banks
of issuing their own notes, by paying them for any loss
they may sustain by having that privilege taken from
them. I hope the committee will allow the resolution to
pass, and as two other resolutions have been adopted, there
will be sufficient reason to justify me in bringing in a Bill
and taking it at least to a first reading.

Mr. HESSON. It is only fair to the House that after
the debate we have had, the hon. member should have the
privilege of having his Bill printed so that it can go before
the country. Let us see what the Bill contains, and if the
details require to be amended, that can be done during this
session, and, if not, during the coming year.

Motion negatived, yeas 16, nays 34.
Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). This resolution, in my opinion,

is based upon the one which preceded it, and which was
declared lost by the chairman. That resolution stated:

" That it is expedient to grant charters to farm or real estate banks the
capital stock of which may consist not only of specie and Dominion of
Canada notes and bonds, but also of firet liens upon improved farm
lands equal to one-halt the value thereof; and that as the main source
of wealth in Canada is agricultural, it is expedient that the rate of
interest charged by said farmera' banks shall be restricted .to 6 per cent.
per annum."
The resolution now before the committee reads as follows:-

" That in order to prevent any clashing of interests between such
farmers' banks and ordinary chartered banks, as well as for the general
convenience of the public, it is expediant that there be uniformity in the
circulating medium, and that all banks be compelled to circulate only
Dominion of Canada notes,'> and so on.
If we do not grant any charters to those bnka, and there
are no farmers' banks establiahed, it is impossible that there
can be any clashing of interests between them and the
ordinary chartered banks. While I do not express any very
decided opinion againat the proposition that the Govern.
ment ahould take into their own hands the issue of paper
money through the ordinary bank of the country, yet I

think that proposition should come from the Finance Min-
ister. In this resolution there is also a proposition that
payment should be made to the chartered banks for
depriving them of the circulation of which this resolution
proposes they should bo deprived. If any such proposition
is to be made to the country the Government ought to
submit it.

Mr. ORTON4 The committee has already approved of
the second resolution which is virtually the basis of the
whole Bill. I do not see how the coimittee cau very well
refrain from allowing the Bill to be printed and placed in
the hands of members.

Mr. HESSON. It is very evident that the hon. member
for Renfrew (Mr. White), wishes to burko the Bill. Car.
tainly the committee should allow the mover the privilege
of having it printed. We do not say that the Bill in its
present shape would be accepted by the House or the peo-
ple, but at least it should be printed.

Mr. VAIL. It is very difficult to understand the
policy of the Government in regard to these resolutions.
Iere is a proposition to grant a charter to certain banks,

and it is evidently expected that the Goveriment will fur-
nish the money to recoup the chartered banks for loss they
may have sustained. Consequently it is a very important
measure so far as the Government is concerned, and I do not
see how they can shirk their responsibility in connection
with it. They have had two years to consider the matter,
and it is more than a week since the subject was brought up
ln the Hlouse. It is almost time to ask whether we have a
Government.

Mr. HACKETT. I see no reason why the rosolutions
should not be allowed to pass. I fail te" understand why
Ion. members are opposed to granting measures to the
agricultural community which they grant to other
classes. We know that the farmers are laboring under
great disadvantages. An hon. member stated this afternoon
that farmers had the same privileges and rights and could
go to the chartered banks and borrow money as other indi-
viduals had an opportunity of doing. I know from my
experience that suach is not the case. A farmer in
the county I represent, one of the finest agricultural
counties in the Dominion, who had a large farm, but
was anxious to purchase another valuable farm lying along
side his own, as it was then in the market. fe took with
him his neighbor, who was also a good farmer, and they
went to at least a half a dozen different banks and offered
their own security to raise the necessary money, but they
were refused. I happened to meet that gentleman in the
town, and he said to me: "They appear, in this place, not
to know me; you know my position and circumstances,
will yon come to some of the managers of these banks
with whom you are acquainted and recommend me." I
went with him, as he desired, to one of the banks
and introduced him to the manager. I said : "eare is a
gentleman from my own part of the country who is pos-
sessed of a large farm; he has it well stocked, and it is one
of the finest properties in that part of the country. He is
desirous of raising about 8500 on a note endorsed by his
neighbor, who is also the owner of good property." The
manager said : "I am glad indeed to make your acquaint-
ance, and I will take the note and discount it at three
months." The farmer said : "My harvest will not be reaped
by that time, and I will not be in a position to meet the
note." "Well," said the banker, "if you meet half of it, I
will renew the balance." The farmer replied that he could
not do that, and that he thought he would be able to borrow
the money on the security he offered for a term of six
months when he would be able to meet it. The manager
said that he could not take a mortgage on the property,
but h. offered to discount the note on the terms he had just
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mentioned. He said : "If you cannot accept those terms
you will have to go to those parties who are in the habit of
taking mortgages on property and advancing money, and
get the money from them." le added, there is a lawyer
nexi door who lends money in that way, and no doubt he
will be glad to take security for the money, and he gave him
his name. I saw the gentleman afterwards, and he said, there
is no use in my trying to raise money in this town; I was
refused at the bank, though I had good security, though I
know parties engaged in egg-buying in our part of the
country, who are not worth $50, but who can get their
commercial paper discounted at the banks. He said I went
to the money lender and he offered to let me have the
money at 12 per cent., but I cannot afford to pay that rate,
so I cannot bny the property. There is a practical instance
showing that a farmer cannot go to a bank and raise money
by mortgage; banks are not allowed to do that business, as
it is contrary to their charters, and consequently the far.
mers are thrown on the mercies of the money lenders, or
money shavers, who are the most remorseles characters in
this country. I believe those are the individuals who are
burking this Bill before the House, either personally or by
proxy, I k now also of my own experience, that the estab-
lishment of small banks is a matter of great importance to
the farming interests of the country. Some twenty years
ago a pious Roman Catholie missionary, the Rev. Father
Bellecourt, who was stationed in one of the parishes of
Prince Edward Island, seeing that the people in that
locality were enduring great hardships by being obliged to
go to the money lenders to raise money to meet smali
demands, established a small bank called the Farmers'
Bank of Rustico. My hon. friend from Queen's (Mr. Davies)
will, I think, corroborate my remarks on that point. It
had only a capitaI of 810,000-the smallest of any bank in
the Dominion of Canada. It could not now do business
under the Statutes of the country, but having obtained its
charter previous to Confederation, they were allowed a cer-
tain time to run under their old charter, and are now wind-
ing up their whole business. That bank is altogether
composed of farmers; the directors are all farmers; the
manager is a farmer, they have been doing business for
twenty years, opposed by all the other banks of the country,
who have been endeavoring to kill it-endeavoring to pre.
vent its notes from being- used, and from doing business
generally. But, notwithstanding that fact, that bank was
conducted on sound principles; it went on for twenty
years, it bas done a very successful business, and it is much
regretted there that it is obliged to wind up its affairs. My
hon. friend from Queen's (Mr. Davies) who represents more
immediately that part of the country, two years ago took an
active interest in trying to have the charter of that bank
extended, but, as I said, its affairs are now being wound up,
and there is nothing that the people of that part of the
country regret so much, as that it cannot do any further
business amongst them, and they hold in the higilest rever-
ence and respect the memory of the reverend gentleman
who established it. I think, therefore, the farmers of the
country should have the privilege of doing business in their
own way, because the experience of that bank shows that
with their property as a basis, they can oonduct such a
business to the advantage, not only of themselves, but of
the community generally. I trust, therefore, that those
who are interested in placing the farmers of the -country at
the mercy of the money lenders, will not prevail, but that
the hon. member for Centre Wellington (Mr. Orton) will
have hie resolutions reported and the Bill introduoed.

Mr. DAVIBS. What the hon. gentleman saye is per-
fectly true respectiug t.he formation of that bank, and the
fact that it has done a great deal of benefit In the partof
the country where it carried on its business. He muet
recollect, however, that that bank wasnot basedonpriuciples

Kr, HAOKIr.r,

at all analogoustothose oftthis Bill. It is a bank with a
emall capital, but it does not buy or sell bills of exchange,
but simply lends money at six, nine and twelve months to
farmers. As to the statement of my hon. friend that the
other banks looked upon it with suspicion and endeavored
to put it down, I may say that I have been a director of
one of the banks for the last ten or twelve years, and that,
on the contrary, the other banks were glad to ee it flour-
ishing, and would be glad indeed to see its charter extended,
knowing that it was doing a great deal of benefit in the
locality in whih it is situated.

Mr. HACKETT. It is possible my hon. friend is right
with regard to the bank of which he is a director, but I
know that some five years ago I had a few. notes of the
Farmers' Bank, and they were refused by one of the leading
banks of Charlottetown, and as I believed, for the purpose
of trying to kill this small bank.

Mr. MACASTRR. The resolution of the hon. gentle-
man is somewhat extensive in its scope, and involves the
consideration of the whole .fLnancial;question of the country.
There are some thinge conneeted with the resolution which
deserve the best consideration of the flouse, and the hon.
member for Centre Wellington deserves the thanks of the
House and the country for bringing the matter forward, for
no matter what views we may entertain respecting it, it is
to the general advantage of the community that the subject
of the currency should be discussed. Now, referring to the
question of banking generally, it is difficult to arrange any
conventional scheme by which any particular class eof the
community ie to be benefited, regardless of all other classes.
The lending of money muet be based on the general credit
of the borrower and t.he faclilties of the lender for lending.
If the general scheme propounded by my hon. friend could
be shown to be beneficial to the farmer, if it could be shown
to be specially in the intereste of the farmer that suich legis-
lation should bput on the Statute-book I would be one of
the first to vote for the Bill. It is because I have doubts as
to the general utility of such a measure that I have Bome
hesitation about giving my adhesion to hie general scheme,
although some parts of it are certainly meritorious. HIe
proposes to establish- a number of farmers' banks. Now,
in order that that venture be successful, it implies that a
large number of men shall be found throughout the country
capable .of managing these banks. Banking is a trade;
it is net to be picked up in a day or an hour; and it is a
grave question whether it would be for the best interests of
the.farmers that they'should engage in the business of
banking. I do not think it would be profitable for the
farmer to invest in a bankig operation in whicb hie profit
is, according to the terme of the Bill, restricted to 5 per
cent, Is ho to invest as a borrower, and are mortgages to
be made negotiable securities? I doubt very much whether
it would be of advantage to the farmer that hie mortgage
shiould be a negotible security and that facilities should be
provided for him -1. part so readily with hie property. But
there ie.one provieon in these resolutions which I think
should receive the best cousideration of thei fouse-if not
lu connection with thfs measure, in connection with some
other measure which might be introduced by the Govern-
ment:

"That it la expedient that there be uniformity In the ciroulating
medium and thatial banks be compelled to circulate ouly Dominion of
OanadaUotes."

That is a little restrictive, because, of course, they should
have the privilege of issuing gold or silver currency. But
that it would be advantageous to this oeuntry that there
should be a uuiform Dominion currency, I think, admits of
very little doubt, and tie proposition the hon. gentleman
has made in that respect should c:>mmend itself to the
House and the country. Even though there should be
frailty.uin some of the. other -portions of hie schome-and
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whether there be frailty or not will admit of fuller dis-
cussion on experiment--he has certainly surrounded hiq
proposition with a large amount of argument and pre-
cedent. This particular portion of the resolutions is worthy
of the best consideration of the H[ouse. It is so involved,
however, with other propositions as to make it difficult for
us to give it our full assent. But the hon. member for
Centre Wellington, the hon. member for North Perth, and
some of the other gentlemen who advocate the scheme are
not without the advantage of the highest authority in its
support. I would read a few sentences from a speech of
Mr. Smithers, the president of the Bank of Montreal, who,
I believe, is the leading authority on banking in this coun-
try, delivered at the last annual meeting of the bank:

" Now, T am going to allude to a matter of great public interest,which
is closely identified with the business in hand. I refer to the subject of
bank issues generally, and if my views were adopted, it would serve the
double purpose of plE cing the currency upon a thoroughly satisfactory
basis, and at the same time materially assist the Government finances.
After these remarks I need hardly add that I am prepared to advocate
the policy of putting the banks upon the American system and requiring
them te secure their issues by the deposit of Government bonds. Ihave
long been in favor of this system, but it was not preused at the time et
the last legis lation on the s ubjetof banking, net because the Bank cf
Montreal was net quite ready for the change, but eut cf consideration
for the views of other bankers. I believe my colleagues, if net all, at
least a majority of them, are in sympathy with my views-at any rate,
speaking for myself, I wish te take this opportunity, I know of no better,
as what I say to-day will be widely read-I say I want to avail myself
of this opportunity of placing my views on record. Let it therefore be
distinctly understood that I openly avow myself in favor of the adoption
of this system. It will net only, as I have already said, place the circu-
lation upon a thoroughly satisfactory basis, but, in my judgment, it
would do away with the necessity for the voluminous monthiy state-
ments furnished in se much detail te the Government. As, if the safety
of currency was fully aseured, all the statements required would be fur-
nished in Ialf a dozen lines, as I hold that when the Government has pro-
vided the country with a thoroughly sound currency its dutyis discharged.
I maintain that it is both the duty and privilege of every man to satisfy
himself as to what bank he will deposit his money in, in precisely the
saine manner as the wholesale merchant elects as te what retailerhe
will give credit te, and the one has no greater claim for protection on
the Government thau the other. The same is true of the shareholder ini
selecting his investments. He should be governed by hie confidence in
the management, just as he is in taking stock in any other company,
and'the moment he sees reason te change his mind, he should sell hie
shares. It may be said that the people of the United States are looking
round for a substitute for the national banking law. But if they are it
is net because it bas net been a success, but because the supply of
bonds is likely te give out, a contingency which is net likely to arise in
this country for some time to come, if we are to judge from present
appearances. This brings me te another feature Of the system, vis.,
that it would make a market for a very large amount of Dominion
bonds. Of course there would be gradual progress, and I am net going
te detail now-it would be premature te do so-suffice it te say that in
four or five years it would supply the Government (without allowing fori
any increase of circulation) with about $30,000,000. Therefore, gentle-
men, without further remark, I repeat that I am in favor of the adoption
of this system, and if it should be brought forward by the Finance
Minister it will have my support, unless my colleagues take a different1
view, whieh I do not think very probable."1

So that whatever may be our differences of opinion on the
question of farmers' banks, by renson of the restriction con-
templated in these resolutions, or by reason of the query as
to whether farmers would seriously carry on business with
these banks or not, 0r by reason of the further consideration
whether it would be an actual benefit to the farmers to
have further facilities to transfer the mortgages on their
homesteads, there can be no donbt whatever that Mr.
Smithers, the leading banking authority in this country, is
in harmony with my hon. friend from Centre Wellington to
this extent, that it would be beneficial for the country to
have a uniform currency; and although I aM not an
authority on banking matters, the limited observation I
have been able to give to this subjeet leads me te the same
conclusion that the hon. member for Centre Wellington
comes to in that respect. Of course the hon. gentleman has
foreseen that it would result in temporary ]oss to the
banks, and ho has a provision, the terms of which I am rot
competent to discuss, for withdrawing the circulation
and compensating the chartered banks. Under the pre-
sent law, the circulation ie the firat claim on the assets
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of the bank, and rnany say that that is a sufficiont
protection. But it is not thorough protection; it is only
partial; for if one of the smaller banks faits, what happens ?
There is consternation; a run on the bank occurs, and poor
people who hold the bills very often soli out to designing
speculators, and very serious loss results to the honest wage-
earner. The proposition of my hon. friend is that there
should be a circulating medium in the country which should
be entirely beyond question; and when that proposition
comes up as a distinct proposition before this House, it
shall have my support.

Resolutions agreed to, reported, read the second time,
and concurred in.

Mr. OIRTON moved the first reading of Bill (No. 88) to
provide banking and loan facilities to those engaged in
agricultural pursuits.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

COURT OF RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS.

Mr. McCARTHY moved the second reading of Bill (No.
6) for constituting a Court of Railway Commissionors for
Canada and to amend the Consolidated Railway Act of 1879.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This seems to be a
measure of some little- importance. Have the Governmont
nothing to say about this policy, or are they waiting to be
advised by the House?

Mr. MoNEILL. Having during three Sessions of Parla-
ment presented petitions in favor of this Bill from the
Municipal Council of the county of Bruce, I feel it is due to
those I have the honor to represent, that [ should endeavor
to say a few words in explanation of my reasons for sup.
porting this meoasure. I hope the House will kindly bear
with me, as 1 have been a little under the weather for
some time past, and am not very well able to do justice to
the subject, which is one of very great importance to the
people of this country. I am quite sure that the views
and wishes of the municipal representatives of 66,000
people of Bruce, 1 am quite sure that the unanimous wishes
and viows of so largo a section of the community, will
always receive respectful consideration fron this House,
but it is not only the views of so large a community as
this, but the views also of many other great counties and
cities and towns of this Dominion to which I dosire to
refer. I believe thatthere have been some sixteon counties
and cities and some thirty-two towns whieh have
petitioned in favor of this measure, and during the
last Session of Parliament a memorial was presented from
the manufacturers' association of the Province of On tario
in support of the measure, and I think [ understood that
recently there has boen an approval of this measure by the
Board of Trade of the city of Toronto, so that I feel satisfied
that a moasure which receives this amount of endorsation
in the Dominion will bo treated with that degree of onu.
sideration, and receive that amount of care which certainly
its importance deserves. I feel quile satisfied that the ques-
tion bas taken a firm grasp of the minds of the people, and
that sooner or later it will be necessary for the Government
to deal with it, and I venture to think that the sooner it is
deait with the better it will be for all parties conceorned.
There has been very naturally a good deal of prejadice
creat<d in the minds of members of the House against
the measure by reason of the overwhelming maj->rity
which was opposed to it in the Railway Committee
when it was before that body. This was a very
nataral prejudice, I think, but it was, on the other
band, a very unfair prejudice, beenuse, in truth, tho measure
was defeated on that occasion owing to statements which
were made ln perfect good faith, but which were in therm-
selves altogether erroneous. Those statements were
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endorsed by Sir Charles Tupper, the Minister of Railways,
and it was very natural that statements coming with
all the weight of the endorsation of a gentleman who is
so familiar with railway enterprises in this country, and
who bas always taken so much interest in their further-
ance, would have very great force in the minds of members
of the Railway Committee. Now these statements which
were made were sufficient of themselves to cut away the
whole ground from under the feet of those who were sup-
porting this Railway Commissioners Bill. The statements
were these. Sir Charles Tupper said:

" Then again, it bas been shown here to-day, after an experience of
years in a country admirably adapted for the adoption of the principle
of the commission, that Parliament, instead of being satisfied with it
and re-establishing it, has allowed it to expire, and no commission
exista at all in England to-day, for the reason that the commission has,
to a large extent, failed in accomplishing the objects that Parliament
and the Government established it for."

As my hon. friend had pointed to the English Railway
C>mmission and to the success of that commission, and
bad foiinded his Bill mainly upon the lines of the Railway
Commission Act in England, it was very natural that
such a statement as this, coming from Sir Charles Tupper,
would fall like a thunderbolt upon the Railway Com-
mittee and the result of it was that the measure was
defeated by a very large majority. There was another
statement made at the same time, and that coming from
the same authority would naturally produce a great effect:

"I am uJstified in saying that the stock market in England is
paralysed by what we are doing here to-day."

Both those statements, made in perfect good faith, turned
out afterwards to be altogether mistaken statements.
The Railway Commissi>n in England, far from being
abolished, was in full swing at the time; and the stock
market was not in any degree affected by what we were
doing at that time. So I think I am justified in saying
that the vote which was thon taken upon the measure was
one to which we now should attach very little importance
indeed. The hon. member for North Simcoe (Mr. Mc
Carthy) at that time argued that the people and the weaker
lines of railway were insufficiently protected against the
enormous power which is wielded by the great railway
corporations in this country, and, impressed by the force
of the arguments which he adduced at that time, and
whieh were in point of fact unanswerable, the Govern-
ment introduced a measure amending the Consolidated
Railway Act, and into this measure they introduced two
clauses which were taken verbatim from the English Act
of 1d54, the Canals and Traffic Act. The principles which
are embodied in those two clauses are these-first, that
every railway company shall be obliged to give due facility
foi the furthering of traffic over its line, coming from any
other railway; and secondly, that there shall be no prefer-
ence, that is, no undue preference, offered to individuals or
localities. These two principles will, I think, commend
themselves to the approval of every hon. member of this
House and every right-thinking man; and, by embodying
these piinciples in the law of the land, the Government,
and not only the Government but this flouse which adopted
that measure, have admitted the fact that the people of this
country have the right to have those principles put into
oporation. But, unfortunately, it is impossible to put this
law into force unless we have machinery which is adequate
for the purpose, and it so happens that we have no such
machinery. Tho people of Canada are told distinctly what
their rights are by the Government and by this flouse,
but the means by which they can enforce these
rights are withheld from them. This, I think, can
be not merely proved but demonstrated. There are just
two tribunals before which these matters eau be brought,
the Railway Committee of the Privy Council and the courts
o1 law I do not think that anyone will venture for a mo-

Mr. MONZILL.

ment to say that the Railway Committee of the Privy
Coancil is competent at all to deal with these matters, is
competent to deal with questions of through freights, of
undue preference, of the proper connection of trains, of
proper facilities for traffic, and of a host of other questions
which will at once suggest themselves to the mind of any
hon. gentleman who thinks for a moment on this subject.
It is impossible to suppose that the Railway Committee of the
Privy Council can have either the special knowledge which
is required to deal with such matters or the time to examine
witnesses, and sift evidence in order to do justice in such
matters. That being so, we are thrown back upon the
courts of law, and it is just as certain that the courts of law
are incapable of dealing with these matters as it is
that the Railway Committee of the 'Privy Council is in-
capable of dealing with them. This fact is thoroughly
established. There is no question whatever on that
subject. There can be no question aboutit. I think it will
be admitted by everyone on both sides of the louse that
the law in England is administered at least as well as it is
in any other country in the world, whether we have regard
to the learning and ability of the judges, or to the absolutely
spotless purity with which they discharge their high finc-
tions; and we know perfectly well, that if there is one
thing more than another that the English people are dis-
tinguished for, it is a desire quietly to get along on the old
lines, to plod along very much in the old groove, and s
little as possible, especially in matters connected with com-
merce and traffic, to interfere with the old established
methods and precedents; and that, if there is one thing
more than another that John Bull disapproves of and holds
in abhorrence, it is what he calls new-fangled methods
of procedure. So, I think I am perfectly justified
in assuming and in stating that the English people would
have rested satisfied with the courts of law, and would not
have adopted a new tribunal to deal with these matters
unless they had been compelled by the strongest reasons to
do so; and, when we find that they have in IEngland es.tab-
lished just such a tribunal as that which is proposed by my
hon. friend from North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy), we have
the strongest possible circumstantial evidence in favor of
the proposition that the courts of law are incapable of deal-
ing with the matter. And we must remember that the law
in Canada, at present, is just in exactly the same position
as the law of England when the Railway Commission was
established there. But we are fortunate in not being obliged
to rest solely upon circumstantial evidence in support of this,
because we have also direct evidence of the most weighty
kind possible. We have the evidence supplied to us by the
records of committees and commissions without number,
whieh have been appointed in England to investigate this
matter. There were committees appointed, sometimes from
one louse of Parliament and sometimes f rom the other, and
sometimes from both Houses of Parliament, and the mem-
bers of these committees were always selected by reason of
their special qualifications and their special knowledge of
the subject. We find it laid down in a most distinct way
by the reports of these committees that the courts of law
are incapable of dealing with this matter ; they found that
the- courts of law were quite incapable of dealing with the
enormous power which was wielded by these great corpo-
rations, which, in point of fact, held in their grasp the whole
carrying trade of the country. In 1872 a committee was
appointed, having among its members some of the leading
men in England such as Lord Salisbury, Lord Ripon, Lord
Redesdale, the late Mr. Ward Hiant, and Mr. Dodson. I find
in the report a great many statements showing clearly that
the courts of law are powerless to deal with the question.
In the first place I find that Lord Campbell had said:

" The judges, and himself among them, thought themselves incompe-
tent to decide these matters. They should have a lay tribunal to decide
such matters, and not one composed of judges."
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He said that all the judges agreed with him in this view
with the exception of Chief Justice Jervis, 80 that all the
judges of the Court of Queen's Bench, all the judges of the
Court of Exchequer, and all the judges.but one of the Court
of Common Pleas, were of the view that a special tribunal
was necessary to give effect to this very law which we, a
Session or two ago, placed upon our Statute-book. Then
again Ifind on page 15of the report:

" The necessity for power to enforce through rates for goods over
every other company's line, is recognised on ail bands; but the Canais
and Traffic Act is inoperative to secure it."

On page 15 I find :
" The Board of Trade informa this committee '-

The Amalgamation Committee it was -
" that the decisions, or rather want of decisions, under the Railway
and Uanal Traffic Ac have shown how unsuited a court of law is to
deal with such cases."

And again on page 47:
" Almost every witness, whether representing the commercial or the

railway interest, bas suggested the appeal to some board or tribunal
which shall settle disputes, and in fact do what self-interest-or the law
itsif caunot do."

There is a later report to which I am about to refer. Then
again on page 48 I find l

" It is distinctly proved that the Court of Common Pleas is not
capable of dealing with the question of propér facilities for the forward-
iDg of passengers and goodo."1

On page 49:
" The Board of Trade bas not' the requisite judicial character or

means of action."
And that (tl is is a remarkable statement):

" A court of law fails in practical knowledge and administrative
facility."

It must, I think, be clear that the courts of law, according
to the views, at all events, of this committee, were
incapable of dealing with the matter. Well, in Eng-
land the people were not satisfied to rest in that
position. They were not satisfied to leave the wholeE
power in the hands of the railway companies, and theyj
determined that as the courts of law could not deal with the1
matter they would accept the proposal of this committee andi
appoint a special tribunal. That ]Railway Commission was
appointed; but in the first place only temporarily. It is
worthy of remark that the committee which recommended
the appointment of that commission did not present a unani-
mous report, there was a majority report, and there was aà
great deal of doubt in the minds of a great many people as
to whether this appointing a railway commission was a wise
thing to do. It was felt that the experimeut was a veryE
grave one, and many people thought it was a very danger-i
ous experiment. It was felt in England, as it is felt by1
members of this House, that it was a serious thing to hand
over to three gentleman, such as those who are proposed1
in this Bill of my hon. friend, such great powers lestt
injury should be done by them to the great interests of thea
railway companies, and by that means injury to the public at
large. Many of the wisest, many of the ablest and manyî
of the most experienced and sagacious members of the1
-House of Commons in England, disapproved of the proposal î
to establish this Railway Commission, just *as many of this
House disapprove of it. Now, we go a step further, andr
come to the report of the last committee, which was made1
in 1882. That committee was cbmposed of twenty-threet
members of the ouse of Commons, selected for their1
special knowledge of the subject, and nine members of thatc
committee represented the railway interests. The com-3
mittee was appointed for the purpose of investigating howt
this railway commission, which had then been in existenceç
Bsome eight years, was really working; whether it was a9
good thing or a bad thing; whether it was advancing the
interest of the publie or not, ad they presented a unani.

mous report, in which they stated it had worked well, and
t hey recommended that it should be made permanent and
its powers enlarged. On the llth of last month, the Presi-
dent of the Board of Trade in England, introduced a Bill,
not only establishing one Railway Commission for England,
but establishing one for Ireland and one for Scotland. He
was simply taking up the measure which had been proposed
by his predecessor, in a Conservative Government, so that
both parties in the House were unanimous on the subject.
He said:

" Experience had shown that the powers conferred on the commission
by the Act were too restricted; and its jurisdiction had been consider-
ably limited since its appointment by the action of courts of law. It
had nevertheless done good service to the community. Its decisions had
given general satisfaction to the trading community. It had operated
so far as the railway companies were concerned in terrorem, and it was
doing much good and useful work."
Now every argument on general principles which has
been advanced here against theappointmnent of this Rilway
commission, was at that time advanced in England-I speak
of arguments on general grounds. Any hon. member taking
up the English ilansard can read there one argument after
another which bas been presented in Canada in opposition
to this measure, and which was presented in England in
opposition to a railway commission and which the test of
experience bas proved to be fallacious. I do not intend to
read from the reports, because I do not wish to take up the
time of the House, and because I quoted f rom it on a former
occasion. Mr. Ward Hunt, and there was no one in
the House whose opinion was of greater weight, said the
shareholders' money would be in danger. Mr. Pease said it
would dislocate traffic. He also sald it would be a terrible
thing to hand over the property of the English railways
into the hands of three men. fie also stated that the sal-
aries of the commissioners would be less than those of the
managers of the railways. It was alleged at that time that
a depression in the stock market would ensue. All of
those objections have been proved to be entirely ground-
less, and those in England who were opposed to the
establishment of the commission are to-day in favor of it,
as can be seen by reference to what occurred in the
House of Commons a few days ago. It is said: Why should
we not in Canada have the same benefit from a railway com-
mission as the people of England enjoy, and as they have in
many of the States of the Union ? And we are told there
are special reasons here in Canada why we cannot have
such a commission. We are told we are differently eitu-
ated from the people of England, and therefore we are to
hold our hands and sit down and tell the people that there
is no remedy for grievances complained of. We know froin
experience that the law courts cannot help them, and there
is no other tribunal. We practically tell the people, by the
legislation which is passed in this louse, that they have
certain rights, but there is no way of enforcing them. We
have not surely come to such a pass as that. The objec-
tions urged, which are supposed to be special objections,
are not valid objections. The first objection which is urged
in Canada is, that capital is very sensitive, and it is very
important for us to have capital invested in our railways.
We all admit that. I suppose there is no one who would
gainsay the truth of that proposition. It is said that this
sensitive capital will be frightened away by the appoint-
ment of this commission, which bas worked so well in
England. I venture to say that the very reverse will
be the case ; that in Canada, as in England, it will
be found that the railway commission will be the
champion of the weaker lines, that it will strengthen the
young undertakings, that it wili enable them to get facili-
ties for throngh traffic and train connections, and will pre-
veut the struggling companies from being swamped by the
greater and more powerful corporations. It is very well
known to ail living in Western Ontario that the greatest
inconvenience to the public occurred from the fact that no
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connection could be obtained between the Great Western4
and the Grand Trunk. It is a fact, told me on the very best1
authority, that if there had been a railway commission ini
Canada at the time, there would have beon no amalgama-1
tion between the Great Western and the Grand Trunk. That
condition of things would not bave been tolerated for
twenty-four hours if there had been such a commission; the
Condition of one railway company deliberately running its
trains so as to prevent another company connecting with iti
and thus preventing the proper flow of traffic through the
country. Another objection raised is that the Dominion is
too large, and while in a little country like England a com-
mission may be appointed here with a greater territory a
railway commission could not possibly overtake the work.
That is, perhLaps, the weakest of all objections against the
commission. Let anyore take Bradshaw's map of
England and see how the wbole country is covered
with a network of railways, and he will then see the
amount of work the commissioners bave had to
under take, work infinitely greater, more difficult and more
complicated thaL the work they would have to undertake
here. At one of the numerous stations in the neighborhood
of London, more than 1,000 trains pass in twenty-four hours,
a circumstance which conveys some idea of the complexity
and difficulty of the railway system in England; and yet
this system bas been regulated by the railway commission
there. Bow much more easy it would be to .have our
simple system regulated by a commission bere. I lis said
that the tbrough freigbts from the United States would
coniplicate matters because some of the freigbts would come
over lines that would be outside the conutrol of the commis-
sion. Hon. members, I think, last Session pointed out that
in England as great a difficulty exista, because there is a
great part of the traffic carried by laid and partly by sea,
and that carried by sea is outside the control of the com-
mission. Then we are told there ai e no outside systems
competing with the railway system in England as there is
here in Canada. There never was a greater misapprehension
or a statement more incorrect than that. There is a system
of competition in England which, according to the report of
the commission which Bat in 188z, affects freight in three-
fifthis of all the railway stations in England, that is the
competition by sea. There are fleets of magnificent
steamers and sailing vessels lyig in alil ports in England
ready to carry fieight in competition with the railways
into every harbor, port and cranuy into which vessels dnre
enter, which competition affects freights, to the extent I
have indicated. So that objection may be abandoned.
There is really no sound objection that cau be uged against
the proposal of the bon. member for North Simcoe (Mr.
McCarthy), in this Bill. There ean be no doubt there is a
feeling of irritation in the minds of the people in many
parts of Ontario against Ie railway companies, a feeling I
had almost said, of bostility, a feeling that those companies
(an do very much as they like, and do very much as tbey
like, that they are practically uncontrolled, and that they
are practically the masters not only of the people but of
the Government to a great extent. It is not desirable that
such a feeling should exist in the minds of the people ; it is
not for tht beniiit of the railway companies themselves. lu
the prescuce of such a feeling the enormous benefits that
the people have derived from those railway companies have
been to a great extent lost sight of; and therefore it is we
ought to do something, if possible, to relieve the people
trom this feeling of oppression from which they at present
suffer. One of the great advantages arising from the
esta blishment of a court such as is proposed by the hon.
mem ber is that a great deal of misconception would be
removed. A great deal of the feeling which exists in the
minds of the people is no doubt well founded, but I believe
op the other band much of it is ill-founded, arising
from misconception ; and one of the great advantages

Mr. MQ jILL,

of the appointment of a commission would be that it would
be a court of conciliation, as well as a strong instrument to
redress real grievances, and would do away with mary of
those which at present unhappily exista. Why sbould notthe
people have the benefit of such a court ? We bave admitted
by placing this law on the Statute-book that they bave
grievances, and we have admitted tbey have certain rights,
and we have known perfectly well that under the existing
state of affaira there arc no means supplied by which those
grievances can be remedied. We know that these very
same laws wbieb we have embodied in the laws of Canada
were inoperative in England until special machinery was
applied to put thcm into effect. And so long as we withhold
from the people of Canada that special macbinery which
experience bas proved to be necessary to give effect to the
law which we say ourselves ought to be put in force, the
people of Canada will look upon this law as a mockery and
a sham. They would look upon it very much as they would
look upon bread given to hungry men locked up in a stong
box, of which we deliberately withhold the key ; and as long
as we deliberately withhold from the people the means of
enforcing those rights which we declared in this Parliament
to be theirs, I think we may expect that the people will be
likely to call us very sharply to account.

Mr. CURRAN. Permit me to say a few words on this
subject which bas occupied so much of the attention of the
best mirds of the country foi a considerable time past, 1No
doubt my hon. friend, the introducer of thih Bill, is actuated
by the very highest motives in presentirg this measure so
vigorously as he bas done, Session after Session, and we
are all deeply indebted to the very eloquentgentleman who
has just resumed his seat, for the vast amount of pains ho
bas taken to collect information on the subject. I think,
however, from the very speech that hon. gentleman has
made, as well as from what we know has taken place in the
various councils of the trade regulating bodies of our Domi-
nion, that if there be one question more than another as to
which we may say festina lente, hasten slowly, if there is
a subject upon which we should act with the greatest deli-
beration and proceed with the greatest care, it is the
question now before the louse. In the Board of Trade in
the city of Montreal this qutstion bas occupied a
good deal of attention. it bas been discussed on various
occasions, and the very Bill which is now before this
House bas received the attention of that body, and, no
longer -go than the day before yesterday, it bas been
pronounced inadequate to the attainment of the objects
which it professed to achieve. For that matter, I could
mention the name of several other bodies which have also
taken a similar view. In listening to the remarks of the
hon. gentleman who has just taken his seat, I failed to notice
that ho had disposed of the very many objections which ho
said had been raised on more than one occasion against this
measure. In the first place, he toldus that as far back as i 8 72,
this question bad been thoroughly discussed in England, and
a law enacted similar to this Bill. By his own showing, the
conclusions arrived at on that occasion were not satisfactory,
mince in 1882 a new amendment had to be made, and if the
hon. gentlemen will refer to the report of the proceedings
of the Britiish Parliament of the 13th of last March, he will
find that he was entirely mistaken when he said that the
Railway Commission in England had given eatibfaction. On
the contrary, they are now again about to amend their law
and to seek new remedies by the addition of new members to
that court, giving it more of a legal aspect than it had before,
thereby pioving conclusively that the legislation which is
sought to be introduced here has proved, I may say, an utter
failut e in England itself. Therefore I conceive that the
best thing we can do is to take our time. We have the
experience of the Mother Country before ns, dealing with
this subject under far more favorable circumstances than
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we can possibly expect to deal with it here. We have not large numbers, is likoly to be brought to bear on the Board
in this country the same system. We have an international of Trade; 80 that it is fot surprising to find
system, if I may so speak, and therefore it is much more that they have resolved against this measure. But we find
easy to deal with the question in England, where all the that in Toronto, gnother great centre, porbaps the noit
railways are under the one Government, without the same in importance in the Dominion of Canada, the Board of
connectionà we have bore; and if they failed in England Trade thora hmsdiscussed the merits and demerits of this
under those most favorable circumstances, I cannot see why Bil at great length, and after careful coneideraLion, bas
we should walk in the stops which have been traoed so far, corne to the conclusion that it la impartant in the intereets
rather than waituntil we see if in England they can arrive at of this country, that a Board of Railway Commissioners
a solution of the difficulties which are now embarrassing us should be established upon the principle of the Billintro-
as well as themr. Under these circumstances, therefore, I duced by the bon. member for Simcoe. But furtber than
believe that the arguments advanced by the proposer of that, we find tbat the Crangers of this country, representing
this Bill as well as those that have been followed perbapa th-e Iargest elass of people in the country, the
up by the last speaker, must have totally failed agriculturista, in their deliberations, Dot only this year, but
to carry convictions to our minds, and that the best in previous years, bave asserted the importance of a Billof
thing we can possibly do is to wait the working out of the this kind. 1 have before me the resolutions passed by the
experience of the Mother Country before- we attempt to Dominion Grange, on the luth of Maroh, of the present
introduce a law here which, I think, would be very disas. year, whih read as follows
trous in its results, have a very bad effect indeed on the I"Amalgamation bas virtually reduced our railway system into two
carrying trade of the country, and fail in every respect to corporations. In some instances thesE corporations are charging double
give us those results which that law is intended to produce. the rates on local trafflo, since said amalgamation bis taken place. la
Whilst, therefore, giving credit to my hon. friend for the fact the rates are raised and lowered to whatever the traMe will bear:intetio hobas I elive tis aw t .1 eeut 18this means, that the railruad companies fix the price of grain from year
good i year. The seller or purchaser bas litte voice in the matter.
premature, and that we should await furtber developments i"The.people and Governments gave their mooey irood faith te sald
on the other side of the Atlantic before giving our adhesion companies, ut the trust reposed in them has been misplaced, and the

to is ropsiton.corporations now virtually say to the people aud Goverumentg - 'Youtohave no rights that we are bound thrrespect.'
ilHow long will the people and Governments submit to ibis state of

Mr. SPROULE. The country to-day is watching withmatters? Those corporations have becone Bo powertul that the
a god dal f iterattheacton ake bythi Hosequestion arises: 1'Which miles the Dominion of Canada, thse people's

a good deal of interest, the action taken by this oue,Goverment or the railroads?'"
relative to the important question that is now engaging our "We would, therefore. urge legisiation whicb wiIl procure the interest
attention. Year after year, for part of the last Parliamentof the producer by the establiâhment of a court or commission similar to
and, I think, throughout the present Parliament, this or à that proposed by Mr. McOartby i bis Billoflast Session, for the regula.simiarBli as eenintodued i ths fous Tie atertion of railway freights and ibe final settlement of ail mnatt'rs lu dispute
similar Bill been introduced in this House Time aft between railway companies and individua or companies.
time it has been dropped because there appeared to be an These are the resdlutions passed by the Dominion Grange
indisposition on the part of members of this Hlouse to take it tbis year, and almost similar resolutions were papped mat
up and support it sufficiently or to bring it to a test question. year. Whon we consider lhat ibis assoeiation reprosents
Of late there appears to bave been a good deal more atten- the agriculturists of the Dominion ef Canada as a whole,
tion directed towards this measure. We find that the prose we must sse that there is a strong and growing dornnd for
of the c>ntry have been considering it, boards of trade have this mensure. I sent a coy ofthe BiI to tho President of
been discussing its merits and demerits, the agricultural the Board of Trade in Owen Sound, the capital otte
societies of the country have been asking for it, the county county, part of which I have the honer te roprosent. In
councils in different localities of Ontario bave passed reso- reply the prosident of the board writos tome as follows
lutions in favor of it. And with all those various bodie M
and powers looking forward with interest to*the time whenbea

is measur al be discussed, I think it is not unieon- up before us soe te ao with a strin f questions, when teibismeaure hal bediscsse, 1thin itis ot uieRon-following resolution was unanimnousir passed : ''rbat ibis board is
able to expect that the members of this House should take unanimous in its supportof the Act întroduiedbý Mr.McOurthy entitled:

it ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~A Apcddn ihi.Ts bn etea h a u t for constituting a Court of Railway Gommisiioo.ers for Canada,
it up and deal with it. The hon, gentleman who hasjust d o ement the Consolidated Railway Act, 1879' 1 trust tht the

t dow is opposed to the Bill, and h aysh thinks theve its support to a measure o necessar
time bas not corne when a measure of this kind should besibis one for the protection orihe interesis of the general public.
passed by the House. The reasons he gives for holding sueh trust gr. Mctarthy willuucceed with bis Railway Bi."
an opinion appear to me to be of a most flimsy nature. Now, this ie a resolution passed by another board cf trade,
Prom bis own statement they are based on two grounds. composed of gentlemen ongaged iu commercial pursuits
First, because it bas been fournd necessary to amend the almost eutirely, and passed without a disenting voice.
Court of .Railway Commissioners in England. Is that the But it may bo remonably abked, is thera any necessity for
first law which bas ever been amended I would like to ask the Bill? I tbink I need say ifle in addition to what ba
the hon. gentleman ? Is it an evidence-because a law has been aid by the hon. meinhor for North Bruce (fr.
to be amended, that it is a complete failure ? Ie it not 1 MoNeil), as te the uecessity cf the Bil. We flnd that with
found neoessary time after time, as varying circumstances-the growth of railway corporaLions, and on accoutit of
arise, to make amendments to almost every law found their great strength and ramifications, such great evils have
on the Statute-book of the country ? I think this ie arison asto induce the people cf»the country te rise the
only an evidence that circumstances have arisen necessi- question whether some means cannot ho devised te remedy
tating an amendment; but it is still an acknowledgment those evils. As early as lt,44 thoie evils bsd beceme so
that the principle is a good one. The other is that the great in England tiat it wa found necessary to pasea taw
Board of Trade in Moiutreal bas passed a resolution against tb 1re authorising the Goverrment te take over the man-
this Bill. The hon. gom'lo.nan seems to forget that the agoment of the railways, or in other werds, te buy onL the
Board of Trade in Monitreal, while it represents a very irn-railwny corporations of England. 1 thiok under tie hate
portant commercial body anîd is composed of very able Sir Rabert Pedi and the presont Prime Minigtor of Eng.
commercial mon, is not the whole Dominion of Canada, and land (lir. Gladstone) a 1mw was passed in 1844 giving the
that there may be influences there which would tend te Goverument thnt power. On acuount of the vested rigis
wai p their jadgment in regard to this question. The rail-which were thon found te ho involvod in this question, iL
way infiiience; which is very great in that large netro- was thought advisable Le defer the action of tie Govora-
polis, where railways centre and rai[way mon are foiad in ment for a, is like too yearo, to that the railway
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companies, on finiing this law on the Statute-book, would
have the opportunity to govern themselves accordingly,
and to seil out their interests before the expiration of
that period. Now, what were those evils which the coun-
try had to contend with ? They are enumerated in a
work which deals with the railway problems of the age,
and we find that they are very much the same as those
which the people of Canada have to contend with to-day.
But after a time it was thought by the public that what
was proposed was such a gigan tic scheme, and would involve
such a heavy outlay, that it was perhaps not advisable to
buy out the railways; but for the purpose of remedying
the evils the very principle was introduced there which we
are endeavoring to carry in the Canadian Parliament to-
night, ihat is, the establishment of a Court of Railway
Commissioners, who would act as arbitrators between the
railway companies and the commercial and general public.
Such courts were established; and if, after experience, they
had been abandoned or abolished, then there might be some
ground for the assumption of the hon. member for Montreal
Centre (Mr. Curran) that they were a failure. But we
find that they are still in existence, and although, like all,
measures of legislation, they have perhaps been found
imperfect in some degree, the Parliament of England
has, from time to time, endeavored to make them as
perfect as possible; and I think that any person who
has read the history of those courts, and the multitudi-
nous duties they have performed, must admit that they
have been of incalculable benefit to the people of
England. Now, is England the only country which has
adopted this remedy for the existing grievances ? No.
We find that going over to the United States, a country
which is, perhaps, the first power in the world as regards
the importance of its railway system, t'hey too have had
these evils to contend with, and we find that many of the
States, in their legislative capacity, have put upon their
Statutes laws for the purpose of establishing these courts,
and that they are in operation and competing successfully
with the difficulties to-day, no one can deny. These courts,
in the United States, appear to have resolved themselves
into two classes; one class, with the power behind it of
giving publicity to the dark deeds of these railway com-
panies, or, in other words, laying before the public all their
acts, so that an intelligent public, by, the force of its
opinion, would either endorse these acts or condemn them
and force a remedy to be applied. I hold in my hand a
very important little work which deals with the problem
of rail way companies in their relations to the public. It
is entitled "IRailroads ; their Origin and Problems," by
Adams. I find that these courts have been established
sOme years ; 1 find that they were established in the Western
States in 1869, and, strange to say, they had their origin
with tbe same class which to-day is asking the Dominion Par-
liament to give us this court, namely, theGrangers who felt
their inability to cope with the opposition put in force
against them by railway companies. Individuals found it
was impossible to secure their rights, and hencethedemand
arose for some other mode of dealing with this very impor-
tant question. They asked the State Legisiatures to take up
this matter, and then, on the advice of the Grangers, courts
were established to deal with the difficulty. Unfortuaately
they were established perhaps too much in conformity with
the principles advanced by men of littie practical experience
and railway knowledge, and the result was they were vtry
imperfect in their nature, but no one, after looking over the
history of these courts, will deny thai. they have accom-
piished a great deal of good, if not so much good as was
expected. These courts, which the Grangers recommended,
were established on the principle that they were rather:
courts cf arbitration with power behinl them to enforce the
arbitration. It was found this did na work exactly as was
expected, because the power of the rail way companies was

Mr. SPAOULZ.

so great that the courts were frustrated in their design of
carrying out their honest intention. Then another ques-
tion arose. In the grain centres of the West, it was
stated that the fundamental principle behind every rail-
road act was force, and the commission representing
the constable. Finding the laws were not carried out,
it was brought to the notice of the court that the
people's rights were trampled upon, and, in order to
redress the wrongs, the court became in the nature of con-
stables to enforce the people's rights. It was found, how-
ever, that they had not the power to enforce the rights as
they desired. In Massachusetts, where the new principle
was introduced, not exactly of enforcing the law by virtue
of constable power, but by rather laying before the public
the nature of the grievances of which the people had to
complain and compelling the railway companies to submit
to the inspection by the public, at ail seasonable hours, their
books, papers and tariffs, and all other things connected
with them. Then, when the attention of the public was
directed to any grievance, it was brought directly under the
notice of the Legislature, who were enabled to amend the
laws, from time to time, so as to meetthe wants of the people.
Those two principles were acknowledged in the courts. One
was that of force behind the court, and the other was pub.
licity to the act of the court, so as to have the power of an
enlightened public behind them to enforce its ruling.

" In the West the fundamental ides behind every railway Act was
force; the commission represented the constable. In the Massachusetts
Act the fundamental idea was publicity; the commission represented
public opinion. The law creating the board and defining its field.of
action was clumsily dra.vn,and throughout itthere was apparent sspirit
of distrust in its purpose. In theory an experiment, in reality it was a
makeshift. The powers conferred on the commissioners hardly deserve
the name; and such as they were they were carefully hedged about with
limitations against their abuse."

The board, in the first place, became of necessity a judicial
in place of a prosecuting tribunal. But that was changed.
Then we find, when we go on to the other, that the Massa-
chusetts Legislature established a court, and the result of
that court was much more satisfactory.

" Undesignedly the Massachusetts Legislature had rested their law on
the one great social feature which distinguishes modern civilisation from
any other of which we have a record, the eventual supremacy of an
enlightened public opinion."

Their object *as to enlighten the public, and then trust to
the chances of the Legislature taking up the question, and
enforcing what was believed to be enlightened public
opinion.

" The line of policy thus happily initiated was carefully pursued. New
and wider powers were, year by year, conferred upon the board, but
àÈways in the same direction-powers to investigate and report. The
commissioners meanwhile were not slow to realise the advantage of
their position, and have repeatedly put themselves on record as desiring
no more arbitrary powers-as feeling themselves indeed stronger with-
ont them. In 1876 this policy reached its final result, as the Legislatire
then placed the entire system of accounts kept by the corporations under
the direct supervision of the board. Its power in this respect ws unli-
mited. Not only was it authorised to prescribe a uniform system upon
which those accounts should be kept, but they were also to be kept
under the immediate and constant supervision ofits officers."
Now those who opposed the adoption of the measure last
year, alleged, as one of the grounds of opposition to it, that
it was unreasonable to ask companies to allow any person
to inspect their books and lay bfore the public matters
which might interfere with the rights -and traffic of the
railway companies. But in Massachusetts it was found to
be an advantage, because afterwards the companies fell in
with the principle and were willing to endoree it.

"On proper application the books were to be publicly investigated.
In view of the notorious scandals which have made railway financiering
a by-w ,rd for whatever is fi iancially loose corrupt and dishonest, the
scope and ignificance of this measqure does not need to be dwelt upon.
It went t> the root of the matter It opened to light aIl the dark places.
In France unly, it is believed, haï a bim. lar power .been asserte<i; but
there its exercise was based ou the large pecuaiar y interest the Govern-
ment had in the railway pro, erties. ht was a partner and, as such,
concerued in al their transactions."
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Now, the writer goes on to say:
" This measure carried the Massachusetts method of dealing with the

railway question to its ultimate point of development under a State
Government.

" No greater degree of publicity was passible. The system was per-
fectly simple, but noue tha less logical and practicable It amounted
to little more than the establishment of a permanent board of arbitra-
tion, acting without any of the formality, expense and delay of courts
of law."

These are some of the evils complained of: the cost of
compelling railway corporations to do what is right ; the
delay and expense occasioned by resorting to courts of law,
rendering it impossible for individuals, or even small cor-
porations, to fight an extensive wealthy corporation such as
a railway company.

" On each question which came before it-whether brought to its
notice by means of a postal card or through the action of a city govern-
ment-tbis board was to make au investigation. If wrongs and
grievances were made to appear, and no measure of redress could be
secured, the appeal was te the courts or legislature, the board still
being the motive force. Thus on ail questions, not strictly legal,
arising out of the relations of the railway corporations-whether
among themselves, with the community as a whole or with individuals
-a body ot experts, supposed te be skilled, was provided, who were
clothed with full inquisitorial powers and whose duty it was, whether
moved thereto by facts within their own knowledge or brought te their
knowledge through the intervention of others, to investigate the doings
or condition of the corporations, and to lay the resulting facts in
detail before the public without remedial or corrective power them-
selves, behind them stood the Legislature and the judiciary ready to
be brought into play should any corporation evince an unreasonable
spirit of persistence, when once clearly shown to be in the wrong."

So that these courts were not without power.
"I 'he policy thus described would seem te have worked suffciently

well in Massachusetts. The commission has certainly succeeded in
sustaining itself. For while at every session the Legislature has con-
ferred upon it new powers, always in the same direction, the railway
corporations have never appeared in opposition to it as a body."

This is one of the strong arguments brought against these
courts to-day, that the railway corporations are strongly
opposed to the courts, thinkin' they will be inimical to
their interests; but that is not the experience in Massachu-
setts. Another objection raised to these courts is, that it
is said the competition among our railway companies and
other corporations carrying on the trade of the country, is
of such a peculiar nature, that it would be impossible for
these courts to do more than a very small fraction of what
they were expected to do in the interests of the people,
because it is said that we are living alongside of a country
which has railway facilities which are equal, if not supe-
rior, in many respects, to our own-a country from
which we must draw a large share of our trade ;
and it is said that the competition is se great
between our own railway companies and the com-
panies of the United :States that it would virtually kill
the trade of the railway companies in this country if
we had such a court, and it was to exercise its power and
compel these companies to submit to a tariff of charges.
But the gentlemen who offer that objection forget that these
courts which have been found to work successfully in the
United States have confined their operations to one single
State. A single State in the United States is very much like
one of our own Provinces, and, if the court can work suc-
cessfully in one State, when those companies which are out-
side the State are constantly competing with those within
the State, I think the court will be much more likely to
work successfully here, seeing it applies to the whole
Dominion. It is said that we have varions rail way
companies 3ompeting, and that this would compel those
companies to refuse a large share of the traffic they are now
getting, and it is advanced as a theory that the reason why
these courts have been allowed in England and not here, is
that England is an island. I need not add anything to the
argument of the hon. member for North Bruce (Mr.
McNeill), on that subject; but hon. gentlemen forget that in
England, at the time this court was introduced, there were,
no les than seventy-three railway corporations, and, if'

seventy-three railway corporations were not sufficient to give
the public the fair-play they wanted by competition, it can
hardly be expected, under the circumstunces in which we are
placed to-day, when we have virtually only two railway
corporations, that we will get the competition which is
necossary; nor can it be supposed that, if this system could
be worked efficiently where there is so much competition,
it cannot be worked successfully here where there is nothing
like the sane amount of competition. Another objection
which is raised is that the court bas too much power and
authority. Ifind, on looking over the clauses in the Statute
which was passed to guide the courts of Massachusetts, that
the powers given in them were much more extensive, ton
times more extensive, than thoso which it is proposed to
give to this court. That court was worked successfully
under those extensive powers, and I have no doubt, from
the experionce of that country in dealing with the difficult
problem botween the raitways and the peoplo, that, if the
system worked successfully there it can be worked success-
fully here. It is also said that the commissioners will not
have a sufficient knowledge to discharge thoir functions
satisfactorily to the people. The experience ofthese courts
has proved the coutrary. It is also said that the commis-
sioners would be frequently changed, that thcy wouid got
tired, that they would bo bought up by railway corpora-
tions, and would be changed from year to year. In this
work, which I have in my hand, I find that in six years of
the experience of that commission only two changes were
made, and that in nine years not a single change was
made ; that while these commissioners were appointed from
year to year, each one holding offlue for threo years, it
has not been found necessary from the time the com-
mission was established down to the present to dismiss
any one of these men, and that they have discharged the
duties devolving upon them very largely to the satisfaction
of the pub.ic, and aIso very largely to the satisfaction of
the railway corporations. 1 think that will effectually rebut
the statement which has been made by some parties that
these men, because they may not have the experience which
is possessed by railway magnates, will not be able to dis-
charge their duties satisiactorily. There is one objection
raised to the Bill which I see the hon. member for North
Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) has provided against in the present
measure. It was said that, if our railway companies could
not get freight from the United States at reduced rates
they would be unable to carry on their operations success-
fully. I find that there is a provision in this Bill which
does not allow the commissioners to prevent the companies
accepting freights froin the United States at lower rates
than they are carrying them for through this country. That
ought to satisfy the opposition in that direction. It was
said again that those raulway commissioners would be liable
to be bought up by the railway corporations. What
reason have we to suppose that there is less virtue in
these railway commissioners than in the judges of
our courts? They have the same human nature,
and they are possessed of the same integrity and the
same virtues as the judges are, and they are sworn
to do their duty. It is rather discrediting the integrity of
humanity to say that these men would be more liable to be
bought up by railway corporations than the judgos. We
may ask if they have been bought up in other countries.
We find scarcely a solitary complaint in that direction,
especially in regard to that clas of commissioners who
have rested their power upon the principle of 'laying before
the public, for the benefit of an uenightened pubie opinion,
the defects which existed in connection with the railway
corporations, who rested their power upon the prin.
ciple that they would be supported by a more powerful
authority than even the courts of the country, that is by
the Legislature of the country. We find that they have
discharged this duty, althougà it may be an onerous and
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extensive duty. Another argument which bas been used is
that the duties were so grave and so numerous that it would
ho impossible f -r the commissioners to do thoir work.
The experience of those courts has been of sncb a character
as to satisfy us that they eau do ton times as much work
as the law courts. Why ? Because they go into the work
in a practical way. They become something in the
nature of arbitrators, and they take up these matters
without any of those delays which exist, and which
must exist, in courts of justice. If you introduce a
case into a court, perhaps the first thing is that
a motion is made to stop proceedings, and that bas to be
argued in another court. That causes delay, and then some
ingenious lawyer raises another point, and from stage to
siage that isaopposedand argued until, perhaps, the financial
support of one of the litigants is entirely overpowered and
ho is compelled to abandon his case. Any person who will
take the trouble to look up the history of the lawsuits
which were carried on between the Canada Central Railway
and Mr. McLaren, of Perth, will understand the great dif-
ficulty there is for a private individual or corporation to
secure their rights against a powerful railway company.
That was carried on from year toyear, until it would require
a large fortune to pay the legitimate costs which must have
been incurred by the party who was the prosecutor in that
case, and I do not know if that man has ever got his right
from that railway company yet, Now, these courts are of
an entirely different nature. They do away with ail these
unnecessary delays, they do away with that large expense,
and a board of practical men endeavor to adjust the dif-
ference between the corporations and the individuals, or
between the railway companies themselves, and they do it
without delay or expense. In view of all these things
it is important that this court should ho established.
I believe that the great majority of the people of this
country, including the farmers as well as the commercial
men, believe that it would ho in the interest of the country
if a court of this kind were established. In supporting the
measure now before the House, I believe I am doing what is
expected of me by my constituents and the country. They
have given an expression of their opinion in various ways;
they have given it through their agricultural associations;
through their county councils, and they have given it
through boards of trade in various great commercial cen-
tres, sud in ail these lines, there appears to be a consensus
of opinion that it is important a court of this kind should be
established. I do not think there is any reasonable pos.
sibility that any other means will be devised for the pur-
pose of remedying the grievances that exist to-day betweeu
the railway corporations and the people. Sir, I hope the
botter judgment of this House will lead a majority of the
members to support the measure. We know there
is a great power working against it. We find railway
magnates around the hotels of this city and around
this House, lobbying against this measure in the strongest
way. I do not blame them, because they believe they have
some intereste which might ho injured by this court; but,
I believe that if the court is established, and after it has
been in operation for a few years, they will find out that
they were entirely mistaken, just as the railway companies
in the United States did when they opposed a similar mes-
sure. We cannot wonder that with ail those influences
there should be an opposition to it in this BHouse. We
know that it is a difficult matter to carry a Bill of this
nature, and I hope that if it i not carried at this time, the
hon. member will persist from Session to Session in bring-
ing it more prominently before the people, and that an
enlightened opinion, which was found so effectuai in Mas-
sachusetts, will enforoe their desires upon the Legislature of
this country, and cause it to introduce and carry a law to
establish such a court, whother the railway companies are
willing or not.

Mir. SPROULE,

-
Mr. SMALL. I wish to say in reforence to the state.

ment of the hon. gentleman who has just taken his seat, as
to the action of the Board of Trade of the city of Toronto,
that that body represents the commercial interests of the
whole of Ontario. They sent a petition a short time ago in
which they strongly endorsed the measure. i was sur-
prised to hear the hon. member for Montreal Centre (Ur.
Curran) state that the Board of Trade of the city of Mon-
treal opposed this Bill. I was always under the impression
that those two cities acted in unison i thie matter, as I
believe their interests are the same.

Mr. CASEY. I foel some hesitation in rising after
listening to such an instructive speech as we have had from
the hon. member for Grey (Mr. Sproute), to which I
listened with great satisfaction, and from which I obtained
a good deal of information. The hon. member fer Mon-
treal Centre (Mr. Curran) told us this was a question on
which we should hasten slowly. I would like to ask the
hon. member if it is possible to hasten more slowly than
we have done in regard to this measure. It has
been before the House year after year, it has been
discussed fnlly on each occasion, it haî been examined
by committees, and has on each occasion received a large
measure of support in the House. I think if our jadgment
is ever to be ripe in regard to this measure, it onght to be
ripe now. If we hasten at this rate much lorrer and
refuse to pronounce an opinion for a few years more, IL is
possible that our judgment which is ripe now, may have
passed that stage and be a little more than ripe. Of the ob-
jections that were raised to-day, only one or tw) are worthy
of notice. It is said that the Board of Trade of Montreal
declared the Bill inadequate. The hon. gentleman did not
tell us that the Board of Trade condemned the principle of
the measure; I do not know whether such was the fact, but
at ail events the hon. member did not say so. On the
other hand we find the Board of Trade of Toronto represent-
ting, as the hon. gentleman from Toronto (Mr. Small) has
just said, to a large extent the commercial intereats of
Ontario, bas enIorsed the Bill. Now, if one of our
large commercial centres endorses the Bill and the other
merely thinks it inadequate, we have a right to draw the
conclusion, not that we should reject the Bui before us, but
that we should do our best to make it adequate and try to
meet the views of the Montroal Board of Trade, so far as
they are sound. It is open to the commercial mon of
Montreal to lay before this House the provisions which
they think would make the Bill an adequate one. Then, as
to the experience in England. They have amenled their
Railway Commission, but the hon. gentleman did not say,
and I never heard from any source, that there is any serions
movement to do away with the Railway Commission in
England. Faulta have been found in the original constitu-
tion, and it has been amended, but the principle romains as
firm as ever. In view of the pending amendments, the hon.
gentleman told us that we should wait, and see what they
are going to do with it in England. But almost in the same
breath, he told us that our situation was radically different
from that of England, and such boing the case I cannot see
how the experience of England is going to help us in the
matter. It is evident, on the face of it, that the amend-
monts they make to their Railway Commissionin England,
to suit it exactly to their circumstances, are just those
which would be unsuitable to our cireumstances. Thon,
Sir, the objection taken because we have to deal with an
international system of railways, seems to me very weak on
the face of it. The railway companies with whom we have
to deal have their headquarters in Canada, and we can make
them do what we direct on the portion of their roads in
Canada, at al events, and we do not pretend to control them
any further. But when wefind, aswas stated by the hon.mem-
ber for Grey (Mr. Sproule), that railway commissions have
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worked well in the United States, even individual States,
where the diffleulties must bave been much greater than
they would be in this Dominion, the argument disappears
entirely. Now, Sir, as to the general principles which lead
me to support this Bill. In the first place, I think, the
State ought to realise and enforce the principle that railway
companies which have received from the State the franchise
which they possess, the power to take ]and and build roads
and make profits, owe a certain debt in return to the State.
On the continent of Europe this is practically enforced. In
Russia, it is enforced to the extent of requiring certain
payment from the railways for the franchise they have
obtained. I do not think any one will propose to go so far
as that; but I think the principle is perfectly sound that
those who obtain exclusive privileges to build railways
owe a duty to the State which gives them those
privileges. Again, railways in the nature of things
are practically monopolies 8o far as concerne the tradei
of the country they serve. Aithough the louse does not,1
except in the case of the Canadian Pacific Railway, refusei
charters to other companies to run through the samei
district, the mere fact that one railway can do all the1
business of a certain district will prevent other roads from
being built alongside of it ùnless the business is sufficiently
extensive for two roads. Even in such a case as that, where
there are two or more railways serving the same district,we
have found, timne and again, they have become virtually ifi
not nominally amalgamated, and instead of a single railwayi
having a monopoly of the trade we have a net-work of1
monopolies. As the hon. member for Grey (Mr. Sproule)1
has pointed out, that is the case with the whole Dominion
at present. Practically, two great railway corporations
control the whole trade of Canada; we have a monopoly
extending over the whole Dominion; if those railway corn-
panies chose to make such arrangements as they can make
within the law, the monopoly will become more grievousi
than it is now. It is a sound rule that if you permiti
monopolies, it is the duty of the State to regulate them.
It cannot be argued that these monopolies are regulated at
present in this country. There is no effectual authority to
regulate them. The courts cannot do it bocause they can
only take cognisance of suits, of matters brought beforec
them in that form. There are many injustices existing1
in consequence of the action of railway companies whicht
can scarcely be made the subject of suits until substantial
damages have been caused to some individual. Thosei
injustices a body of railway commissioners, which could1
put itself in motion and did not need to wait till it was puti
in motion by a formai legal complaint, would remedyi
Again, where substantial damages have occurred, and the(
machinery of the law has been set in motion against the
railway company, there is no fair play as between thei
parties. The railway company is too rich for any privatet
suitor, and, as has been already pointed out, suits of thisc
kind go up to the highest court until the poorer of the twos
parties to the suit is worn out. Tnere is another body c
supposed to have some authority in these matters, the
Railway Committee of the Privy Council. But without1
discussing their various powers and authority, I need onlyr
say that we are aware, as a matter of fact, it does not regu-t
late the railway monopolies, that it does not afford a1
remedy against the injustices committed by the railway1
companies, and does not prevent wrangling and troublec
between the companies themselves. So there is at presentc
no authority existing which is capable of regulating theset
monopolies, or giving prompt and summary justice toE
those who have complaints against them. For theser
reasons 1 support the principle of the Bill now before the
House. I think the time has corne to asert the rights of'
the ople and the rights of the State as against the rights(
ofth erailway corporations which are now bcoming1
enormous and powerful "rings." There is a popular demand1
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for some Act of this kind. The House has been told already
of some of the forme in which this demand has been mani-
fested. The farming community ask for it; the commercial

·community ask for it. Who oppose3 it? No one except
the railway c)rporations themselves. Any opposition
coming from the parties, whose action we propose to
regulate, must be looked upon with some suspicion. It is
the opposition of directly interested parties who are afraid
of some injury being done by such regulation. If the pro.
posed regulation is carried out, no harm can come to those
companies; unless they can prove there is something
unfair and unjust in the working of the proposal, they have
no standing as opponents of the Act. If they cannot show
that the enforcement of just rules and regulations wiIl
injure their trade, I say that is no ground of
opposition to the 3ili. But, of course, they maintain
and allege that real injury wilt be done to them,
and they will do their best undoubtedly to make all their
employees and hangers.on believe the same thing-that
injustice will be doue to the company, that injury will be
doue to trade and to those who work for the company. [
believe this is a hollow cry, morely a bug-a-boo set up to
prevent those connected with the railways throughout the
country-and we know what a large body of electors thoy
are-from supporting such a moasure. I do not see how
just regulations can reduce the fair profits of the compaUies,
still less the profits of those who work for them. If the
companies are able to show such injury before the House,
the Bill will not pass. The presamption is in favor of regu-
lation and upon the railway companies rest the burden of
proving that injury will be done them. We shalil se if
during the passage of the Bill the railway companies pro-
duce such proof. I do not believe they can do so. We shall
only be doing our duty if we listen to the popular demand
for a railway commission to regulate those corporations
which have become too strong for the courts or the Govern.
ment to control.

Mr. SEIANLY. I am not going to say mach at this time
on the principle of the Bill. What it proposes is too like
Government management to satisfy me. I am entirely
opposed to Government management of railways, which has
been a signal failure in every country where it has been
tried, that is to say, in every country where the Anglo-
Saxon race is found. It is true on some European continental
railways, which are almost like military railways, it may
have succeeded to a certain extent, but in this country and
in the adjoining country Government management of rail-
ways has always failed. In this country we have adopted it
on a pretty large scale, and those understanding railway
business, as I may say I do, know that the Government
management of our Intercolonial Railway has not been any-
thing like a success. I shall not enter further on a discussion
of the principles of the Bill just now; I may do that at a later
stage. The Bill itself is deserving of th estrongest possible
condemnation, for I know it must prove an utter and entire
failure. Whosoever the drafter of the Bill was he thought
ho knew everything himself, and therefore did not consult
railway mon. There are duties and powers entrusted to the
three members of the commission that no thirty mon in the
Dominion or on this continent-I do not care what their
physical powers or mental capacity may be-could dis-
charge. The effect of thp Bill will be to place in the hands
of those three commissioners all that is now being doue by
the regular management of the railways, and those men are
expected to do that which it takes fifty men working almost
night and day to perform in order to keep the railways
going, and to endeavor, and a difficult task it is, to satisfy
a public very critical of railway management where
everything is being done to please them. Now, Sir, we have
heard a great deal said about the commissions which
have been appointed in the country adjoining us
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Some of the United States have these commissions and that the railway corporations, which may now be aid to
others have not. But I assert here and, I challenge con. be almost limited to two, which have swallowed up the
tradiction when you come to the proof, that no railway whole railway interests of this country, and almost
commission in any State of the Union bas any such powers crushed the one remaining independent lin, are
as are to be delegated to those three men by this Bill, and becoming altogether too powerful in this country, and I
you will find if you take the reports of these railway com mis- think I might say too powerful in this House. For the
sions in the United States, that the duties of the commis- first evil, this Bill proposes to provide a remedy; for the
sioners appear to be simply to make their reports at the end second, we must trust to the good sense and the independ-
of each year, to make a few suggestions, and to draw thoir sal- ence of the members of this Hlouse, because it is a matter
aries. They have not in any way affected, for good or ovil, rail- which I believe we cannot exactly remedy by legislation.
way management in that country, as it bas always continucd The people throughout the whole of Ontario-and I only
to be carried out by the men wbo understand railway manage- speak with reference to Ontario, becanse I am not so well
ment; and, therefore, I say there is no sort of comparison ba- informed as to other parts of the country-are looking to
tween the commission which is proposed to be established this Bill; every Board of Trade, every Grange, almost every
by this Bill and those commissions which exist in only other representative body which is in a position to speak
some fow of the States of the neighboring Union. It bas on behalf of either the rural or city population, is sending
also been told us bore that because there is a railway com- expressions of opinion that the powers of railway corpora-
mission in England, which may satisfy the people there, or tions are too great, and that there muet be something doue
it may not, such a commission would be equally applicable to restrain them. In different ways, and in whatever way
bore. Now, our geographical position is so different that I we look, we find this evil existing. We find on some railways
hold that even if the English commission was proved to be discriminating rates, so arranged that the business of one
the most complete success, it would form no bort of reason village is completely destroyed for the benefit of others; we
why we should establish a railway commission here. find on other railways, that the rates are so arranged that
Every railway in England is chartered by the English American grain is carried for such a fractional rate, that
Government, and is completely under the control of the the whole effect of the National Policy is completely set
English Government and people. Here we are dealing aside, and the farmers of this country are in a worse
with railways all round us which are not chartered by our position than they wore before railways were built and
Government -and not under our control, and to-day there is before the National Policy was introduced. If, as I believe
nothing which causes more irritation-such as my bon, is now being done, American grain is being carried from
friend from North Bruce (Mr. McNeill) bas roferred to as Duluth to the seaboard for a lo wer rate than grain is car-
existing along the lines of rai lway, and which I am free to ried betweon two points in the Province of Ontario, fifty
admit does exist-there is nothing which causes that or sixty miles apart, thon I ask what becomes of all the
irritation more than seeing long trains of freight passing, attempts we have made to afford to the farmers of this
probably, from the Western States, through to Halifax or country that protection which is given to the farmer in the
Portland, carrying the products with which they are filled, United States. It completely destroys every effort we
at s uch iates as they would not carry them where they pro- have made to bring about fair trade and fair play between
duced within the bounds of these Provinces. Well, we must ourselves and the American producer. I do not know how
either carry western freight in that way or lot it alone, and far this Bill may remedy that particular evil, but at any
you mayas well-if those rai lway commissioners are to legis- rate it will be a step in the direction of providing the ma-
late in that manner and establish sncb rates of through freight chinery by which something may be done. It is absurd for
as will satisfy the people along the route, within our own us to talk of endeavoring to shut ont American grain by
borders-we might as well pass an Act of one page and tariff legislation, when the railways which we have built
enact that none of the products of the United States shall ourselves, which the country has largely subsidised, which
pass through Canada to the ocean. That is exactly the could not have been built but for our assistance, are
state of the case. But, as I said before, I do not entirely setting aside our policy by the discriminating
intend to go largely into the principles of the Bill rates which they give to American produce. This country
to-night. There will ho other opportunities no doubt. bas very largely taxed itself for the purpose of building
I feel fully satisfied myself that whatever the senti- those railways. There is not a railway in the country,
ments of bon. gentlemen may prove to ho as to this either the Grand Trunk or the Canadian Pacific Railway,
Bill, in its present condition the Government cannot which does not owe its existence to the taxation which has
possibly allow it to pass into law. We would find, if been placed on the people of this country. The hon. gen-
we did pass it, that these three men would be ready to tleman who bas just spoken contrasted the difference
throw up their positions before they were a month in office, between the American and Canadian railways and the Eng-
because it would be utterly impossible for them to dis- lish railways, and ho said that the English railways were
charge the duties devolving upon thom. While those chartered by the English Governmont and were under its
duties were accumulating upon them, the railways would control. Now what is the fact with regard to our own
be practically left without management, because the railways ? The fact is that they are managed almost
legitimate managers of the railways who thoroughly entirely and exclusively for the benefit of the English
understand their business, and who, with their assistants, capitaliste who have invested in them, and that they
are kept working night and day for twenty-four hours, entirely set aside the interests which the people of Canada
would beleft practically powerless, and everybody would have in them and the money they have put in them. Take
have to wait for the action of those three mon who could any railway; take the Grand Trunk Railway, the Northern,
not posibly keep up with the ordinary business which or any of the amalgamated lines, and we find the same
woud devolve upon them. I oppose the Bill first of all, thing. We find that the object of the management is not
because I am not satisfied that its principle, though I do to develop the resources of this country-I do not mean to
not wholly condemn it, is at this moment applicable to this say they leave that entirely out of the question-but the
country, and I oppose the Bill itself because I think it is main thing is to run those roàds for the benefit of the
utterly and thoroughly defective in almost every clause. English investors as the largest interest involved. I

have in my mind a railway which is carried on
Mr. O'BRIEN. Whatever the morits of this Bill may mainly on that principle, and there is no regard paid to

be, there is no doubt in the world that the public opinion the development of the trade of the country. I suppose
of this country is very strongly im pressed with the idea the manager feels that to do that would involve an outay
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which would not be satisfactory to the English bond-
holders, but whatever the motive, the fact remains as we
find it every day, that our interests are entirely set aside
so long as the manager of that road can obtain for his
English masters-probably it would hardly be fair-to call
them that, but so long as he can help those whom he
considers are the largest interests to be served. Then I
say, if a railway commission was legitimate and fair in
England, where the railways are under Government con-
trol, how much more necessary is it in this country, where
there is not that Government control, but where there is
an interest altogether separate from ours, which comes
directly into competition with the interests of the people.
The hon, gentleman bimself has afforded the very strong-
est reason why there should be an independent body
interposing between the railway companies and the public.
Just because there is that large amount of capital invested
exclusively in the railway interest and because our railway
companies are largely supported by English capital, which
is managed in such a way, naturally and reasonably, as to
promote the interest of the capitalists, altogether irre-
spective or independent of the true interests of the people of
this country, just for that reason should we have such
an independent body as this court. Another point to
which I would allude is this: that the railways ride rough
shod over the local interests of the people of this country.
There is not a railway in the country that does not place
life and limb in daily jeopardy by refusing or neglecting to
provide necessary crossings. It would not be tolerated in
any country but Canada, that railways should cross streets
and roads in the way they do; and although it is perfectly
truc that we have a machinery by which the railway com.
panies may be compelled to provide the necessary safeguards,
yet that machinery is so difficult to put in motion that
nobody likes to resort to it. I have in my mind a number
of places where not a day passes in whieh life and limb are
not in jeopardy through the wilful and culpable neglect of
the railway companies to provide necessary means of safety.i
All these thinga might be dealt with by this commission.
I quite admit the difficulty of dealing with the question ofi
through freights, because our railways to some extent
depend on them; yet I do think that a great deal too much
importance is attached to these through freights Wei
know that the people complain that their local interests
are time and again neglected, that their warehouses are
allowed to stand for weeks full of produce, on which they
have to pay 6 or 10 cents a bushel to be carried fifty or sixty
miles, in order that through freights may be carried at 1 or
2 cents a bushel. Local interests suffer not only because
the railways carry through freights at less rates than our
local freights, but local freights have to wait the conven-1
ience of through trains, and particular localities are often
made the victime of the caprice of the management. Ilon.
gentlemen must know of cases in which particular localities
are treated with the greatest unfairness, and their interestsj
are set aside in favor of other localities which it suits the
interests of the railway to serve in preference. Of
course, it may be contended that a railway company
like anybody else will serve its own interest, and that it
is to ite intereet to serve the public as much as possible ;
but in the carrying out of that principle, we find so many
instaàces in which the interests of certain localities arei
entirely lost sight of, that if we can find a remedy for this
state of thing-, it is our duty to apply it; and until some
better remedy is proposed by which it shall be guaranteed
that our local interests shal not be sacrifieed as they are
by the railway compAnies, and that the produeer in the
Western States shall 0 placed on the same footing as the
Ontario producer, we should accept this measure. I can
as&ure the louse that there is a strong desire on the part
of the people of Ontario that this measure should become
law, and that some independent body should be created

which would stand between the railway companies and the
public, and prevent those glaring injustices ariing of
which they have so much reason to complain.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I am very glad the hon. promoter
of this Bill has brought it again before the House. The
fact is, we have come to look upon it as a mere matter of
form, for we have been accustomed to see it brought in
year after year, and if I remember rightly, its ultimate fate
last year was lost on division, without a division being
taken. I trust the hon. gentleman ie not going to allow
this course to be taken this year, but that he will bring his
Bill to a division so that the names of the members will be
recorded, and the public will know how the House stands
on the matter. There has not been very much said again.st
the Bill to-night, and very few objections have been raised
against it. The hon. member for Grenville (Mr. Shanly),
however, has raised two or three objections whieh I desire
briefly to notice. The first is that the Government man-
agement of railways has not been a success. Now, Sir, if I
understand anything about this Bill, though I have not
looked at it very closely, it does not contemplate the Gov-
ernment management of railways at all. It simply con-
templates a court by which the traffic on railways ean be
regulated-not, as I understand it, to make railways accept
freights below their value, but to see that no injustice is
done to any particular locality or individual. The
next objection was made to the structure of the Bill itself.
Well, Sir, I do not think that that should prove a fatal
objection to it. We have a Railway Committee of this
House, who, we have reason to believe, are sufficiently able
to deal with any defect in it that may exist; and I have no
doubt, if this Bill goes to the Committee on Railways, that
the gentlemen who compose that committee will supply
any deficiencies in the mensure there. If they were not,
the Bill must come before the Committee of the Whole
House; and if there is any defect in its structure, there is
sufficient knowledge and skill to be found there to remedy
that defect. An ,ther objection was that the Bill was in
some way or other going to interfere with through freights.
By that term I understand the freight that is carriedfrom
the Western States through this country to the seaboard,
and I do not understand that this Bill contemplates dealing
with that at all. In fact, it is a matter over which we
have no control. It is a matter for the railways to deter-
mine whether it is profitable for them to carry those
freights or not. But I wish to direct the attention of
the House to this fact, that during all the long past years
the people of the Dominion of Canada have been taxed on
their freight to enable the railway corporations to compete
for the carrying trade of the United States, and the people
of our own country have been paying higher rates than
they ought to have paid merely to enable the railways to
carry the freights of the Western States at lower rates than
are profitable. Now Sir, I think it ie high time that the
Government and Parliament should take this matter in
hand, and see that our own people are not placed at any
disadvantage beside the people of another country. Another
objection, which was urged by the hon. member for Mon-
treal Centre (Mr. Curran) was that the English Bill has
been amended. I think that is a very trivial objection. I
scarcely remember any Bill that bas been passed by our
own Parliament for any purpose whatever which has not in
course of time had to be amended. In fact, ail legislation is
experimental ; it is only by experience of the working of an
Act that we can find whether it needs amending or not, or
that we can determine what changes ought to be made in it.
Now there are one or two reasons why this Bill should
become law. It has been said that we have really only two
railway systems in the Dominion. Over one of these,
unfortunately, we cannot, for a long time to come, hope to
have any control, as far as the rates to be charged are con-
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cerned, but there is one point, even as regards that com
pany, which this flouse can interfere with, and that is to
see that no discrimination is made against individuals or
particular localities. The exemption of that company does
not extend to these matters ; it simply provides that they
shal be able to charge a certain rate until they are enabled
to pay a certain dividend, but 1 do not understand it to
provide that they shall be able to discriminate against one
individual at the expense of another, or against one locality
at the expense of another. The very fact that we have
only two railway systems is one of the strongest reasons
why such a Bill as this should become law. Ii we had rail-
way competition at the various points this Bill would be
almost unnecessary, because competition would keep the
chargesdown to reasonable rates, and it would be in the
interest of companies to do justice to the people; but the
very absence of that competition is onetof the strongest
reasons why à measure of this kind Ehould become law.
There is another side of the question, The railway com-
panies in this country seem to have complete control in
this matter. It is a fact that cannot be disputed that it is
in their power to discriminate against any locality or
individual, against whom or which they may see fit to
discriminate. It is in their power absolutely to decide
whether a particular locality, town, or village along the line,
shall thrive or perish; they have the destiny of places in
their own hands. It is the very same with individuals.
The companies are able to say, if they take a spite against
an individual, whether his business will be closed up or not,
as they can ruin him by putting up bis rates to such a
figure that he cannot compete with others living in the
same locality and engaged in the same line of business.
The arguments used against this measure are based upon
the contention that the railways are the only parties who
have any rights in the matter, but it seems to me that
people have rights as well as the railways. You can
scarcely find a municipality, in Ontario at least-and I
suppose it is much the same in the other Provinces-that
has not taxed itself, and taxed itself very heavily, for the
construction of railways, and often for the sake even of
getting railway competition; but the competion is gone,
and ail they have is the railway. In many cases, assist-
ance has been given in the shape of bonuses, as a gift
to the companies, in other instances, it has been given in
the shape of subscriptions of stock which have proved
worthless. Ls is too much that the rights of the people
should be recognised, after they have paid from their hard
earnings for railway accommodation, after they have taxed
themselves to secure railway competition and are deprived
of it ? Io it too much that they should expect their repre-
sentatives in this House to see that the people get some-
thing like justice in this matter? There is one provision in
the Bill which ought to be expunged, namely, that the
Government railways are not to be subjected to the control
of this court. i think that is a mistake. I know that the
Government have greater inducements than the companies
to do justice in these matters; but still I think it is too
much, when we are passing a law of this kind, to exempt
the Government from its control. They ought to be under
the same regulations and should be compelled, if they do
not, to deal justly with all parties interested, just as much
as a railway corporation. In conclusion, I believe that such
a court as this will be of immense benefit, even supposing
no action were taken. I believe the very fact that there
existed a court of appeal would have a most wholesome
effect in bringing railway corporations to a sense of duty and
preventing them from favorng certain localities at the
expense of others. I hope this Bill will become law, and
that the promoter of it, if it does not become law, will, at
least, press it to a division, so that we may sec how the
louse stands upon it.

Mr. ARMSTBoN.

Mr. MoMULLEN. This is undoubtedly a very important
question, but I doubt whether a Bill of this kind, if passed,
will operate in the same way with regard to all the different,
competing lines. If I understand rightly, when the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway got their charter, special provisions
were introduced into it, which possibly might interfere
with the work of that commission, as regards the rates
charged by that company. I do not know how this may be.
However, we all remember that some years ago, the Grand
Trunk Railway came to this Heuse for the purpose of ask-
ing the passage of a Bill to enable them to double their
tracks between Toronto and Montreal. The Canadian Pacifie
Rdilway have not yet completed their line. It cannot be
said that either of those lines are completed, and it would
be a sad thing if this House, by any action, would possibly
interfere with the carrying out to completion of one or
both of these lines. But after they are completed, I eer-
tainly would consider that if the country is suffering by
excessive rates or by unjust exactions by the com-
panies in the carriage of goods, some interference
should be had on the part of Parliament between the
people and the companies. Differences may exist just
now. I must say, however, as far as my locality is con.
cerned, I have not heard of many complaints with regard
to rates. I would like to see the Government assume the
responsibility of making a general investigation into the
operations of an Act of this kind before adopting it. It
would be well for the Minister of R ailways to undertake to
post himself with regard to the probable effect of a com-
mission of this kind, and ascertain how far the evils exist,
so that the House might be in full possession of the facts,
and enabled to deal with the question intelligentlyi The
bon. mover of this Bill has brought it before the House
several times, and no doubt is fully pursuaded of its
necessity; but, at the same time, it is well we should
legisiate with a great deal of care. Our railway systeme
have had a good deal of difficulties to contend with, and
those who have invest ed money in railways have not reaped
that return they expected in almost every case, and if any
action of this kind on our part had the effect of hindering
the progress of rail ways towards completion and prosperity,
I should exceedingly regret it. We know the Canadian
Pacifie Railway has signified their intention of going to
the market for the purpose of borrowing 820,000,000 to pay
the debt they owe the Government. Is it possible an action
of this kind would prevent their succeeding ? Until the
railways are completed and put into a finished condition,
we should legislate with great care; but the moment we
find evils of the kind complained of, and it would be pru-
dent to take action, I would be only too anxious that steps
might be taken to adjust any wrongs that might possibly
exist. In the meantime, I think the Government should
assume the responsibility and should make a general and
extensive investigation, and place the House in possession
of all the information they can on this question; and then
we would pi oceed with our eyes open, being cognisant of
all the evils that exist and desiring to remedy them as well
as we possibly can.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I suppose that, after
the speches of the last two gentlemen that have addressed
the louse, it will now be proper for me to state, as I
have been requested to do by my colleague the Minister of
Railways and Canals, whio was not able to remain to so
late an hour this evening, what is the view that he desires
to present to the flouse on this questioL. In doing that,
although it would be presumptuous for me to say so on my
own behalf merely, but on his behalf, it may be well for me
to present to the flouse our sense not only of the import-
ance of the question, to which the House is no doubt very
seriously alive, but of the very serious difficulty of dealing
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with it. This has been fully brought home by the circum-
stance that this measure has been before the House at
several successive Sessions, until at last the impression
seems to have existed in the minds of some mem bers that
this Session it has been brought forward again simply as a
matter of form-an impression which I know, from the
investigation which I have been able-to give to the subject,
as well as from my conferences with the gentlemen who are
in favor of it, is entirely unfounded. I have no doubt
whatever of the entire sincerity of the gentlemen who
are promoting the Bill, but the louse is fully aware, I am
sure, that, before the Government could allow a measure of
this kind to pass, they must appreciate the very serious
responsibilities which it involves, they must be aware of the
circumstance that the House is being appealed to very
largely on behalf of the interests which are arrayed upon
one side of the question. The speeches which have been
made this evening in opposition to the Bill bring out to
some extent the importance of the interests which are
affected by it, but it is impossible that the adverse views
can be presented with the same force as the views of
those who are in favor of the Bill, because, notwithstanding
the suggestion which has been made that the interests
of railway corporations are strongly represented in this
Parliament, it is impossible that those views can be pre-
sented with the same force as the self interests-if I may call
them so-of those classes who are promoting this Bill. These
latter find very ready expression in this House, while the
railway corporations, and not only the railway corporations
but those localities which desire to obtain the railway
communication which they have not yet got, do not fiLd
the same facility of representing their views, notwithstand-
ing the assertion which has been made that those interests
are carefully guarded in this House. I think it is a mistake
to assume that we have in this country to deal with only
two great railway systems. It may be so with regard to a
portion of the country, but this Bill would have far
more extensive operation than that. It proposes, not only
to deal with those two railway systems, but with the minor
railways which perhaps are not so important in this section
of the country, but which are of great importance to the
more distant purts of the country which are not so Cfficiertly
served, if they are served at all, by those two grtat railway
systems. Besides that, the action which Parliament will
take in reference to a question of this kind will have a very
important effect upon the future of the railway development
of this countiy. There is the utmost desire in every part
of the country which is not yet served by a railway to
induce English and foreign capitalists to come to Canada
and make their investments in railway enterprises. The
moment the capitalista have made their investment they find
that the interests arrayed against them become most formid-
able, demanding low rates and demanding consideration
for particular localities which it is not in the interests
of the capitalists concerned to concede. To concede such is
said to be a duty which they owe to the country in con-
sideration of what they receive in grants of land and free-
dom from taxation, and of the various aids which have
induced the capitalist to come in and invest his money, and
'which certainly have not been given in consideration that
the localities interested should subsequently manage the
capital so invested. I only suggest these reasons to the
flouse for the purpose of showing the sense which is enter-
tained of the difficulty of dealing with this question and of
its very great importance. I had intended to refer to the
view, which has been well presented, as to the marked differ-
ence which existé between those countries in which courts of
commissioners of this kind have been established and have
been supposed to operate well, and this c untry, situated
geographically as it is, and having to contend, day after
day, with the very great competition which exists with the
lines of railway in the neighboring country. There is no
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graet difficulty in admitting one position which has been
strongly urged by the hon. members who bave supported the
Bill, and that is that the unfairness of making special rates
as against individuals or against particular localities, is one
that ought to be prevented, and prevented if necessary by
State legislation. I presume there will be no disagreement
in the House on that point, and I understand that that is
the principal point it is desired to accomplish by this Bill.
What is the best means of accomplishing it is a question
that requires more investigation than we have yet been
able to give to it. Of course, the Government have had the
advantage of the very full and interesting discussions which
have taken place on this subject year by year, and I know
it is felt by some members of the House that the Govern-
ment should be ready to deal with it by this time; but older
countries in which the experiment has been tried have not
been satisfied with the result of that experiment. In Great
Britain we see a proposition made largely to change the
system by which this Court of Commissioners operates. We
have the fact that, in the United States, in nearly ail of the
States, as one hon, gentleman mentioned, the Railway Com-
missions have not been found productive of any very great
good. They make reports, they are careful to draw their
salaries, they make wise suggestions, which the State very
seldom acts upon, and in nearly al cases where they have
been found to act with any degree of vigor, the com.
plaint has gone abroad that they have been bought
up by one or another interest in the community. I do
not mention these circumstances at all as leading to the con-
clusion that the system has been a failure; I do, however,
mention them as a reason wby it is necessary to proceed
with a great deal of caution. 1, therefore, state on behalf of
my colleagues and of the Government, that in view of the
information which has already been gathered upon this
subject, the correspondence which has taken place, and
the changes which have been proposed in the countries to
which I have referred, it is the intention of the Gov-
ernment during the recess to give this matter a thorough
investigation by the appointment of a commission to
enquire into the whole subject and ascertain the interests
and the views of ail classes in the community affected
by it. The result, i trust, will be fully reported to this
Honse at the ensuing Session, so that the House, before the
expiration of this Parliament, may deal definitely with the
whole question.

Mr. McCARTHY. I cannot quite agree with ail my
hon. friend, the Minister of Justice, has stated, although I
do not feel unwilling to accede to the conclusion at which,
on behalf of the Government, he bas arrived. I entirely
deny, Sir, that the experience in other countries, so far as
we know, with regard to railway commissions, bas been
unfavorable, judging, at ail events, by the Mother Country,
where the greatest attention has been given to this subjeot,
and for a longer period of time. I think the result of the
Railway Commission bas been, on the contrary, eminently
eatisfactory. It is not merely since lo72 that this question,
so important to a great country like England, so
important, I may say, even to a country not so great in
commercial importance as this is, has received the attention
of English public men and the English Parliament; but
since 1854-I am not able to say at this moment what the
railway mileage was at that date-the question of control-
ling the railways, which very early, indeed, in their exist-
ence, showed a disposition to doal unfairly with the
public, bas engaged the attention of Parliament, and, I
may say, of the wisest and ablest men in Parliament. Now,
Sir, if we trace down the history of that legislation, as has
been so welt done by my hon. friend this evening, we shall
find that it was experimental for a time. First it was a board
of trade, afterwards, one of the courts, and, subsequently,
in 1872, and upon the report of a very important
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commission, the Railway Commission was established as it
still exists in England at the present time. If we look at
the speech of the President of the Board of Trade in Eng-
land in introducing the Bill, a copy of which I have in my
hand, one cannot feel otherwise than that this subject in
England, this method of dealing with it, has been to the
highest degree satisfactory. The iailway Commission,
which was experimental, which was limited in duration, is
now proposed to be made perpetual. After the greatest
deliberation, after the investigation of the subject by a
committee of both Houses, after that committee's report
had undergone consideration by Mr. Chamberlain, as
President of the Board of Trade, by Mr. Chamberlain's
successor in Lord Salisbury's Government, and by the
present President of the Board of Trade, we have a Bill
which, I would say to my hon. friend from South Grenville
(Mr. Shanly), proposes to establish the Railway Commis-
sioners as a court of record and to make it perpetual.

Mr. SHIANLY. Quite right-for England.
Mr. MoCARTHY. Of course, I have heard that argu-

ment, and have answered it so frequently that I do not
think I would be justified in taking up the time of the
flouse by answering it again this evening. I may say,
however, that the very arguments, the self-same arguments
which have been repeated in this House ad nauseam, which
we have heard from the railway advocates on so many
occasions, which we have read in the newspaper press and
in their petitions, have been adduced, and have been urged
against any attempt to control the railway companies in
the Mother Country. It is a curious circumstance, and one
which was mentioned, I think, by my h9 n. friend from
North Bruce (Mr. McNeill), that the railway companies in
England are subject to more competition of various kinds,
notwithstanding the difference in geographical position,
than are our railway companies. Then, if we look at the
country south of us, do we find that they refused to legis-
late ? That they refused to attempt to control the railway
system ? Why, in nearly all the States-I have here a list
of them-my hon. friend from South Grenville seemed to
think they were not very numerous-they have attempted,
wirely or not, is not now the question, to control the rail-
ways, and the attempt to control them seems to indicute, at
all events, that there has been a grievance to control.

Mr. SHANLY. Has the attempt succeeded ?

Mr. McCARTHY. It bas substantially succeeded in
England, and unless it can be shown that the circumstances
of this country are wholly dissimilar to those in England,
I do not think any hon. gentleman can say that this is
purely experimental legislation. I do not pretend to say
how it ias succeeded elsewhere, but it bas succeeded I can
tell my hon. friend, in one State, and that is the State of
Massachusetts, and although it has been carried on on a very
different system from the one in England-a system which
I see Mr. Mandella proposes to incorporate, to a certain
extent, in his Bli- it bas been found an eminent success
there. After what has fallen from the hon. the Minister of
Justice in his official announcement on behalf of the Gov-
ernment, I will not presume.to occupy the time of the House
much longer; but I will just say this, to my hon. friend from
South Grenville (Mr. Shanly), who has addressed the House
in -very strong and sweeping terms, who has condemned
the Bill, and every line and every syllable of the Bill, its
draughtsman and everybody else connected with it, I can
only say to my hon. friend that I am afraid he bas not read
the Bill.

Mr. SHANLY. Yes, I have.
Mr. McCA RTIY. I can only say that if he has read the

Bill he ha not understood it.
Mr.SHANLY. No, I have not,

Mr, M&oÇar,

Mr. MoCARTHY. I can tell my hon. friend that the
people who drafted the Bill upon which this is founded were
competent mon.; they were statesmen whom I think my
hon. friend will not depreciate.

Mr. SHANLY. English statesmen do not always under-
stand our geography ?

Mr. MoCARTHY. It is not a question of geography. I
think the hon. member has not understood the measure
which he has ventured, in these sweeping terme, to oriti-
cise. He says it would take, not three mon, but fifty men,
to do the work proposed to be imposed by this Bill on the
Railway Commission. Does not my hon. friend know that
one of the objections to the Railway Commission in England,
who have all the powers which are proposed to be con-
ferred upon the Railway Commission in this ountry, which
have a vast trade and nearly double the mileage under their
jurisdiction than we have-that one of the objections was
that they had not enough to do to keep these three gentlemen
employed in regulating and administering the affairs which.
were committed to them? ias ho not read in the Bill that
this is merely a court to deal with complainte that are
made, and not to interfere with the business of companies
unless complaints are made? Does ho not know, as was
well said by an hon. member on the other side of the House
who addressed us in so able and in so practical a manner, that
the Railway Cômmission has done great good by the terror
it has exercised upon the railway management of the coun-
try. If the hon. momber will only study the Bill before
ho criticises it, I think his remarks will be for the future
more valuable than those he has offered here this evening.
There are just these matters to be dealt with in this logis-
lation. I shall briefly refer to them: There is the matter of
unjust discrimination. There is that unjust discrimination
between individuals which no man can justify. I do
not care how long a gentleman may have been a railway
manager or acquainted with railway matters, I mean to say
that no man can justify unfair discrimination between indi-
viduals on any ground whatever. There is more difficulty,
I admit, when we come to deal with discriminations between
localities, and it, therefore, is impossible, and it has been
found so in some of the States of the Union-and we would
be unwise if we did not draw what inspiration we could
from them-to fix a per mileage rate or adopt a system
known there as the system of short haul. Therefore, the
necessity of an administrative board; therefore the neces-
aity of, not mon wholly versed in law, but men who have
piractical business experience and perhape a legal man at
their head, to guide thom iin the legal principles which
regulate the carrying trade, to constitute a railway com-
mission. With respect to what has fallen from the Minister
of Justice, on beialf of the Government, I have only this to
say : I have felt it all along, I have felt it still more
this evening, that it is utterly impossible for a private
member of this HOuse to propose legislation and carry
it through sumoessfully. I think a matter of this
kind, and I have always thought so, is one to
be dealt with by the Governmont of the day.
It was my duty, however, as a private member to draw
attention to it trom time to time, so as to bring to bear the
public opinion which I believe to be in favor of the measure,
so that the Government would feel at length that the hour
had come forit to be assumed as a Government measure and
to be dealt with it in that way. 1 think that hour has come.
I accept the statement of the Government that they wiil
deal with the question next Session upon the report of a
commission which they propose to issue during the recess.
I accept that statement, I believe it to be uttered in good
faith, and I shall look forward to the report of the commis.
sion with every confidence that the statement whioh I have
from time to time made, that the feeling which is so
largely to be found through the .Provinoe from whioh
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I come, a feeling which exista among mercantile men and
among the trading and agricultural community, namely, that
the railway companies have been carrying on the business
unjustly, have been discriminating against persons and
localitieo-I say I feel no hesitation in saying that the
result of the commission will be to establish that beyond
peradventure. And if that be so, I think that, between the
two Bille, the Bill that was passed in 1872 in England, and
the Bill which is now before the British House of Oommons,
and which I trust will become law, with the various
amendments suggested in the reports of 1881-82, the
Government will be able to bring down a measure which
will be satisfactory to the House and to the country.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonishi). I understand the intro-
ducer of the Bill, under the circumstances I have stated,
will not press it?

Mr. McCARTHY. I move to discharge the Order for the
second reading of the Bill.

Motion agreed to, Order discharged and Bill withdrawn.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 11.25 p.m.

WOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDA, 9th April, 1886.

The SPiEraE took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYRas.

MESSAGE FROM RIS EXCELLENCY.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN presented a Message from
His Excellency.

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message, as follows
LiYaDowiu.

The Governor General transmits te the Honse of Qommons, for its
information, copies of the several Despatcbes from the Imperiai Govern-
ment in reference to the Engineers' Gertificates of competency in the
British Mercantile Marine.

GOVEORNMBNT Hoiasu,
OTTAWA, 9th April, 1886.

THE REVISED STATUTES.
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish) moved that Mr. Mac-

master be added to the Committee on the Revised Statutes
of Canada.

Motion agreed to.

FIRST READINGS.
Bill (No. 89) to incorporate the Kootenay Railway Coin-

pauy of British Columbia.-(Kr. Small.)
Bill (No. 90) to amend the Acta incorporating the Board

of Trade of the City of Montreal.-(Mr. Curran.)
Bill (No 91) to incorporate the Yarmouth Steamship

Company, Limited.-(Mr. Kinney.)
Bill (No. 93) to provide for the distribution of the assets

of insolvent debtors.-(Mr. Macmillan, Middlesex.)

CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT ARENDMENT.

Mr. JAMIESON moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
92) further to amend the Canada Temperance Act, 1878. Hie
said : In introducing this Bill I propose to offer a few words
in reference to the character of the amendments which are
proposed, It will be remembered that a Bill was intro-
duoed by myself las year, a the request:of!the Dominion

a
Alliance, containing amendments to render the operation
of the Canada Temperance Act of 1878 more effective.
The provisions of this Bill are somewhat analagous to the
Bill Iintroduced last year. There are, however, a few
additional provisions which are deemed neceseary by those
who promoted the Canada Temperance Act. The first
amendment we propose by this Bill is to meet a defect in
the present law. A difficulty arose in the county of Perth
by depositing a petition in one registry office when the
county had two such offices. Now we propose to amend
the law in such a way that depositing the
petition in the office of one registrar will be
sufficient. No doubt, when the Canada Temperance
Act was passed it was intended to apply to the whole
Dominion, but, unfortunately, it le found not to be workable
in the Province of British Columbia. Two sections of the
Bill apply to the Province of British Columbia. It is, per.
haps, known to most, if not to al], the members of this
House, that in the Province of British Columbia thay have
not municipal organisations such as we have in the older
Provinces. For instance, they have no municipal divisions
known by the name of counties, and oonsequently the Can-
ada Temperance Act, which is framed to be submitted in
counties and cities, is found to be inapplicable to British
Columbia. We propose to remedy that by providing that
the Act may be submitted in electoral divisions sending
members to the House of Commons of Canada, and that the
petition be deposited in the office of the registrar of votera
in eaoh of these electoral divisions. Then, in the Province of
Ontario, there are several provisional or temporary judicial
districts. Now, I believe my bon. friend for Algoma (Mr.
Dawson) bas two or three of these districts within the bound.
ary of his constituency, and petitions have been presented
here by the people of those districts, asking that the Act be
so amended as to allow it to be submitted in those
temp rary or provisional judicial districts. We think this
ough t to be conoeded to the people residing in those un-
organised parts of Ontario. Possibly there are other
unorganised districts in other portions of the Dominion; I
am not aware of any, but I know such exist in the Pro.
vince of Ontario, We propose to amend the law in such a
way that it may be submitted in those provisional or tom-
porary districts, and that the petition may be deposited in
the office of the registrar in each of those districts. ln
addition to those we ask for a few other amendments which
we think necessary to the proper working or operation of
the law. We also propose by this Bill to permit druggists and
others to sell liquors for medicine in less quantities than a
pint. For my part I could never understand why drug-
gists or others who are selling under a physician'a pre-
scription were required tao sel in larger quantities than a
pint; they cannot sel in less quantities. We propose that
a person purchasing under a physician's prescription may
be allowed to receive les than a pint. In addition to that
we propose to amend section 100 by adding a penalty -in
the case of a medical man giving a fraudulent or colorable
certificate. Now, we believe that such an amendment is
abiolutely necessary to secure the effective working of
the law. We aiso propose to extend by this
Bill the search clause of the Canada Temperance Act,
popularly known as the Scott Act, to counties
in which the old Dunkin Act is still in force. It appeurs
that in some parts of the Dominion, in two or three coun-
ties, at ail events, the Dunkin Act ise still in force, and all
the other provisions of the Scott Act were made applicable
to counties to which the Dunkin Act was uin force except
the search law. Now, we think the search clause is as
much required in those counties where the Dunkin Act is
in force as in those where the Scott Act is in force. in
addition to that, we propose to extend the right of search
under the Scott Act. We are not proposing an innovation
by this amendment, because this amendment is to be found
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in the license clause of the Province of Ontario, and has been
on the Statute book of that Province for several years.
We propose that the right of search be given to any ofcer,
at any hour of the day or night, to enter places in which
he bas evidence of the fact that liquors are being illicitly
sold or trafficked in. Tnder the original text of the Scott
Act, an officer bearing a search warrant could only
enter in the daytime a house in which he had
reason to believe that liquors were sold contrary to
law. We propose that the law be amended so as to
allow officers to enter at any time during the day or
night, and we believe that is necessary to the efficient work-
ing of the law. We also propose to annex to the Act a
schedule containing a set of forns for the guidance of
Justices of the Peace. It is well known that a good many
difficulties connected with the enforcement of this law arise
from the fact that many of the prosecutions are brought
before ordinary Justices of the Peace, who are not skilled in
the law, and that in consequence of some technical error
they make in the adminiqtration of the law many of their
decisions have been quashed by the courts, and the adminis-
tration of the law is thus rendered more difficult. In addi-
tion to that, we propose by this Bill that the penalty
reeovered under the Act shall be applied in this way: one,
half to be given to the prosecutor, and the other half to be
paid to thetreasury of the local municipality where the ofence
was committed. The Canada Temperance Act itself seems
to be silent as to the application of the penalty. A remedy
was provided bv an amendment to the Liquor Act of 1883,
but since that Act bas been disallowed there is at present no
provision as to the application of the penalty recovered
under the Canada Temperance Act. Now, since the enforce-
ment of the law will be left largely in the hands of either
local municipalities or the several Provincial Governments,
we think it is right and proper that parties enforcing the
law should have the benefit of any penalty that may be
recovered under it, and in that way a fund may be estab-
lished for the purpose more effectively of carrying out the
law in the different counties and cities in which it has been
adopted. Those are the leading features of the Bill which
I now propose to introduce, and I trust it will receive the
candid consideration of the Honse.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

DOMINION LANDS.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 94) further to amend the Dominion Lands Act,
1883.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In what direction does
the hon. gentleman propose to amend the Act ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I may say in regard to this
Bill that some provisions of it are purely technical, relating
to the organisation of the Department, and are not of very
special public importance. Among them, for instance,
is a provision that the officials of the outside service,
and extra clerks within, shall take the oath of allegiance
and the oath of office, as do the ordinary members of
the Civil Service. Another is that a homesteader desir-
ing to make entry at any land office shall be permitted
to make it before the senior clerk present, in the event
of the agent being ill or absent. As it is now, the
person appointed to take the declaration of settlers who
desire to get their patents is the agent of the Department
alone. Then another clause in the Bill, and perbaps it is
the monst important, bas relation to a class of settlers who
are very anxious to have an opportunity of obtaining land,
but for whom the present Act makes no provision. I refer
to men who have no means, or little means, and who go
into the North-West and obtain employment on the rail-

Mr. JAàIESoN.

way or in the towns, and who desire, in the meantime, to
secure for themselvei homesteads on which to settle later
on. The provision I propose is that sueh a person shall
be able to make entry for a particular homestead and
pre emption, if he desires both, that he shall perform cer.
tain duties on it in the form of clearing and erecting a
building, and he shall be allowed two years before he is
asked to reside on the land; but that having gone on the
land as a resident he shall be compelled to perform three
years' residence in order to entitle him to a patent. I
found, when conversing with settlers in the North-West,
that this provision, which was recommended by the Com.
missioner of Dominion Lands in his report of last year, and
I believe the recommendation is repeated in his report of
this year, was exceedingly well received by the people
there, and the proposal is one which will meet the difficnhty
which bas presented itself in the case of people who are
anxious to go to the North-West, but who are not in a posi-
tion to go on the land at once and commence residence.
We require three years residence for this reason : It is of
the greatest possible consequence to make residence on
homesteads obligatory. What is wanted in the North-West
is homesteading in the proper sense of the word, that
settlers obtain land for the purpose of living on it,
intending to become residents on the land; and the
new provision in this Bill in no way relieves persons
from that obligation. The only thing it does is to
allow them to secure homesteads and pre-emptions
and perform certain duties and have two years during
which they may make money elsewhere and prepare them-
selves for permanent residence of three years. Another
clause in the Bill is one which may give rise to some little
discussion, and in regard to which I found the strongest
opinion held by those most inferested in the country, the
settlers themselves, and that is a provision for abolishing
the principle of second homesteads. Experience bas shown
that this has not resulted in the advantages expected from
it by ilhose who in the first instance urged it. It was urged
strongly by the people of the North-West, but I believe
most of those who urged it in the first instance have become
convinced that, instead of it being an advantage, it has pro-
duced a positive disadvantage; and we, therefore, propose to
abolish the principle of secand homesteads.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Do I understand the
lon. gentleman to say that he proposes to abolish second
homesteading altogether?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Yes. At present the right
of obtaining pre-emptions expires at the end of this year.
We propose to extend that right to 1890. I think it is
better it should be extended for some time so as to give a
greater opportunity to settlers in the North-West, and I am
glad to say settlement promises this year to be very consider.
able, on the whole very satisfactory. There are clauses in
the Bill relating to the Survey Branch of the Department.
These have been recommended by the Board of Dominion
Land Surveyors, and are considered as of very considerable
importance, Some of them are purely technical, and they
will perhaps be botter understood by those who know more
about surveying than I do. They relate to the subjects of
study and matters of that kind. One of the most important
of them, however, is the provision that instead of requiring
the examinations for provincial land surveyors to take
place before the whole board, they may be held, as in the
case of Civil Service examinations, before a member of the
board ; and as the members are scattered in different
parts of the Dominion, even as far distant as Van-
couver Island, it is believed that it will very greatly
reduce the expenses oonnected with those exami-
nations both to the Government and the persons
who present themselves, and will be a matter of very great
convenience to those persona. Then I ought, perhaps, to
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have said with respect to the land part of the Bill that
we propose that the settler shall give six months' notice of
hie intebtion to apply for bis patent, b Simply sending in a
formal notice to the Land Office. e object is that the
Homestead Inspector may go at once and make such
examination as may be neceseary, and take the declaration
of the homesteader, so that when the time is up there may be
no delay in securing his patent. The provisi9n is one
which, while it is for the convenience of the DePartment, is
mainly in, the interest of the settier himself. These are the
chief changes I propose in the Bill, a copy of which I will
send over to the hon. member for Bothwell, who has held the
office I now fil, so that he may examine it-

Motion agreed. to, and Bill read the fuaet time.

CONSOL1DATE& INL&ND R EV ENUE AMENDMENT.

Mr. COSTIGAN moved that on Tuesday next the fouse
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to consider tha
following Resolution:-

That itla expedient to amend the Consoldated Inland Revenue Act,
and the Act ameading the same, by providing :-

1. That the provision making the duty on articles subject to Excise,
that is, u foree en the day when themouthly returnis made, be repealed.

2. 'rhat the fusil oi and other refuse resaithig from the distillation of
spirits may be disposed of as the Governor in Council prescribes; that
an abatement for shrinkage may be allowed in respect o spirits matured
in ventilating tanks, and that all spirits produced in a distillery shall be.
warehoused.

3 That malt shall not be removed without a permit, except into the
possession of a licensed distiller or brewer.

4. That the provisions-of paragraphe 2 of section 226 of the Consolidat-
ed Inland Revenue Act, 1883, respecting the duty on goods manufac-
tured in bond, may, in the case of spirits to be used for chemical or
manufacturing purposes only, be varied by the Governor in Council;
that spiritr usd in a bondedmanufactory for the production of other and
sue chemial compositions as are determined by the Governor in Coun-
cil, shall be charged with the same rate of duty as methylated spirits;
that no such spirits and no methylated spirits shall be removed from a
bonded-manufastory, except into tha possession of a person having aper-
mit<to sell or uns-the.mar and that the Governor in Goncilmay make
reiplationa respecting the sale of such spirits.

L That 200 pounda ofUcaundish.or other tobacco may be entered for
warehouse hby on. entry, and that 100 pounda of sneh to accoma1 be ex,.
warehoused by one entry; and al, that packages contain-mg teni
pbond manufatured Onadian tobacco ané over, may be removed
n bondfroi one warehouse te another.
6' That no oleomargarine or other substitute for butter shall be-man-i

ufetuared, eteopt by- persons drly licensed, ad that the Governor in
Connei may make regulations respecting. such manufacture and the
supervision thereof.

Sir RCHARD CARTWRIGHT. Before the resolution
is' put, I would ask the hon. gentleman to explain a little
monedflly what is meant by the firet clause.,

Mr. OOSTIGAN. I have n >objection to explaining it to
the h»n gentleman, tbough it would be moreconvenient to
do so- on Tuesday. As the Act now stands, in the case of'
distilleries, for example, they keep a monthly account of the
Excise duties, and the account is made up and rendered for
the whole month, although the duty might be increased,
say on the 20th or the 24th of the month. It would be a
.great hardship if .the increased duty were imposed, say on
the 2ith of this mon-th, in the case of the goods which had
been manufactured and gone into consumption, and been
sold under the old rate of- duty; that we should require the
difference between the existing duty and the inereased duty
te be paid. There can be no loss to the revenue by the
change. If the goods remain in the bonded warehouse
they will be subjectof course, to any increased duty', and
the change is made in order to meet what seems to bea fair
objection-that because the account, say, be rendered at the
last of the month under the present reading of the law, the
manufacturers are liable to the increased duty whieh may
be impoeed at the very last day of the month, on whatever'
goodE they have manufactured and sold. Of course, what
thfiy have not sold muet be subject to the duty, because it
is il i-n the hands of the omrer of the Government.

Motion agreed to.
76

PERSONAL BZPLANATION.

.Mr. OrTON. I rise to a question of privilege. I notie
in the Globe of yesterday, the following artile.;-

" Mr. Orton on Tuesday was indiscreet enough to refertosMpagraph
in the Globe'# editoriai colume which stated that ho ha& been almost
as conspicuous as Capt. Scott during Sir Richard Oartwrit's pech,
and conspicuous in the same way. He complained that h been
slandered, which was certainly a much more severe reefèction on Capt.
Scott than the Globe made, and went on to threaten dire vengeanie
against somebody or other, in case-such observations on the eeondnt of
membere should be continued by the Globe.

"Itnay b wel to make gr. Orton understand the funetlons of the
press a little more clearly than he seems to underutand them at present.
t wa perfectly within hie right tocomplain if an antrtbftl statement

had been made concerning him. But his contention substantially wa
tnt the. prose violates propriety and exoeds its powers b >omrenting
on tise dosmeanor- cf membere whou in the Ucuse. W.- differ froe hies
ontireiys to that. Itis indeed. eeldom proper to repreach members for
any high-jinks in which they may privatel7 Indulge, for then they Oan
seldom compromise the seemliness of Panhiament, and by ocnsequence
the reputation of the country. But the conduct of members [n the iouse
in a fit subjectforjournalistic comment; there theyare scting as servants
of the people, and the people are eanttled to know whether their men-
ber compromises the reputation of himself, and therefore the interests of
his constituny. No onewill pretend that the inferets tof a oonatitunef-
are not clearly injured if its representative lowerushimself, andthuas loses
influence by appearing in the most public of places wheu ho, ought to
seek the seclusion which his bed-room grants. We: mean to aet on this
belief, with entire appreciation of the fict that it would b. exeedingly
improper in itelf, and injurions to any journal, to look for occa for
adverse comment on the Parliamentary demeanor of members or te
seize overy slight oecasion for harassing joll mon. As for Mr. ôrton'0s
threats, they were supremely ridiculos, an we leave him to the un-
pleasant consciousness of that trath.
In another portion of the same paper, in the editial
columns, there appears the following: -

"Dr. Orton is the reputed father of a proposition to heal the North-
West Indian question by sending the chiefs on a tour through Ontario
as a sort of free exhibition. Couldn't the doctor employ this force
against the newspapers, which have been rauhly- sying-that Col. Seott
and himself are 'rds of a feather? He will hardly find' safer way of
doing his fighting."

Now, Mr. Speaker, I stated on a former occasion that, so
far as I was rsonally concerned, the attack xade upon
me in the Globe was without a shadow- of foundation. 1
am sure there is not an hon. gentlemau in this Hous but
wihl agree with me that there was not the shadow of a
ground for such a base attack on my personal character in
this louse. Since the commencement of this Session 1
have worked with other hon. members assiduously in the
interesta of my constituents, and in- the interests of the
country at large, to the extent of my humble ability, and I
maintain that it is not only- a wreng, but a cruel wromg,
that the families and the tender-hearted friende of hon
members should have their feelings hawassed by sostinuous
attacka of this kind-attacks which are not made in the
public interest, whieh are not calcalated to advance the
public interests of this country, or to increase the.respect
which should be paid tothie House and to therepresentatives
of the people assembled here. I raintain, Sir, that it is
the duty of the House to assert its dignity, as I stated on a
former occasion. 1 said if there was no attempt either by
the hon. the Speaker or any member of the House to
express an opinion with regard to such attacks, the, only
policy that could possibly be pursued, by hon. members, tu
prevent their friends from boing harassed by such attaeks
would be to take the law into their own hands ; and. I am
sorry tosay that I feit it to be my duty, in defenoe of my
position, to be under the painful and disagreeable necessity
of taking that course. It has been said outside thiE Hous
that the gentlemen who are the privileged occupante of the
preessgatll ry of this House, were not instigated of their
own accord to these villainous attacks on the personal
character of hon. members, but that certain party wire-
pullers outside ths Houae have laid it down as their policy,
in order to benefit the Opposition outaide of thia House in
their attacks upon the Government, and that as they have
no polioy to present to the people of Oanada, thy ame now
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pursuing a persistent and continuons policy of slandering
the supporters of the Government. I am not going to say,
for I do not believe, that there are any
hon. gentlemen in this House who would agree
to any such slanderous and unworthy policy ; but,
at the same time, I feel it right to state that I
do believe that those gentlemen who occupy seats in the
gallery were instigated by others than themselves. I have
the highest respect for the press, but I maintain that it is
degrading and debasing to the true influence which the
press should exert on legislation and the proceedings of
Parliament, that they so far forget their position as to make
these unwarrantable attacks on hon. gentlemen. Why, an
hon. gentleman is not safe in this House from such attacks,
if he happens to come in suddenly with his collar to one
side or his hair out of order, as that would be an occasion far
greater than existed in this case when a gross personal attack
was made on me. I do hope that the House will, unless it
is intended that the policy I have indicated is to be the one
pursued towards members of the press, who act in this
way-I do hope some course will be taken to show the dis-
approval of this flouse of such conduct on the part of those
who have the privilege, the very high privilege, of occupy-
ing seats in the press gallery, for the very high and elevated
purpose of exerting the influence of the press upon the coun-
try and upon this House.

Mr. TROW. I think it entirely out of place for the hon.
gentleman to try to induce other members of the party to
take the same course that be has taken, that is, to take the
law into their own hands, for the simple reason that I un-
derstand it has not been a perfect success in this instance.

RAILWAY FROM ESQUIMALT TO NANAIMO.
Mr. POPE moved the third reading of Bill (No. 47)

respecting the railway from Esquimalt to Nanaimo, in
British Columbia.

Mr. GORDON. When this Bill was before the House last
Tuesday, I was not present, owing to indisposition. The
remarks made on that occasion, however, require me now,
before its final passage, to make a few observations in re-
ference to it. It will be remembered that, in 1884, when
the original Bill came before this House, I opposed it at
every stage-not because I opposed the railway itself, but
because I opposed the immense grant of mineral lands in
Vancouver Island to this company. lowever, Sir, that
Bill passed into law, and I, as one of the citizens of the Do-
minion, was prepared to abide by it or by any other law
passed by this Parliament. At that time it was not ex-
pected, I am sure, either by the Government or by
any member of this House, that within two years
from that date this company would be found ap-
pealing to this Parliament for relief from the obligations
to which they bad solemnly bound themselves. Now, it is
not my intention to make any motion in reference to this
Bill, for reasons which I will state. If, by opposing this Bill, I
could cause the expropriation of ail those mineral lands from
the company to the Dominion, to be dealt with on the sane
basis as the mineral lands of the North-West, I would feel
justified in standing in my place here for a week; but, Sir,
the defeat of this Bill could not possibly bave that effect,
for, as has already been stated by my hon. friend from
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), the American capitalists
engagedjn this enterprise have sufficient wealth within
themselves to commence and carry thi ough that work on the
lines indicated in the specifications, and still be able to com-
plete the work within the time specified by the contract; and
the result of such an action on their part would most likely
be the ruin of those British Columbians who have taken
that work in hand. Now, Sir, although I was opposed to
thie cheme originally, and am still opposed to these
coal lands being controlled by an immense monopoly, I
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have certainly no desire to see those British Columbia
capitalists, who went into that enterprise in gocd. faith,
ruined or injured in any way. With regard to the road
itself and the reports of the engineers who inspected it, I
know very little. The reports of the engineers, so far as I
have seen them, are simply to the effect that the specifi-
cations have not been complied with. Some of the work
necessarilyeinvolved a heavy expenditure, and in some
respects the road has been benefited by the deviations ; but
of these facts I know nothing beyond what has been re-
ported. Some portion of the road I have seen, and I
believe the deviations have been justified, two in parti3ular,
one at Southfield Mine, and the other at Cowichan River.
Theme are the only two points of the road that my attention
has been called to. The deviation made at Cowichan River
was certainly not only in the interest of the company itself,
but in the interest of the travelling public, because that
river is subject to extreme floods, and it would be very
difficult to maintain substantial structures across it for rail-
way purposes on the lines of the original survey. Some
opinions have been expressed with regard to the road that
rather surprised me. My hon. friend from Victoria (Mr.
Shakespeare) declared it to be the best road on the continent.
Well, I suppose he is a qualified engineer; he travelled over
the road in the interests of the company, I suppose, for the
purpose of observing it; and we shall have to take his word,
I suppose, instead o the word of the engineer who inspected
it. That gentleman, a professional man, did not, I think,
express himself so distinctly. I think he merely expressed
his views with regard to the variations from the lines
marked down by the Government. Another point to whici
my hon. friend alluded was the settlement on Vancouver
Island, in consequence of the construction of this railroad.
ie is reported to have said:

'This railway is a direct benefit to the Province of British Columbia,
especially to Vancouver Island. Since the Settlement Bill passed this
House two years age, more settlere have gone in and located on the
lands along the Une of this road than went in during thirty yeare before,
which certainly cannot be detrimental to the interests of the Province."

This cannot be so ; the voters' list shows only an increase
during those years in Cowichan district of twenty-three and
in Nanaimo of twenty-five, and a decrease in Comox of six.
That there has been a large amount of those lands located I
am ready to admit; but it has not been from immigration
into the Province. It has been chiefly from the fact that
many of those formerly engaged in mining and lumbering
squatted on the lands some years ago, and they have simply
preempted their location, so that the increase of which my
hon. friend spoke was scarcely an appreciable increase to
the population of Vancouver Island. I have no desire to
question that there has been some increase, but it has not
been on the line of railway to any great extent. In the
district of Alberni, some sixty-five miles from the
nearest point on the railway, there has been ai set-
tlement created numbering soeiething like 100 people.
In the district of Comox, some seventy miles from the
north-west point of the railway, there has been an addition
to the population; but these additions are, in nearly every
case, from other parts of the Province, although, of course,
there have been some additions from the other Provinces.
There is just one point to which I wish to allude before I
close, and to which I particularly wish to call the attention
of the Government. ln the Bill known as the Settlement
Bill there are certain rights guaranteed to settlers. l some
cases there are disputes between the railway company, the
Local Government and the settlers with regard to them.
What I wish to impress upon the Government is this: that
every person who claimed the right to preempt under the
Act, up to 19th December, 1867, before the final transfer of
the land subsidy in full to the company, shall secure those
rights. Knowing that this Bill could not possibly cause
the expropriation of the mineral lands, I beg to close my
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remarks, feeling, as I do, too unwell to further discuss the
question.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Before the motion is
put, I wish to call the attention of the House to one point.
We made a bargain two years ago, by which we gave very
valuable privileges to this Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway.
If I am well informed, what we have done has been to give
to these persons, substantially, if not in name, à monopoly
of the coal supply of British Columbia. When, under such
circumstances, they come to us and ask for modifications
which involve the poncession to them of favors that will
save them the expenditure of some hundreds of thousands of
dollars, and it may ho more, the UGovernment ought to be able
to obtain some concession in return. Now, the occasion may
arise when it will be a matter of great public inconvenience,
not only to us, but to the British naval authorities, that
practically the coal supply of British Columbia should be
entirely controlled by foreign capitalists, although they
may be in name British Columbian capitalists; and I think
that when favors of this kind are demanded, the
Government should at least require some concession in re-
turn; for instance, that a certain proportion of coal
land be handed back to them, to be held in reserve for
general purposes, or some bargain be entered into by which,
under no possible condition of things, should the monopoly
which we have unwisely granted to these persons be turned
to our own detriment, or made the means of compelling the
inhabitants of Vancouver Island and the British people to
pay more than they ought for their coal supplies. 1 was
called out of the flouse before the second reading was
taken, or I would have pressed that view upon it then. As
it is, at this last stage 1 take the opportunity of saying that
it is a bad thing in principle to come to the House and
obtain modifications in this fashion, without being able to
show that any corresponding concession has been made to
the people. If the company require concessions they
ought to give sonething in return. The Government
ought to obtain either the concession of a block of coal land
to bo held for public purposes, or have some agreement by
which they may secure to us a supply of coal for general
public purposes at a reasonable eost, under any circum-
stances.

Mr. POPE. I really think that the hon. gentleman, if ho
had this matter to put through himself, would hardly deem
it fair to press upon these gentlemen for changes, in so
far as coal lands are concerned, when it is said by
the Government engineers that the road is quite as
good and more permanent, under the changes, than if
the line were drawn as first' proposed. True, we may
once in a while make a close bargain, and we might-
because the company are put in such a position that they
are obliged to ask for these changes, which, in reality, are
an advantage to us-ask for some concessions, but I do not
think that the hon. gentleman, if ho had made an arrange.
ment with these gentlemen that was intended to satisfy
the people of British Columbia-looking back to some trans-i
actions which the bon. gentleman knows as much about as
I, or a little more-that I would be warranted, when they
came here for changes which the engineers report make the
road as good and more permanent than under the original
contract, since the company have removed a good deal of the
wooden work and replaced it by masonry, have attempted to
interfere with the agreement which was made to suit the
people of British Columbia, and of which the hon. gentle1
man knows more than I do. Taking the whole thing intoi
consideration, I do not think it would be proper for us to
refuse to give thom those alterations which are botter for1
the company, and which will do us no harm. I felt al
certain sympathy, the other day, with the hon. member for1
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) when ho expressed his dis-i
trust of Yankees, and deplored the fact that the Yankees'i

had to do with this work. But, on reflection, tbe hon. gentle
man will see that since those Yankees who have those coal
mines are bound by the contract to give coal to our people as
cheaply as to others, he will survive the feeling ho exhibited
the other day against them.

Mr. CHA RLTON. No doubt, it was very natural for the
hon. Minister of iRailways and myself to look with distrust,
and with some degree of aversion, upon Yankees; and I
am glad the hon, gentleman is alive to the interests of the
country, and the danger which may menace the country
from that source. In the course of my remarks to whioh
ho referred, I took occasion to say that the projectors of this
ra lway were certain Americans who controlled the
railway system of the Pacifie coast. I said that the
past history of these gentlemen pointed to the faot that
they have amassed an immense fortune at the expense of
the public. If the hon. gentleman ever visited California-

Mr. POPE. No.
Mr. CHARLTON-and the Pacifie coast, he would find

that country in the grasp of one of the most remorseless
monopolies that exist in the world, a monopoly which has
reached its hands out to plunder British Columbia, and at
whose dictation, practically, the hon. gentleman proposes
to change certain conditions in our contract with them. The
gentlemen who control this road and the railway system of
the Pacifie coast hold the people almost as their vassals com-
mercially. Over the railway service of the country the people
exercise no control whatever; some of the roads do not even
deign to publish time bills. Upon the Central Pacifie you
may find out, in the best way you can, at the way stations,
when trains leave and arrive, for the company will not take
the least trouble to inform the publie as to its operations
and service. They charge what rates they please, and con-
trol the State Legisiature. As I pointed out the other
day, the gentlemen who started this corporation com-
menced business with but 812,500, when they began the
construction upon the Central Pacifie, and to-day, by
their own balance sheet, they are worth $200,000,000.
It is claimed they do not own the majority of the stock
in the Vancouver Island Railway, but I may ho per-
mitted to doubt that assertion, as I believe they own
nearly the entire stock. They have secured a grant
of 8750,000 cash from the Dominion and exceedingly
valuable land grants through British Columbia, besides the
control of almost the entire coal interest of Vancouver Island
-a grant vastly out of proportion to the amount of works
they propose to do. It is a shame that this House ever
sanctioned that bargain. It is not true it was sanctioned
with the consent of all the members of British Columbia ;
it was opposed by the hon. member for Cariboo, and one or
two other members, when first placed before the House.
There are certain interests in British Columbia which are
allied and associated with the company, and are in favor of
the ratification of the Bill, but I say the company bas no
right to ask the House of Commons to mitigate in the
slightest degree the term s of their contract. The hon. gentle-
man tells us that if my hon. friend from South Huron (Sir
Richard Cartwright) were in his place, he doubts very much
if he would interfere. I think if my hon. friend were actuated
by the same motive and views with regard to railways
as those which actuate the Minister of Railways, ho would
not interfere. The hon. gentleman thinks it is hardly fair
to press the company for a concession, but I hold that when
they made a bargain by which they agreed to construct the
road upon certain specifications and received aid vastly
greater than was necessary to enable them toe carry out
that bargain, they should bo held to the bargain, The
engineers, he states, say the road is actually botter
than if built on the specifications. It is rather a curious
statement that a road which does not conform to the
specification with regard to the aligument and curves,
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and which has curves much sharper than the oontraot re-
quired, is really a botter road. The road can-
not be a botter road, if it has sharper curves,
than it would be with curves of a greater radius.
I hope that we will not, in this case, set the dangerous pre-
cejent that would be set by permitting a railway corpora-
tion to make a bargain with this company, to make solemn
stipulations that, for a vast subvention, it would perform
oertain work, and then allow it to go on and do as it
pleased, and assume, from the laxity which characterises
this Government in dealing with railway corporations, it
could do whatever if pleased, and could come bore with a
Bill to relieve itself from the obligations it had entered
into, and could induce the Government to relieve it from
those obligations. It is a dangerous procedent. It is not
right; it is not proper. There is no reson for it. The
company are able to carry out their agreement. They
have received aid to enable thom to carry out their agree-
ment three times over, and there is no reason for now
changing the terme of the bargain. I believe that we
should bold these men to the terms of their contract, and
if they desire to be relieved from any of these stipulations
we ehould, when we are granting their application, require
a qud pro quo from them in the first place.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the third time and
passed.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 72) respecting the Union Suspension Bridge.-
(Sir lector Langevin,)

Bill (No. 16) respecting the Burlington Canal.-(Sir
Hector Langevin.)

INTERCOLONIAL RAIL WA1-ST ELLARTON TO
PICTOU.

Mr. POPE moved the second reading of Bill (No. 57) re-
specting the extension of the Intercolonial Railway from a
point at or near Stellarton to the town of Pictou.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.
Mr. POPE moved that the House resolve itself into Com.

mittee on said Bill.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I should imagine that

this Bill ought to be referred to the Committee on Railways,
where it might be considered properly.

Mr. POPE. There is nothing very particular in the Bill.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is a departure from

our usual practice. In all other cases we have sent these
railway Bille to the Railway Committee, which is specially
cognisant of these matters. Why does not the hon. gen-
tleman take this course? Government Bills have been
sent there as well as other Bils.

Mr. POPE. Not Bille introduced by the Government.
Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GHIT. I know the hon. gen-

tleman has a perfect right to take this course, but it has
not been our practice.

Mr. POPE. There is no reason why we should not deal
with it here.

Motion agreed to, and the House resolved itseolf into Com-
mittee.

(In the Committee.)
On section 1,
Mr, DAVIES. What is the length of the line ?
Mr. POPE, About eighteen miles.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And what grant

you got for it ?
Ur. CuaBLOr.

have

Mr. POPE. There ws granted last year $250,000.
Sir RICHARB;CARTWRIGHT. I that supposed to be

sufficient ?
Mr. POPE. No; I think-it will take about $50,000 more.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the object of

constructing that branch?
Mr. POPE. There was an understanding that the exten-

sion of the Intercolonial Railway would be made into the
town of Pictou. But, Mr. Chairman, by building this road
we incur no additional expense. The coat of the ferry annually
is about $13,000, if I remember rightly. The intereet upon
$300,000 would be about the same asthe cost of the ferry,
and besides, the people of the town furnish the right of
way, and undertake that we shall not be obliged to keep up
the ferry; so that the expense to the country will not be
increased.

Mr. DAVIES. The Government will be obliged to keep
up the road, just as it does now, down to Pictou Landing.

Mr. POPE. I am speaking of the ferry.
Mr. DAVIES. I do not understand there is anything

here relieving the Government from the obligation to keep
up the ferry. The expenses will be thrown upon the
Goverument hereafter the same as heretofore.

Mr. POPE. RNo.
Mr. DAVIES. What guarantee has the Government

got?
Mr. POPE. The agreement with the town of Pictou

was that the ferry might be abandoned.
Mr. TUPPER. The Town Council of Pictou resolved to

maintain the ferry between Pictou Landing and the town,
and the company was to obtain a charter from the Local
Legislature authorising them to operate the ferry.

Mr. McMULLBN. What is the length of-the ferry?
Mr. POPE. About two miles.
Mr. VAIL. And do you mean to say it costs $ 13,000 a

year to keep up this ferry ?
Mr. POPE. Yee.

Mr. MILLS. We are in an extraordinary position in deal.
ing with this Bill. We have no information before us, and
we do not know what we are legislating about The hon.
gentleman has said that this is to save the Government the
expense of keeping up the for ry, but be tells us the road is
eighteen miles long, and the ferry is less than two miles.
Now, we want some information on this subject. If this
matter had been referred to the Railway Committee there
could have been plans and specifications submitted, and an
intelligible knowledge of the subject could have been
obtained. But the hon. gentleman bas not explained it.
He bas given us no plans; we do not know what we are
called upon to legislate about; in fact, we migbt just as
well say by this Bill that the hon. gentleman shall doter-
mine what railways shall be constructed and what expense
shall be incurred and charged against the public revenues,
as to propose to legislate in the dark as we are doing. I
submit that this Bill ought to go to the Railway Committe.

Mr. TUPPER. The bon. member ought to be aware
himself of certain facto connected with the cost of the ferry,
as he was. a member of an administration that, from time
to time, had to obtain funds to maintain that ferry. As the
Minister of Railways has already told the House, it costs
between $13,0)0 and $14,000 a year, and it bas done so
under both Governments. In the winter, I may say, the
Government bas to maintain communication between the
town of Piciou and the landing, by a sae, the harbor being
frosen over, and the people of the town bave had to put up
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with a great deal of inconvenience for many yeurs, in con.
sequence of the state of the harbor, end the great danger,
at certain seasons of the year, in connection with the
passage. The hon. member for Bothwell(Mr. Mills) knows
that the town of Picton is a town of great enterprise, and
an important centre in the Maritime Provinces; and,
surely, I do not see why the hon. member, who has tacitly
permitted to go through the Flouse measures authorising
the construction of branches of the Intercolonial Railway of
much les importance, and with far les prospective profits,
should now raise an obstruction to the passage of this Bill.
It does not propose any new charge upon the country, be-
cause last Session, as the hon. member will find by looking
at the Supply Bill, this Flouse ratified the construction of
this work, and, as it is stated in the preamble of this
Bill, authorised the expenditure of a certain sum of
money. If the hon. gentleman was anxious then to
have ail the reasons for the construction of this
work, why did. he not ask for information when the
money was asked from Parliament? Surely he will
agree with me that there have been few cases of the
construction of branches of the Intercolonial Railway
where such good reasons could be given as the Minister has
given to-day in connection with this work. Not only will
the branch be a valuable feeder to the Intercolnnial Rail..
way by connecting it to the town of Pictou, which con-
tains over 3,000 inhabitants, but that work can be con-
structed without entailiing any additional burden
upon the people of this country. I do not think that
in the case of ithe Indiantown Branch, or any other:
branches of the Intercolonial Riilway, could these reasons
be advanced. They were justified because they connected
important portions of the Province with the Intercolonial
Railway, and it was reasonably supposed that receipts ofthe
traffle would show that the expenditure was a wise one, but
in this case the construction of the work entails no additional
burden. As I understand, the money has been voted by this
Parhiament last Session. This Bill is similar to other Acts
which have been passed in this Flouse, authorising, among
other things, the appropriation of lands in connection with
the railway. The hon. member for South Huron (Sir Richard
Cartwrigit) alluded to thé procedure to be followed by a
Bill of ttis kind, as to whether it should go to the Commit.
tee of Railways and Canals.. Of course, it would b. pre-
sumptuous for me to attempt to instruct a gentleman of hie
standing as to the proper course of procedure, but h. will
allow me to point out that a similar Act was passed
through theF louse in connection with a publie
work of similar character in the Province of
Quebec, in 1882-I think it was the St. Charles Branch,
or some other branch of the Intercolonial near Quebec. An
amount had been voted for the work, a different work
formerly authorised by a Bill of this kind, which precedent
will remove any question that litigants might wish to raise,
or remove any doubt as to the Department having the same
po sers in connection with the expropriation of lands and
the construction of the road, as they have in the case of
branches not exceeding six miles in length, where they are
authorised by Order in Council. This is li reality a mere
matter of form.. The county of Pictou grants the right of
way, and that is something that cannot be stated, I think,
with regard to the other branches of the Interoolonial
Railway, which were buit at great oost in connection with
the acquisition of the right of way. Logislation has passed
both flouses of the Legislature in Nova Sootia authorising
the connty of Pictou to assume that charge.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon, gentleman
bas not quite understood the point I took. I did not
desire, nor was it likely I would desire, to deny the right of
the House to consider this Bill in Committee of the Whole,
#f it so pleased. The House an consider any Bill in Com.

mittee of the Whole, railway or other, and I never heard
the proposition disputed, nor ever thought of disputing it
What I did say wa, that in ail cases where there was not
strong necessity to the contrary, the uniform practiee is to
send a railway Bill to the Railway Coinmittee, and for thmse
several roasons: .In the first place, when a Bill like this
omes up unexpectedly, as this has done, and is referred,
contrary to the usual practice, to the Committee of the
Whole, instead of being referred to the Railway Committee,
members of the House have made no special enquiry about
it; they have not, in the least degree, endeavored to become
acquainted with its details, expecting it to go to the Rail-
way Committe, where all these things are brought
up in due course, after reasonable notice, and
where such details as those to which the hon. member
has referred are severally considered. It is quite impos-
sible to examine in Committee of the Whole any of these
matters with anything like the fullness whieh cn be exer-
cised in the Railway Committee, and that is a very good
reason why as a general rule, unless there is strong reasons
to the contrary, this Bill should go to the Railway Com.
mittee. As to the other matter, I desire to say this: that
when this aad some score of similar grants were passed
through the flouse lat Session, it was done on the very
Jast day of the Session and in opposition to my deliberate
protest, because I pointed out then, as I point ont now, that
no sort of explanation was given by the Minister who
brought them down of the reasons for making any of those
grants. We were just closing the louse, three-fourths of
the members were away, and these grants were rushed
through on the last day without explanation. Therefore,
in this particular case there is very good reason for aaking
to have full explanations, inasmuch as it was physically and
morally impossible to get them when the grant was put in
the Supply Bill and became law last year.

Mr. DAVIES. It will be most unfortunate if the hon,
gentleman persists in pressing this Bill through Committee
of the Whole until we ave more information. There are
not six members in thei louse who know anything about
the location of the road. The road may bo perfectly de-
feneible. I am not at present saying it is not. At first
blush, however, it appears to be indefensible, and
I cannot see how the hon. gentleman is going
to defend the expenditure of so much money.
The Picton Branch runs down to Pictou Landing,
opposite the town of Piotou and within a mile of
it. Pictou also has connection with the Intercolonial by
means of a steam ferry, and it is with that landing that the
boats for Prince Edward Island oonneot. If the people of
Piotou want to go to Halifax they can go by crossing in
the steam ferry to Piotou Landing and arrive at Stellarton,
a distance of nine miles. This road will have to go nine
miles farther. Yon will Etill have to keep up the old road,
and you will have twenty-six miles of road, which will
have to be maintained at the expense of the country, when
eight miles does all the work required. I am told, but I do
not vouch for the accuracy of the statement, that this road
will come into competition with the road running from
Stellarton to the head of West River.

Mr. TUPPEL. There is no other road in the county but
the Intercolonial.

Mr. DAVIES. I think we should have a map and plans
submitted, »o that we can see exactly where the money is
being expended. It may be that sufficient arguments can
be adduced to lead the House to vote the money, but in the
state of ignorance that prevails as to the necessity of this
road, and as to the trade which will flow to the Iztercolo-
nial from its construction, it would be highly improper to
force the Bill through Comnmittee. What additional trade
will b. given to the Interoolonial by building these fourteen
miles ? Yo are going to ct off New Glasgow altogether.
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You tap the Intercolonial five miles to the south of New
Glasgow and run a branch round the head of West River to
the town of Pictou. The only present inconvenience is in
spring when the ice is breaking. This is one of the dii-
culties of the location of the town. We cannot overoome
nature there any more than we can in Prince Edward
Island, where serious inconvenience arises from its position ;
and when we ask for a remedy, I find we do not get our
grievances listened to so readily as do some members on the
mainland. 1 protest against the attempt being made to
force this Bill through Committee of the Whole with-
ont plans being submitted. Let us see whetber the road
passes through a populated country or not, and what trade
it will bring to the Intercolonial for the proposed expendi-
ture of$250,000 to start with. The hon. member for Digby
(Mr. Vail) says the road will cost $250,000 more.

Mr. POPE. You do not know anything about it.
Mr. DAVIES. If not, we ought to be informed,
Mr. POPE. I say the hon. gentleman does not know

anything about the cost.
Mr. DAVIES. Nor does any hon. member know the

cst. The Minister alone possesses that information. He
is not treating the House fairly when he asks it to pass
through Committee a Bill for a work, the cost of which he
alleges no one knows anything about, and which he bas not
imparted to the House.

Mr. POPE. I have.
Mr. DAVIES. Has the hon. gentleman given us the sur-

veys and reports of the engineers ?
Mr. TUPPER. You never moved for them.

Mr. DAVIES. No one imagined it would be attempted
to force this Bill through Committee of the Whole without
submitting it to the Railway Committee, which is the only
place where the details can be examined. The hon. mem-
ber will furtber his object if he refers the Bill to the proper
Committee, so that it may be carefully examined.

Mr. TUPPER. I hope the hon. member from Prince
Edward Island (Mr. Davies) will not be offended if I think
I could read between the line4 a he made his remarks, and
if I attempt to act as mind-reader for a momeùt he wili
correct me if I go astray. He has brought into this
House the question which I am sure he knows interests a
certain portion of the people of Pictou county, and those
people are mainly the friends who act in concert with him,
and he las attempted to make political capital out of one
phase of this public work, and that is the question of loca.
tion. I utterly deny that this House is the proper place
to decide where the true location of a line should be.
Hon. gentlemen here will remember that the hon. member
who has taken his seat confined his remarks almost exclu-
sively to the question of location and to the point that the
Minister, as he claimed, had not put the House in posses-
sion of the plans showing the particular route which this
railway was to take. Now, I will candidly state to the
House that difflieulties have arisen in the county, in con-
nection with the proposed location. I eau speak for my-
self when I say that I undertook the responsibility as one
of the members for that county-and my colleague joined
me-of refusing either the wish of my political friends
or of those opposed to me, to advocate any particular
location in the county of Pictou. It was a matter with
which we were not qualified to deal. I do not think my
hon. friend is any more qualified to deal with it, but I
certainly shirked the responsibility, and I shirk it now, of
saying where the best pointe are for that road to go. A
great deal of complaint has been made against us for not
adopting the location which some parties in the town of
New Glasgow believed would be more favorable to them.

Mr. DAvrns.

A great deal of political capital is being made of that to-
day, and I am, of course, painfully aware of that fact.
Nevertheless, I believe that the only parties who can
locate this road are the engineers who are in charge
of the work, and my colleague and mysolf have left
that matter entirely to the Go.vernment who are charged
with that responsibility. Of course, it is not supposed that
we could control it, but what I mean is that we have
not assumed to act on behalf of any particularl locality in
connection with their views as to the particular points this
line should touch. But it is comforting for us to know this,
and I think it will comfort my hon. friend, if he is really
serious about the location of the liue-it will comfort him
to know that after this location was proposed, joining the
Intercolonial Railway at Stellarton, the County Council of
the county of Pictou unanimously resolved that the right
of way should be given by the county for the construction
of the road; and they were aware of this-it was stated in a
meeting-that unless that right of way was given, not a
mile of the road would be built. That was the condition
under which the work was to be carried on. My hon.
friend is perhaps aware that many of the people of New
Glasgow, naturally anxious that ail roads built in that
county should start directly from that enterprising and
wonderfully pushing locality, endeavored to secure a
change in that location, but I believe they have failed.
After that the matter went before the Legislature of Nova
Scotia for a ratification of the resolutions of the County
Council. The Premier announoed that a petition had been
presented from those whose views my hon. friend bas been
ventilating to-day, and yet the Bill went through both
Houses without amendment. So that my hon. friend will
see, and I think will admit, that considering those facts thait
whatever objections might be urged to the locations of this
work, the people as a whole are satisfied with the proposed
location, and my hon. friend is perfectly well aware that
you never can satisfy the views of all parties ner or adja-
cent to any proposed line as to the location. Sâme of those
parties near whom the road ias not passed will, of course,
e dissatisfied, and, of course, those who are near it will be

satisfied. But I again call attention to the fact that the
conty represented as a whole, sitting in the County Coun-
cil, passed that resolution, which is very significant as show-
ing that the people theïe as a whole, withont reference to
any sectional feeling or personal interests,approved not only
of the location, but of the work. One word with reference
to the great neocessity for u gency. I alluded to the fact that
this is not a new matter; it is really a formal matter ; it
has been ratified by Parliament in such a way that there
can be no retrogression in the matter, no matter whether it
was proceeded with quickly or not. I say that lon. gentle-
men opposite are responsible for the delay.

Sir RICH ARD CARTWRIGHT. They are not.
Mr. TUPPER. I claim they are.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. They are not.
Mr. TUPPER. I laim they are, and the hon. gentle-

man can contradict me as often as he likes. I say that
hon. gentlemen are responsible-and I believe thePeople
will recognise their responsibility-for having kept Parlia.
ment so long last year. They spent weeks and weeks on
the Franchise Bill and yet nothing came of their efforts,
and surely they could have spent half an hour or so in
order to obtain the necessary information which they
should have obtained before sanctioning this vote. We
were fully prepared to answer all objections, and I believe
the hon. gentleman opposite only stated that it was a vast
piece of political corruption-

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And so it was.
Mr. TUPPER. And he now repeats it. Well, Sir, that

is the kind of political corruption that the people of this
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country like to se. They like to see a Government build-
ing public works and not acting as the hon. gentleman's
Governmenl did, as more flies on the wheel. Down in that
part of the country the people believe in this road.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am sure they do, or
you would not be here.

Mr. TUPPER If I supported a policy such as the hon.
gentleman inaugurated, I would not ho here; but I supported
a party not only able to promise publie works in the differ-
ont parts of the country, but ready and willing to carry
out their promises, and ready to do something; and I have
no doubt my hon. friend's line of conduct will help me t,-
come here again. What I wish to say and what I intended
to say was, that my hon. friends opposite were responsible
last year for not obtaining all the necessary information;
and they consented to this vote; they did not challenge it
formally; no remarks were made, except by my hon.
friend opposite and one other member of the Opposition.
They were content to make a general charge £1 political
corruption, and they did not intend to probe the matter.
From the fact that Parliament is pledged to this work, I
ask hon. gentlemen not to put any untair delay in the way
of this formal measure going through the House. The
work is authorised, and this is to remove all possibility of
litigation, to remove the possibility of any question being
raised with regard to the authority or right to take
certain steps in connection with that work, the House being
committed to it, and the tenders having been advertised for.
The people of Pictou town, to whom this matter is of
tremendous importance, are mot anxious for that legislation
to take place without delay, because they are desirous that
construction should begin. There is no hon. gentleman on
either side who can fairly say that delay should occur when
the work is to be carried on, and when it is fairly sanc-
tioned. My hon. friend from Prince Edward Island must
know the importance of this road to the town of Pictou.
Situated as it now is, under the present trade policy forced
upon us by the action of the United States after the abroga-
tioî of the Reciprocity Treaty,when the town of Pictou had at
an amazing rate prospered, those facilities for trading by
water aud using their splendid water communication,
were suddenly cut off and they were told that
they must turn their trade into new channels.
And inter-provincial trade should be cultivated. Now,
across the harbor is two miles, or thereabouts, away from
the Intercolonial system, and the town is connected with it
only by a ferry; so that the people of Pictou have been
handicapped lu consequence, through not being able to
develop that trade and enterprise which every other town
on the lino of the Intercolonial Railway has been able to do
They have made a good struggle under the circumstances;
but I can assure hon. gentlemen that their anxiety is simply
intense. Whether rightly or wrongly, they believe that
the construction of tUhis road will work wond ers for the
town, and the question of delay is serious with them. The
town permanently suffers a great drawback in connection
with the transmission of freight and traffic generally. The
ferry itself, under either Government, has never
been able to accommodate the traffic, and, in con-
sequence, great difficulty is experienced in getting
freight over. Freight is continually and unavoidably
lost or injured, and passengers have suffered
great inoeonience and run great risk in crossing that
harbor, which at times ha. been extremely dangerous.
Accidents have happened; fortunately, no lives have been
lost, but animals have been lost, and the people of Picton
have had a hard battle to fight. The road is a most import-
ant part of the Intercolonial Railway. No one from the
Maritime Provinces can deny that, nor will the members of
the late Cabinet deny it, for their attention was frequently
oalled to the great value of the Piotou Branch. I believe
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the proposed road to connect the town of Pictou with the
Intercolonial Railway will be a productive benefit all roundp
and, as i said before, it is not going to entail any additional
burden on the people of this country. I hope, under the
circumstances, that the Bill will not only go through the
Hlouse without undue delay, but that hon. gentlemen will
appreciate the importance of haste, because the sooner the
work is began the sooner it will be completed.

Mr. VAIL. As the hon. member for Pictou has spoken
very warmly on this subject, I conclude that the people of
the county he represents must feel a similar interest in it.
W. on this side, up to the present at any rate, have not
objected o tbis grant, provided it can be shown to be in
the interest of the country that this road should be built ;
but we ask for further information on the subject. Let me
state Vo the fluse that there is already one railway tosthe
town of Picteut and the proposed road will mun almost
parallel with the existing road, and both roads will have to be
kept up, one thirteen and the other eighteen miles in length4The Minister of Railways says we shall save the $13,000
a year that it now costs to keep up the ferry. There is
nothing to show that that will be the case. The ferry
must be kept up. I know that this road will bo of some
advantage to the travelling publi cof Pictou; but what
has Pictou to send over the road in the way of freight ? The
town is a market for the farming pruuce of the surrounding
country, and I am sure the people do not want to send farm
produce over the road to laIifax, and it is not much trouble
tor people to cross the ferry to Fisher's Grant and take the
line there to Halifax. The Minister of Railways sa s I
know nothing about the cost of building iailways. ell,
ho may know something about building railways and get-
ting subsidies for private railways from the Government of
which he is a member ; but I can tel the hon. gentleman
that I have had something to do with the building of railways.
I had a good deal to do with the building of the Windsor and
Annapolis Railway, and aiso with the building of the Wes-
tern Uounties Railway. We have been told that this will
be a cheap road, but 1 would remind the House that both
the present Minister of Railways and his predecessor have
stated that such and such a railway would cost only such a
sum; but lot us look at Uie St. Charles Branch, which was
only eight or ton miles long, and which cost millions more
than the Minister oi .Raiiways told us it would.

Mr. TUPPER. That is the right of way.
Mr. VAIL. It is no matter whore the money was spent,

the country had to provide it ; and my hon. friend seems to
think that bocause the town of Pictou has agreed to pay the
land damages in connection with this road, that is a reason
why the Government should spend half a million dollars in
order to get this second road built for the benefit of Pictou.
Let me tell him that in most cases the counties have paid
for the right of way, while in Pictou, Colchester and Cum-
berland, the Government have paid for it; so I do not think
it is anything to boast of that the people of Picton are paying
for the -right of way, in order to have two roads instead cf
one. I should like to see the Government liberal enough to
spend some money for railways in the western part of Nova
Scotia, instead of spending money for a second road to this
town. I am not disposed to oppose the grant; but I think
the Minister of Railways should give us fuller information
as to the cost of the work, bof ore ho asks the flouse to con-
sent to the Bill being read a second time.

Mr. KIRK. The hon. member for Pictou says his party
is a party of great promises. I quite agree with him as to
that. It is a party of great promises, so far as Nova Scotia
is concerned, but of small performances. The promise
which had so much to do with the hon. gentleman's seat in
this fouse wa. not the building of this road, but the one I
spoke of a few days ago, the Oxford and New GlSgow
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Branch. When the hon. gentleman first took bis seat in
this House he advocated the completion of that braneh; it
was to be completed at once; in fact, the newspapers de-
clared that it was already an accomplished fact, At least
four years have gone by, and that road is not finished.
Considerable money has been expended by a private com-
pany.

Mr. DAVIES. It will do for the next elections.
Mr. KIRK. Two years have gone by since work bas

ceased on the road, and nothing bas been done nor can be
done. It has been found that another promise, another
great promise, mnust be made, as another election is coming
on, to secure the continued representation to the hon.
gentleman. That is the promise of a branch from Stellar.
ton to Pictou. The hon. gentleman said this will not en-
tail additional expense, because this Bouse last year voted
the sum of82W,000 to the construction of this branch.
True they did, but when that vote was taken, it was after
the House had sat for nearly six months, and when the
maority of members had loft for home; it was taken, I
believe, the very last day of the Session, because it was
taken after I left for home, and I did not leave until a day
or two before the louse prorogned. It was taken also
without the knowledge of more than a half, or of fully half
at any rate, of the people of Pictou at the time. I under-
stand a petition was secretly circulated in Pictou for the
purpose of impressing upon the Government the necessity
of building this branch, but the other portion of Pictou
knew nothing about it.

Mr. TUPPER. Do you say secretly circulated ?
Mr. KIRK. Yes.
Mr. TUPPER. On what authority ?
Mr. KIRK. On the authority of the public press of the

county.
Mr. TUPPER. Of the public Grit press ?
Mr. KIRK. Well, I think that is about as good authority

as the hon. gentleman is himself. The petition asking for
the grant was circulated, as I understand, from the press of
Pictou opposed to the Government, privately, and I urider-
stand also, from friends of the hon. gentleman,·that they
knew nothing at all about the petition or about any request
being made for the bianch until tbe petition was presented
in the flouse and the vote was taken.

Mr. TUPPIER You are mistaken.

Kr. KIRK. More than half, or quite balf, the people
presented a petition opposed to taking away the ferry from
the Pictou Landing. They feel that the people of eaat Pictou
and of east Nova Scotiain fact,will sufer ifthis road is allowed
to go down, which, of course, it will, if the ferry is taken
off. I look upon the building of the branch from Stellar-
ton to Pictou as interfering with the short lino proposed
from Oxford to New Glasgow and from the Strait of
Canso to Louisburg. If this line is built, it will be the
end of the Oxford branch. The hon. gentleman may do
his utmost to lead the people to believe both will be built,
but, so far as Pictou town is concerned, I bolieve that town
will be quite well served without building the branch from
Stellarton. I do not see why so many railways should be
buiit through Pictou county and town, whilst other counties
in Nova Scotia are to be without railways. It is said that
8250,000 will about build that brancb, but tbe
Government cannet give information with regard to its
cost. I placed a notice on the paper three weeks ago
asking for papers and plans and the reports of the engineers,
if there are any, in order to get ail the information I could,
before this Bill would coio up, but we have not
reached that motion yet. I am informed, however,
by ' tim well acquainted with the distriot that one.

bridge to be built on the road will cost $150,000, and
another heavy bridge will have to be built, the cost of
whieh I do net know. Therefore the $250,000 are not
going to build the road. Again, there are pieces of road
owned by two coal companies, which are taobe purchased
by the Government, as the Government engineers and the
Government have decided to purchase those linos and make
them a part of this branch. I do not think it is known upon
what condition these lines can be purchased. I understand,
and I have no doubt it will hobeso, that the owners of these,
roads will see that their coal shall be carried over them,
after the Government have purchased them, at a cheaper
rate than they can possibly carry it now. The hon. mem-
ber for Cape Breton complained the other day because the
ooal mines of Nova Scotia proper were particularly
favored by receiving cheap rates, and by that means
were enabled to take the trade from the coal mines of
Cape Breton. As it is, if the Government should treat for
the purchasetof these roads, Cape Breton coal interests
will sufer and their owners left behind, and I simply
wish to draw the attention of the hon. member for
Cape Breton te that fact. The people of New Glasgow have
invested their capital in erecting manufactories on the lino
of the railway between New Glasgow and Picton Landing.
At Trenton there are very extensive and expensive manu-
factories established, which, if the ferry is taken away from
Piotou Landing, must inevitably siuffer, becaugse I do not
think it is possible the Government can keep up the old
road in the same state of efficiency as that in which
they are keeping it to-day. If they do not the manu-
facturing industries muât suifer. I understand that these
manufacturing industries give more traffic to the Inter-
colonial Railway than the whole trade to and from the
town of Pictou, and will likely do so for years, and yet the
manufacturing industries of Trenton,which were established
because of the railway facilities aforded,and which would not
have been established but for the ferry there, are to be
deprived of the advantages they have hitherto enjoyed. I
think that is very unfair, and, if the railway accommodation
is not kept up in an efficient state, it will very likely have
the effect of shutting down those manufactures altogether
which have been so fostered by the National Policy and by
these railway facilities. I have no doubt that, if the Oxford
and New Glasgow Branch were built, it would serve ail the
purposes of this short lino. It would be more convenient
for the eastern part of Nova Scotia and would serve Cape
Breton, and, if the terminus were made at New Glasgow,
the Government have a large piece of land there, se that it
would cost them nothing for land on which to erect their
works and buildings. I do not wish to ho understood as
absolutely opposing this Pictou Branch, but I blieve that
it is not in the interest of the people of eastern Nova Scotia,
and that, if the Oxford and New Glasgow Branch were
built, it would serve all the purposes said to be gained by
this branch for the town of Pictou, and not only that but
would serve the counties of Cumberland, Colchester and
Pictou, and all the eastern portion of Nova Scotia as well.

Mr. TUPPER. I am sorry that the discussion has be-
come rather local in its charaoter, but, after the charges
which the hon. gentleman has made against me, I think it
is only due to myself to say a word or two in reply. First,
as to the secrecy with which hoesays this was agitated in
the county. If the hon. gentleman could see the petitions
which are on file, and he must know the names which are
appended to them, ho would have to admit that ho was mis-
taken in thinking that anything was secretly done or was
done in an underhand way.

Mr. KIRK. In the first petition ?
Mr. TUPPER. In the first petitions from the county of

Pictou, if ho saw the names, I am sure that ho would at
once withdraw the charge that there was anything donue in

603



COMMONS DEBATES-

connection with the matter, as far as they were concerned,
in an underhand or secret manner. Further, ho must be
aware, for ho seems to have read the Pictou papers, that,
as he might learn from the press on both sides of politices,
commnittee after committee was formed in the town of
Pictou to pros upon the Government the importance of
this as a public work, and that mombers who act in concert
with him in the Province of Nova Scotia, members of the
Grit party, joined with members of the Conservative party,
to bring the necessity of this work under t14e notice of the
Government.

Mr. KIRK. Since the vote was taken?
Mr. TUPPER. No, but a year ago; and that articles were

written on that subject in the papers there. I am meeting
the charge of secrecy, the charge that we approached
the Government in an underhand fashion, and not in a
proper and regular manner; and I say that the reports of
these committees, which were published in the press in the
county, would show my hon. friend that ho has been mis-
informed in regard to the matter. I do not see why he
should bring in the question of any personal interests of mine
in connection with this road, when he says that the county
is petitioning against it. How can it be possible that I am
furthering my political interests in urging the Govern-
ment to construct a public work against which my con-
stituents are petitioning. That is one of those things no
fellow can understand.

Mr. LISTER. It is a job.
Mr. TUPPER. On whose part? It is a question where

the jobbery comes in. One other point. The hon. member
for Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk), who tackled this short lino ques-
tion the other day, and whom I then answered, again gives
utterance to the strong feeling ho has that this action is
hostile to the prosecution of a much larger and, as far as
the Province is concerned, more important work. I think
it is unfair to press that view withont adducing some
reasons for it. I gave him a reason, which should have
been satisfactory, in the absence of any to the contrary, to
show that this was a portion of that work. It was not
parallel to any portion of the short lino scheme, so called,
in Nova Scotia. It is a branch of the short lino. It
was not contemplated that the short lino should run
through the town of Pictou, but that there should be
branches to Picton, River John and other places,
and I do not see how the building of this portion
of the linoe is to threaten the completion of the other por
tions. Because the Government builds this in connection
with the Intercolonial Railway systemn and calls it part of the
Intercolonial Railway,that is surely no reason why a private
company should notgo on with the rest of the work, when no
part of the subsidy is withdrawn from the rest of the work;
and I tell the hon. gentleman, if it is any satisfaction to
him, that I fully recognise the importance of the short lino
scheme as a whole. In a political sense, it would be
ridiculous for me to take any position hostile to that
scheme, because the people of that county, as well as the
people of Cape Breton, attach a great deal of importance to
the completion of that road, and it is to my own political
interest to press on the completion of that work which has
been so largely subsidised. The people of both parties
there, and in Cape Breton, are doing their utmost to have
that completed at an early day. So I have met for the
second time the charge of my ardor being cooled in the
elightest degree, and as the hon. gentleman insists upon re-
peating the statement that this road was started in my
political interest, I again give it a flat denial, bocause the
dates corroborate my statement.

Mr. KIRK. The dates suit firet-rate.
Mr. TUPPER. I venture to say that the hon. gentleman

cannot give the date when the subsidy for the Short Lino
77

was voted and the date of the general election, because if he
could he would not venture to repeat the statement.

Mr. McMULLEN. I am not acquainted with all the flats
connected with this lino, but it seems to me that the matter
bears all the ghastly shadows of a job. The responsibility
of carrying it through the committee appears to fall upon
the hon. member from Pictou (btr. Tupper), and he has
been able to secure the assistance of the Minister of Rail-
ways and of the Government possibly to assist hie own
interests, and he las undertaken to engineer the whole
tbing before a committee of this House. We know that the
construction of the Intercolonial Railway has swallowed up
a vast amount of the money of this Dominion, and that we
are now paying S$1,600,000 interest upon it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. Nearly two millions
and a half.

Mr. MoMULLEN. Very nearly two millions and a half
of interest, my hon. friend in front says, we are paying on
money which has been sunk in the Intercolonial Railway.

Mr. TUPPER. Can you give us the figures on the
canalis ?

Mr. MOMULLEN. In place of adding to that sum, I
think we should out off all additional improvements which
are likoly to add to it. I was rather surprised to hear the
Minister of Railways state that $300,000 would be enough
to complote the road, but, even supposing that that com-
pletes the lino, the interest would be $12,000, at 4 per cent.
I would like to know where the Minister of Railways is
going to get the money for operating the lino afterwards.
He says the ferry costs $13,000 a year to work it. He bas
not stated whether that also covers the cost of running the
short line of railway which is now built and running in
connection with the ferry.

Mr. POPE. It pays $40,000 more.

Mr. TUPPER. What short lino does the hon. gentleman
refer to as now built? There is none built.

Mr. LISTER. It is Mr. Pope's road.

Mr. McMULLEN. The lino to Pictou Landing is now
built.

Mr. TUPPER. That is not the short lino.
Mr. DAVIES. It is eight miles against eighteen.

Mr. TUPPER. It is the shorter lino.

Mr. MoMULLEN. The Minister of Railways stated that
it cost $13,000 a year to run this ferry, and the sum noces-
sary to build this lino would not be any more, that the one
sum would be about equal to the other. I asked him what
it would cost.

Mr. POPE. Is it going to eurn nothing ?

Mr. McKULLEN. We are earning all now that we
would if the road was built to-morrow. We are getting all
the trade of Picton that yon will get. This shows that it is
not because you anticipate any increased trade that you are
building this lino, but possibly because it may be an advau-
tage to the hon, gentleman who happons to sit for
the county of Pictou. It may be in his interest that it is
thought best to undortake the construction of this road, so
that it may give him a seat in Parliament for many years to
come. Now, I say it is an outrageons thing that the means of
the people of this country are going to be frittered away in
this kind of style, in order to provide a seat for a man that
wants teobe a perpetual representative in this House. We
have had an experience of this kind of thing in the past,
and it is going, evidently, to be continued just as long as
they find that it is going to be an advantage to any man and
help to keep him bere by purchasing his seat in Parliament
for him by means of the pople's money. He says the
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eoanty is going to give the right of way. Why, Sir, in what our experience has been in the past Wi buildings roads
our seotion of the country, our people have not First, the Government come along and get a smali grant
only to give the right of way, but they have got to afterwards it is foiind that they requi. e. some moreiand
go to work and vote five or six, or, in some cases, difficulties arise about the line and then -we have to
seven thousand dollars a mile to build the road, I wonder go on and -finish it. What has , been our -expqrience
wby the people of that county, if they are so anxious for the already in regard to these branch lines? :Lastýyearwe
construction of this road, do net ask the Dominion to pro- voted 8250,000, and now we are asked for ;$50,000 more,
vide ail the money. Why does not the county go to work and the probability is that next -year the Minister of
and pass a by-law to contribute $4,000 or 85,000 a mile Railways will come down and ask us for a further grant.
towards its construction ? We were told by the gentleman Before we proceed at all in this -work we should have a
who preceded me that they were going te have a very ex- detailed estimate of what it is going to cost. It appears
pensive bridge built on this line, to cost 825,000. If it was there is nothing done yet; I do not know whether there is
a plain ine, and the cost was not likely to be very exces- even a survey made. It is now stated that this road is
sive, and there was a considerable amount of trade to be going to be eighteen miles long, and, judging from our
got after it is built, it might, possibly, be an inducement to experience with the Intercolonial Railway, I should not be
build the toád, because it is trade that we want down there. at all surprised to find, when this road is finished, that it
If there is anything in the world that is going to keep the will be twenty-five miLes long, because, in all probability,
Inteircolonial Railway alive, it is trade. But we they will find it necessary, in order to please some particu-
are not -going to gain any more trade by this road than lar part of the constituency, to take a roundabout route, and
we-hadbefore. The hon. gentleman who preceded me says to make a considerable bond in order to meet the views of
that there are Eimportant manufactories on that some parties who will be anxious to have accommodation
branch whioh is now in operation, which will be seriously at their own doors. When the Intercolonial Railway
affected if that branch is clcsed up. How are they going to was projected we were told it was not going to be any-
be abletoi satisfy those people who have been accommo thing like the length to which it finally attained. New,
datedbytht; branoh ? If they are now going to shut down the hon. -gentleman who has just sat down ,has
the ferry, howÉre théy going to get the gôods out? Are they spoken about my hon. friend being one of the
going te rn all the way around the county with the proposed flies on the wheel. 'That appears to be a
new bimnch -? -Now,t is a well-known fact that short linos favorite epithet which the hon. gentleman uses when any-

* of this kind, I cardenot what amount of trade they do, are thing of this kind comes up that we find fault with. Permit
alwaysaseurce of loss to any railway, I care not what rail- me to teli him that I would a thousand times rather follow
eway owns them. No short brancb of eighteen or twenty menwho could even be charged with being nothing more
miles can poWsibly pay. They are undoubtedly a loss ; they than flies on the wheel, than te follow men who are trying to
are financial blood-suckers attached to any lino, I care suok the life's blood out of the people of this country. Look
not what line ha3 th1m I say that if you take at the increase of our indebtedness every year-a million a
the history (f the Grand Tiunk to-day, you will month, twelve millions a year. Thon, what are yon going
find that they have not one single branch of eighteen or to do with that twelve miles of road attached to that ferry ?
twenty miles that they would not be glad to get rid of, I It is to remain there, I suppose, as a spectacle of a
chre not what trade they have in connection with them. It rëjebted road. Now, I hold that it is extremely
is the same in connection with that branch. I hold that unfair and improper to -ask this House to consent to this
unless yon can show that an enormous volume of trade is kind of thing. I hope that before this question is disposed
going to be brought to the Intercolonial Railway by the of, every meinber of this House who is interested in the
construction of that line, it will be a positive loss to the general eairtailmàent of all expenses, will give an expression
country to build it. I would like to know where we are of his views.
going to end the money that is being invested in the Inter-
colonial Railway. Years ago it was said that we had Mr. DAVIES. I did not quite understand the atatement
some twenty-eight millions sunk in it; now we have of the Minister of Railways until I heard it repeated by the
got nearly forty millions. 'The 'Minister of Railways is hon. member for Pictou (1fr. Tupper), or I would have
sidding aboUt a million a year to it, and I suppose alluded to it previously. I look upon it as a rather serious
he means to charge it to capital 'account. Weli, Sir, statement, net only for the people of Picton, but for
I ado not know where that eapital account is -going to Prince Edward Island-the statement that one of the indu-
end. I think it is about time it was closed. I suppose the cetnents Which led te this demand for spending this half
building of this branch will be put to capital account aliso. million of money, was that they would get clear of the
Now, I hold that it is unfair-I say it is unreasonable and un- ferry which now costs $13000 a year. The hon Minister
just-to the people Ôf this Dominion, that the people of the knows well that the only deop water is in Pictou Landing,
Province of Ontario, who have to go to work and subscribe where boats run to and from Prince Edward Island now, and
bonuses from counties, townships ard towns, to build their he knows that the whole trade between Prince Edward Island
o~wn roads, that towns in the Province of Nova Scotia can and Pictou now carried on, is carried from that landing by
get their roads built at the public expense. Here you have means of the ferry, and if he does away with that, ho des-
the town of Pictou with 2,500 inhabitants - troys all the connection there is between Pictou town and

Mr. TUPPER. Three thousand. Prince Edward Island. He does more than that; all the
trade from New Glasgow, and from the Eastern Branch

Mr. 'MOMULLEN. Well, supposing there are three thou- Railway, which now goes to Pictou, will have to go round
sand. They have got one rôad already, they have got a those eighteen miles of road instead of going over the eight
fefry of two miles, and they appear to be satisfred with that. miles which is there now. After the examination of a
The-e appears to be a difference of opinion with regard sketch which I had not in my hand when I first spoke, I
to the length of tbat ferry; perhaps, when we find out its repeat the statement I made thon, that the eighteen
real length we will be able to judge whether the Minister miles additional road which this Government is going to
of Railways was correct in his statement that it cost $13,000 build, will be in direct competition with the existing
a year to operate it. I think we should have laid before eight- miles the Intercolonial Railway has there now.
this House a full survey of that road, with detailed specifi- I desire to ask the Minister some questions. Does the hon.
cations, and an estirtate of the Government engineer what gentleman propose to do away with that ferry ? If so, he
it is goiDg te cost, before we vote a dollar for it. We know is going to infliot very. sorious injury on Pietou ande

Mr. MOMuxfIN.
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trade between that point and Prince Edward Island. He
is going to injure New Glasgow. Has the hon. gentleman
made any arrangements with the Acadian Coal Company for
the purchase of that part of their road which ho intends to
buy from them in connection with these eighteen miles of.
railway? las ho made any arrangements with the Nova
Scotia Coal Company for the purchase of a portion of their
line ? If so, does the hon, gentleman know what ho is
going to pay for it?

Mr. POPE. Yes.
Mr. DAVIES. If so. perhaps the hon. gentlernan might

inform the House. I have been informed on pretty good
authority, although I will not vouch for the accuracy of the
statemont, that an arrangement has not been made with
the road.

Mr.POPE. Ithas.
M&r. DAVIES. If so, perhaps the hon. gentleman will

have the,kindness to favor the House with a statement of
the facto. With respect to the statement that the county
of Pictou has given the road bed, that is only partially
true. The Goverpment purchased from the Acadian Coal
Company part of their fine and will pay for the road bed.
They next'purchased a portion of the road belonging to
the Nova Scotia Coal Company and paid foi the road bed;
and it is only when they will come to the Middle River that
the road bed is granted by the county. Two bridges will
be necessary; that over West River costing over $150,000.
It must be obvious that further information is necessary in
order to obtain a full acquaintance of the facts. The
Minister should consent to the reference of the Bill to the
Railway Committee where the details can be fairly end
quietly discussed instead of across the floor of the House.
When the people discover that this scheme means the dis-
continuance of the Pictou ferry, which is operated at an
annual oost of -813,000 and which also enables Pictou tW
trade with Prince Edward Island, there wil fnot be so mueh
enthusiasm as the hon. gentleman pretends to say exists.

Mr. TUPPER. The people knew that the ferry was to
ho abolished in August last-that is the Intercolonial ferry.
Another ferry will be substituted in itsplace, and the neces-
sary atops will ho taken to secure ferry accommodation be-
tween Pictou Landing and the town of Pictou, so that the
island people will suffer under no disadvantage.

Mr. DAVIES. The ordinary sail boat-not a ferry kept
up at a cost of $13,000 a year.

Mr. TUPPER. An efficient ferry,
Mr. DAVIES. It is a matter of importance for the trafflc

between Pictou and Prince Edward Island that there should
be ready means of access not only by the railway but by
the ferry.

Mr. T UPPER. They will supply that.
Mr. DAVIES. The Government should be compelled to

maintain the ferry, and pay $13,000 a year for that pur-
pose. Before the committee is asked to pass this Bill the
Minister, in common courtesy, if from 0no other motive,
should place hon. members in possession of the necessary
information, which so far ho has refused to furnish.

Mr. MoDOUGALD. Hon.members opposite declare they
are not opposed to the prosent measure, but they are taking
a very strange course to show their sympathy with it. I
am not surprised at the position of the hon. member for
Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk), who supported a Government whioh
never built any railways except in the western portion of
the country, excluding the Intercolonial Railway.

Mr. KIRK. What about the Eastern lIxtension ?
Mr. MoDOUGALD. I must correct the statement of

the hon. member for Queen's, P.E.I. (Kr. Davies)-and ho

should be the last member of the House to oppose railway
construction in Nova Scotia, seeing that Prince Ed.
ward Island is supplied with a system of railways, the
equal of which cannot be found in any other part of the
Dominion in proportion to the population. The bon. gen-
tleman made a statement that the trade of the Island would
be irjured, because the water on the Pictou side was not
sufficient to aford the necessary accommodation to veossls,
and that the depth of water necessary could only be ob-
tained at Pictou Landing. I must controvert that statement,
because it is contrary to the fact. The water on the Pictou
side of the harbor is quite as deep as that at Pictou Landing,
and it is a botter place for building wharves and more suitable
in every respect. Any person who has given attention to
the question must know that if people coming from Prince
Edward Island could be landed at Pactou it would be
preferable to their being landed at Picton Landing,
where there is no accommodation for passengera exçept such
shelter as they eau senre in the station louse. The
hon. member for Guysboro' stated thtt he understood more
than half the electors of Pictou county were opposed to the
building of this railway. He should feel very well sqtisfied
if that were true ; but, unfortunately for him and his party,
it is not true. It is quite true that a petition representing
1,300 ratepayers ont of 7,000 was sent to this House oppos.
ing some portions of the condition of the grant; but some
of those electors have written me desiring their names to
be withdrawn from the petition and stating that they did
not understand the facts. Those petitions were sent out by
the leading Grit wirepullers in East Pictou, and after the
most strenuous efforts only 1,300 names were procured in
opposition to the lino. As to the road being approved by the
county of Pictou, no botter evidence can be adduced than
the action of the county council, after all the facts were
known, in granting a free road bed for the railway, which was
te hoe a condition precedent Wo its hoing buiît. Ail tho facta
were known and. the question was discussed at. the county
council, and the leaders of the opposition party in the,
eastern part of Pictou County used all their exertions
to defeat the scheme with the view of throwing ob-
stacles in the way of the representatives of the county
respecting a work which I feel satisfied to-day has
the confidence of nine.tenths of the people of the county,
outside of certain local issues. Thoir action, moreover, was
confirmed by that of the Local Legislature. The hon. gen-.
tleman's friends had a majority in -the House of Assembly
and the Legislative Council, but the measure was passed.
It is idle, therefore, to say that the work is not one which
bas the confidence of the county cf Picton. Hon. membera
from Ontario, are quite willing to seo very large expendi-
tures on canals and thoir enlargement, ail charged to
capital account, but if any extension of the railway lines
in the Maritime Provinces is proposed they oppose
such a proposition. At the same time, we know that the
deficit on the canals is much greater than on the Intercol-
onial Railway. Besides there i- a continual demand from
the people of tho west to reduce the tolls on the canals, and
make them free. Intercolonial Railway branches have been
built in other parts of the country involving a great deal
more money than is involved in this branch, without oppo-
sition being raised in this louse, and some of them wili not
carry a tithe of the traffic which will be carried on this road.
The member for Wellington (Mr. MeMullen) was unable to
see how this could be a paying portion of the Intercolonial
Railway, but it never entered into his consider4tion that
there would be a con§iderable way traffc. As to the rates
for coal on the Picton Branch, it never was contended
that the local rates were low ; in fact, it is the coal rates
of Nova &cotia that make the Pictou road pay a surplus
amounting to $10,000. On this road there will be a con.
siderable way trafflo bsides the trafflc it will get at Pictou.
It is an illusion to say that Pictou has railway communica-
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tion at the present time. It would be just as true as to say contracts, were entered into with this amalgamated com-
that Quebec had railway communication because the rail- pany. The conditions agreed to in the other contracts were
way touches at Point Lévis, for in the winter season it is to be fully carried out by the amalgamated company. The
impossible to have snob railway communication connecting company was to issue bonds and stock to the contrac-
them with the railway system of this continent. Under tors for the building of the road, and out of the proceeds of
all the ciroumstances, I do not think this is a project which these bonds and stock, they were to proceed to build the
should have met with the opposition it has received. The road. A mortgage deed was to be given as security for
hon. gentleman has referred to some large factories existing these bonds. Stanton & Balch carried out their part of the
near New Glasgow as a reason why his view should be agreement and they caused an Act to be promoted before
adopted, but if that traffic to which ho refers is so great as this Parliament in 1879. Every hon. member knows the
ie represented, surely it would be a greater inducement to difficulty they had in getting that Act through the railway
the Intercolonial Railway to have that line and keep it in committee. There were several very powerful bodies opposed
operation. to the building of the road. The Government opposed the

Mr. KIRK. The hon. gentleman says that I supported scheme of building a bridge across the St. Lawrence, butafter
a Government for five years that never did anything toward a good deal of trouble and fighting, they got their
extending the railways of Nova Scotia to the east. I differ Bill through the committee, through this House, and through
from thehon. gentleman altogether. During the five years Sonate. This took up considerable time from the spring of
of the Mackenzie Government there were more railways the year 1879, through the rest of that year. The Govern-
built in the Province of Nova Scotia than there had been in ment reserved to thomselves the right, before the Act should
the thirteen years that the hon. gentleman's friends have come into force, of approving of the scheme of the bridge.
held office in this House. I say this result was achieved It took nearly a year af ter t ch amalgamated company was
by the influence and the support of the Mackenzie Govern- formed, and after they got their charter, to get the consent
ment and their friends, and that they did more to advance of the Governmont to thoir scheme of the bridge. Inme-
railway construction in eastern Nova Scotia, and in all Nova diatoely after tho company obtained the consent of the
Scotia, than was done during the thirteen years that Government to that scheme, the contractors proffered to the
the Oonservative party were in power in this House. company a mortgage deed to secure the issue of bonds and
What roads have his friends built in the Province of stock for the building of the road. The House will remember
Nova Scotia since Confederation ? There is one run- that the road was to be built entirely out of the bonds and
ning a few miles from Halifax terminus to Dartmouth, and stock of the amalgamated company, and was only to be'built
there is not - another solitary road that they built since by these contractors,.whose bonds and stock should be issued.
Confederation, whilst the Mackenzie Government built The company took objection to the mortgage deed which was
eighty miles, from New Glasgow to the Strait of Canso and proffered to them, and refused te enter into the contract
to Cape Breton, they extended the railway from the term. with Messrs. Stanton & Balch, who claimed that they
inus at Richmond to the deep water terminus at Halifax, were entitled to such a contract, and that it was precedent
and they made arrangements for building the railway to to any other work that they would be called on to execute.
Yarmouth. Under these circumstances, it ill becomes the They could not go on and fulfil the contract or do any work
hon, gentleman to say that I supported a Government that on the road, because the money to be obtained from the sale
did nothing in building railways in Nova Scotia. of the stock and bonds which were to be issued on the

It hein 8 Six o'clock, the Speaker loft the Chair. giving of the statutory deed, was the only means they
could obtain for building the road. The company refused
to perform their part of the contract, and consequently

After Recess. these parties were unable to go on and build the road. The
company afterwards entered intered into a contract with

CANADA ATLANTIC RAILWAY COMPANY. some other persons in violation of this contract with Messrs.
Stanton & Balch, which was confirmed by this House and

House again resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No is recited in the Act of Parliament of 1879. They accord-
43) to amend the Act incorporating the Canada Atlantic ingly tried to amicably adjust affairs between themselves
Railway Company.-(Mr. Mackintosh.) and the company, and found it impossible to do so. Then

Mr. HAGGART. As the time had nearly expired the they entered an action agaiast the company in the city of
other evening for the consideration of this Bill, and as I Montreal, obtain damages for the non-fulfilment of their
wish to put before Parliament the position of the gentlemen contract. Tbat action is still pending in the courts, and is
in whose interest the lst clause is being added to the Bill, at present undecided. At this time perhaps I may make a
I take this opportunity of explaining as well as I can the few remarks on the position assumed by the hon. member
reasons why I think that clause should be added to the Bill. for Grenville (Mr. Shanly). He stated that the decision of
Two contractors, named Stanton & Balch, entered into con- the courts was adverse to these parties who are asking for
tracts with two railway companies, one the Coteau Landing this amendment. It was not adverse at all. As part of
Company, and the other the Montreal and Ottawa Railway their proceedings, they got an injunction against the com-
Company. Under that contract they were to have the pany to restrain them from the sale or disposal of
stock and bonds for the building of the road from Ottawa- those bonds, and it was decided both by the Court
to Coteau Landing, and the road was to be built as fast as of Review and the Court of Appeal, I think, that a
the money could be realised from the bonds and stock. A writ of injunction should not issue at that stage of
mortgage was to be executed to secure the issue of the the proceedings, as the contractors had a remedy by
bonds. The work was not to be commenced until the mort- action for damages. Every lawyer in the House will
gage deed was executed and the bonds were issued, and as understand that there is no judgment standing against
soon as the money could be realised from the bonds and the the parties who are asking this House simply to proteot
stock they were to proceed to build the resd. Afterwards, by them in rights to which they were guaranteed by the Act
an agreement between the two companies, they decided upon of 1879. Under the deed of amalgamation the company
amalgamating-Stanton & Balch, the contractors, and the had a right to issue bonds to the extent of $15,000 a mile
other two companies agreeing to the deed of amalgamation. and $81,000,000 besides. Under this Bill they take the
The deed of amalgamation was made,and the new company power to issue bonds to the extent of $25,000 a mile and
was to be promoted and the charter procured by Stanton & $1,200,000, I think, besides. You will see at once what
Balch. Further contracte supplementary to the other two position the parties who have a claim against the road will be

Mr. McDouALD.
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placed in. Their security may be a perfectly good one againsextent of ail their means-in order to comple the work.
a company which has the road bonded for only $15,000 The money ha been found, but the bonde are noces-
a mile and $1,000,000; but there may be no security for'sary to reconp the expendituro. One of the objeo.
them against a road which is bonded to the extent of $25,000 tions made b the passage of the Bil in its proent
a mile and 81,200,000. Now, I wish to state positively form is that tho original contractors from whom the
that this contract is recited in the Act of Parliament passed ontract was taken expended uoney. 1 submitthat where a
by this House in 1879; so that these gentlemen state that contractor undertakes to construet a work and givee security
they have a statutory right confirmed by this Parliament; for its construction, but fails to carry out hie contract, this
and by the Act which is now introduced they will be fouse ha nothing to do with the matter, and should extend
entirely cut out of their claim. The promoters of this Bill no syrpathy 10 the contractor, because he jeopardised th.
have not stated why they wish the bonds increased from proceeds put up as an experimental outlay. My hon.
815,000 to $25,000 per mile; the question was asked them in friend bas spoken of trustees being appointed. I beg to
the Railway Committee, and it received no answer. Now, inform the House that the trustees askod for by Stanton &
look at the position in which it is proposed to place any Balch, under their contract with the former oompany, were
creditor on the road. Instead of paying his claim, or themeelvos. Thoy a@ked that they should b. appointed
allowing the courts to decide it, they come to this House, trustees to manage the bonds of the road; tbey offered
and simply by getting a Bill passed here, allowing them to no other trustee, and simply replied to the oompanys
issue a large amount of bonds to be secured prior to demand by saying that tbey offered their own names
their claim, they may leave the creditor's claim entirely as the men to whom the control of the issue of the bonds,
useless and out of the question. The parties seeking and the management of th. bonds, should be given. The
for legislation in this case, have no objection to the Bill, ail delay in going on wibh the contract jeopardised bonuses,
they want is to be protected in their own rights; all they not only of bbe municipalities, but also the bonus which the
want is to be guaranteed that the claim they are pressing Ontario Goverument agreed b give th. Canada Atlantic.
before the courts is placed in no worse position by this Bill Pariament is asked to establieh the precedent, that where
than it was in before. As for myself personally, I know outside claimants make demande upon bbe applicants for
the parties interested in this road; I know that they are legielation, although no court of law yot ha. vestod bhem
men of large public spirit and enterprise-men who, at a with any right, Parliament shah declaro it a vosted right,
great expense to themselves, and without any hope of pecu. and that h. vested righte shah thus incommode the ise
niary benefit, advanced large sums for te purpose of of tbe bonds, and possibly ruin the company, simply
furtbering the interests of this city and the development of because outsiders core in and say they have a daim. N
this section of country. I know that any legislation which court of law ha. yet recognided their daim, and we, aa
it is possible to give them in this House, ought to be given Parliament, have nothing wbatever 10 do with the unde.
for the purpose of assisting tbem. They may have cided legal disputes of the claimante. W. are asked 10
had some embarrassment from the course they took, believe further that the increase of the bonds 10 825,000 a
and I think the legislation of this House might mile wil jeopardise the daims of these parties. I ask Ibis
relieve them from that embarrassment in view of fouse wbether any practical business man would not
the work which they undertook, so much to theprefer holding a daim againet a completed road with a
bonefit of this section of the country. I think an amendment bnded debt of $25,000 a mile, rather than a daim againat
could be framed which would protect the rights of these an uncompleted road with a bonded debt of $15,000 a mile.
contractors, and, at the same time, meet the wishes of the I wish to b. as brief as possible, as thepromoters of the
company. All these parties wish is to be protected in their billare deRirous 10 bave the question setb[ed orthwith. 1
claim, which they believe to be an honest one, for a large simply eubmit tnat the claimants and potitioners in Ibis
sum of money. lu introducing this amendment, at the case have been proceeding before courts of law for nearly
request of Mr. Ferguson, their solicitor, and an old friend thrue ycars, and il this louse deeme il advisable 10 insert
of mine, who asked me as a member, whom he knew, to a clause in the Bil, uch as Ibis and which reads:
bring it before the House. Now, I think the House should Nothing in this Act contained shah be go eonstruedau b alter'or
give them justice by simply saying that they shall be affect aDy of the rights of Stanton & Balch, under the Ac 42 Vic.

protected in the claim they have against the company. chap. 57
That is the object I have in introducing this amendment, Ibis fouse wil eimply place an obstacle in tbc way of

and I think the committee, looking at the whole subject, floating the bonde, and pub mb lb.ebande of gentlemen
will see the justice of the clause I propose to be inserted.

Mr. MACKINTOSH. My hon. friend from South Lanark rigbb, but a right of which they divosted ibemeelves years
(Mr. Haggart) is perfectly correct when he statos that lb. ugo, theopower 10 retard tb. progrees of tbc company, pro-
gentlemen atthe bead of this enterprise have conferred a greatvfbgtheir
benefit upon the city of Ottawa, as well as to the large districtsjeiecd rting 1h ompa foemaki
lying to the south. The hon. gentleman says that no rea- ndfrcrng
son whatever bas been given for the demand to increase thegros. anthem 10 abandon a portion of the work
bonds of the company $10,000 a mile. I would explain t or sufer great pecuniary bosses. Lt would be an injustice
the committee that the increase is necessary because the .1thb.promotere of the Bil, mon of large publie
road is one of the best built in Canada, and one of thepirit, who have put their means mb a great enter-
fastest roads in the country. Since the company got re, 10 hamper tbem in the carrying out of that entorprise

1h. harer nd Ie cntrctos comened heirwor, bc fr inserting any such clause as tbat whieh 1h on. memberthe charter and the contractors commenced thir work, theo Sout nark (Mr. Haggart) proposes. Isubmithere-
road bas been continued fro the St. Lawrence, and it pro- re that Bill sbould pas in is entirty a sent from
ceeds from Valleyfield to Rouse's Point. The company bas bbcRailway Commite.
thus been at immense expense in carrying out and complet.
ing the work. Every practical man knows that the expendi- Mr. MILLS. I agre. witb tb. viewe expres8od by th.
ture of 8$15,000 a mile on a road of this character is not exces- met speaker. 1 bjink Ibat wbile w. ougbb not to legislato in
sive, and overy one can well imagine that three or four any way that will interfere witb bbc privât. rights of any
prominent men in Ottawa, as well as gentlemen in Vermont particular party, we ought 10 bake care aI lb. anm. ime
and other places, who are interested in that road, found it jIat iu seeking 10 protect one party w. do not injure an-
necessary 10 become largely involv.d--mome of theni 1 the other. tI i.extremlydoubtful wpieter hpefts oe.
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interest it is songht te protect.by the proposed.amendment,
have really any valid claim at all against the company. If
they have, they have net. shown due diligence in its
pursuit ; and if we were to carry the amendment the only
effect would be to enable the parties to force the company
into an unfair settlement, in order to get rid of impedi-
ments in the way of selling their bonds. The effect of this
would be to ,enable parties, who have no good claim, to
enforce blackmail, it would enable them te enforce preten-
siens in consequence of an Act of Parliament, they could net
enforce in the courts of law. When we look to the terme
of the. Act itself, I do net think the amend ment proposed
by: the hon. member for South Lanark (Mr. Haggart)
would, give to the parties, whose interests he seeks to
protect, any greater protection than this Bill would give.
The Bill declares that the proposed issue of bondsshall be.
a first charge and lien on the whole railway, bridges, rolling
stock, and so on. If it be thought well to declare that any
rights these parties may have shall not be prejudiced, these
bonds issued would still be the first charge on the road,
rolling stock, &c., and the only effect would be to interfere
with -the marketable value of the bonds. That being the
case, we ought not to support the amendment, but carry
the bill as it is. These parties will not have their rights
impaired, if they have any; but the negligence they have
shown lu enforcing their claim would seem te indicate that
they have net very great confidence in it.

Amendment negatived and Bill reported.
Mr. SPEAKER. Shall the Bill be read the third time ?
Mr. HAGGART. I object; let it wait another stage.
Mr. SPEAKER. This is not a different stage.
Mr. HAGGART. If it can, it may.
Bill read the third time.

PICTOU BANK BILL.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 50):
respecting the Pictou Bank.-(Mr. Tupper.)i

(in the Committee.)
Mr. TUPPER. I think it is only right to state in regard

to a despatch or a rumor which appeared in the press in
reference to this bank that a portion of the rumor was incor-
rect. There was a report in one of the Montreal papers, I
think, to this effect:

" A despatch from Pictou says James Kitchen has assigned. He was
a director of the Pictou Bank, and the largest shipowner in Pictou
county. He is uaid to owe the Plictou Bank $70,O0. Ris other liabilities
are $30,000. Heavy louses by disaster to his shipping caused the failure.",
That statement coming after the examination by the sub-
Committee of the Banking and Commerce Committee makes
it necessary for me to say that Mr. Kitchen was formerly a
director of the Picton Bank but is net now a director. I am
advised that the bank is secured against los by reason
of this failure and that the position of the bank will net be
impaired by this misfortune.

Bill read the third time.

IN COMMITTEE-THlRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 26) te incorporate the Tecumseh Insurance
Company of Canada. (Mr. Macmillan, Middlesex.)

Bill (No. 51) to amend tbe Act incorporating the Nova
Scotia Steanihip Company, limited.-(tr. Kinney.)

Bill (No. 14) te reduce the Capital Stock of th Bank of
New Brunswick.-(Mr. Weldon.)

Bill No. 35) te amend the Act te incorporate the Lake
Nipising and James' Bay Railway Company.-(Mr. Suther-
land, Oxford.)

Mr. "fou.

Bill (No. 27) to amend the Act to incorporate the West
Ontarnio Pacifie Railway Company.-(Mr. Macmillan; Mid-
dlesex.)

Bill (No. 45) respecting the Dominion Lands Colonisa.
tion Çompany, limited.-(Mr. Beaty.)

Bill (No. 33) to incorporate the Shuswap and Okanagan
Railway Company.-(Mr. Homer.)

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 78) to amend the Act to incorporate the Guelph
Junction Railway Company.-(Mr. Innes.)

Bill (No. '9) respecting tha Napanee, Tamworth and
Quebec Railway Company.-(Mr. White, Hastings.)

Bill (No. 81) to incorporate the Lennox Passage Bridge
Company.-(Mr. Paint.)

Bill (No. 83) to amend the Act inoerporating the Board
Of Trade of'the City of.Ottawa. -(Mr. Mackintosb.)

Bill (No. 85),to amend the several Acts relating to the
Board of Tradelof the. City of Toronto (from the Senate).-
(Mt'. Beaty.)

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY-STE LLARTON
AND PICTOU EXTE NSION.

House again resolved itself into committee on Bill (No. 57)
respecting the extension of the Intercolonial Railway from
a point at or near Stellarton to the town of Pictou.-(Mr.
Pope.)

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I was at first disposed
to think that this Bill should have gone before the Railway
Committee, but I am now rather disposed to alter my mind
and to think that it was an advantage that it should be
discussed in the full House. Useful information is always
desirable and we have been trying for some time to get a
correct idea of the-worth of a gentleman from Nova Scotia.
This Bill, it appears to me, will give us some valuable
information asto wbat it cost to return a supporter of the
Government to this fouse from the Provinceof Nova Scotia.
Judging from present appearances, you have first of ail to
give them a railway for the benefit of themselves and their
constituents at a cost of nearly $400,000, then you have to
promise them an extra railway which, certainly will cost
8300,000 and perhaps, for anything I know, 8500,000. Now,
I am bound to say, speaking for my own Province, we do
not appear to be able to do so well on either side of the
House. I do not think any member from Ontario has
succeeded in obtaining such- subsidies as these for himself,
as these hon. gentlemen seem to have no difficulty in
procuring-

An hon. MEMBER Timber limits.
Sir RICH ARD CARTWRIGHT. That depends. Some-

times timber limits are very good; but, then again, as the
hon. member for Hastings has found out, they do not result.
so profitably. But there is no discount, I fancy, on railways
of this description. The. member gains something, and the
constituency gains something, and as the hon. gentleman,
who seemed to be chiefly interested in this Bill mentioned,
that was the way to get seats in Nova Scotia. I am very
glad to see that the hon. gentleman is so .apt and promising
a pupil; he promises to develop into a very good constitu.
tional laiwyer. Well, we have had some experionce of what
constitutional lawyers cost, and when the Supplementary
Estimates come down, we will know more about the cost of
the gentleman, for instance, who said that the Crooks Act
was not worth the paper that it was written upon. In this
particular case, the hon. member for Pictou was good enough
to tell us that the reeponsibility for these things rested
on the Opposition. WeÎ4 that is somewhat novel dootrine.

- m -
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I have hitherto been under the impression that the Gov-
ernment are responsible for every act dealing with,. the
public money, which they choose to bring down to i the-'
House, and in order that the House may ,know the way inj
which hon. gentlemen treat their responsibility, I would

call your attention for one moment to the information
afforded to us by the Minister of Railways, when this and
nineteen other subsidies were ordered on the 17th Jaly last,
twenty-four hours before the House rose, and when three-
fourths of the members had left for their home:

I Mr. POPE moved that the House resolveitself into committee to con-
sider ertain proposed resolutions to authorise the grantingthe anbsidies
herein mentioned, to and for the parties, railways and railway com-
panies mentioned."

Now, Sir, what could any hon. gentleman say more ? What
more could any hon. gentleman expect from the Govern-
ment, with a majority at its back, then the amount of
information which the Ministe[ of Railways thought suffi-
cient to give us with respect to some eighteen or nineteen
railways involving a grant of a couple of millions of publie
money? I would not discuss them, and I stated the reason
why, and I take the liberty of reading to the House what
I said' on that occasion. I said :

"l It would be perfectly idle to oppose the intention of the Govera-
ment to putthese resolutions through; but at the sa-ne time, although
I am not-going te o ppose them, I wish to say, as a matter of course,
not only must they Depassed wholly and entirely on the .respnsibility
of the Government, but 1 desire to renew a protust I male- lut night
against the introduction of measures of this kind at the present stage of
the Session. These 'arous grants which are pr>posed may be goodor
may be bad. They may orten up Tory valuable districts; they may
give important commercial facilities to important classes of the com-
munity; or they may be of precisely an opposite character. They may
be roads which are of no real value to any oae but a few interested
parties; tbey may be roads which run through districts; which will not
repay the expenditure; they may involve this country in heavily-
increased expenditure. We cannot tell; we.do not know; we possess
no information."

Now, 1 say that this is a very pretty sample of the result of
passing measures of that kind through the H1ouse in the last
twenty-four hours of the Session without any information of
any kind being laid- before the H1ouse in order to justify
their -action, and I say it was specially fit and proper, under
such circumstances, that a measure of this kind should have
gone to the Railway Committee where it could have been
sifted and discussed. The hon, gentleman may be right or
he may be wrong in saying that this will cost only 6300,00o.
We, all know perfectly well, after the Government have.
voted a $250,000 or $300,000, that the work mu.st be
gone on with, and from experience in these matters, we
should say it was just as likely, for allthehon. gentleman
knew or cared, it might cost $500,000 or $600,000 or 8700,000
as the $300,000 which he says it will cost. I do not know
anything about the value of this road for the particular
quarter in which it may be built, but I do say that the
granting of these large subsidies to emall local railways is
utterly vicions and indefensible in principle and in practice.
I say it is a readymade mode of corrupting inembers sadi
corrupting constituencies, and as long as it goes on there isj
not the slightest wonder that our debt in half a dozen years
bas piled up by $108,000,000, and still less wonder that the1
Intercolonial Railway accounton the30th June, 1885, stood
at $41,000,000 odd, and probably at this present moment
is much closer to 847,000,000 than it was to 845,000,000.
I say that no case whatever has been made out up te
the present time for evea .pretendiug . that thesei
eighteen miles are for the generalbenefit, and- we have-no1
right to take the money:of the people of the other Provinces1
and grant them to one particular Province, unless, indeed,1
we are going to do the same all round. I warn hon. gen-1
tlemen as I warned them before, that the result of this is1
going to be to excite a very strong feeling indeed in those1
other constituencies and sections of the country which see
their money taken for the benefit of this or -that locality,
,Now, Sir, it appears, thatthe,,tdownoft Pictou has alo.ady.

got a railway to a certain point. that nearly .opposite it
there isa ferry which cost some 8 13,000 a year, or there-
aboutfr the purpose of faëilitating this traffic. The hon.
gentleman :tell us, but he does not put it int theBill, he
does.-not produce any binding agreement àbont it apparently,
that this is to -be commuted practically for a donation of
$300,000 for the purpose of constructing this railway. Well,
we know very well by experience in the great majority of
cases when these loose arrangements are made, that it will
be discovewed after a little space of time that something
lse in this locality-requires that that ferry should be con-

tinued, and the end usually is, as I believe it will prove to
be in this case, that we will have to spend $300,000, $500,000
or 8600,000 for the purpose of constructing these eighteen
miles, and we will find ourselves, sooner or later, saddled
with the expense of the ferry besides. I have no particular
objection to this more than any other road of the sort.
What I denounce, and what I have always opposed, is the
vicions system of granting subsidies for purely local pur-
p oses. As long as that goes- on, it will be utterly impossible
for any Fnance Minister to deal properly with the public
finances. He, cannot tell what expenditures he may be
called upon to make, from one eftd of Canada to the other.
There will be a -continual series of demands made -on* the
Government sof the day for just -such concessions as bis.
.Already in Ontario, as I mentioned before to
the Minister of Finance, in a great -many localities
the ýpeople feel, and feel very justly, that -they,
having contributed ont of their own pockets many
thousands of dollarg-per mile to obtain similar facilities, are
entitled to be recouped; and they can see no just or logical
answer which the Government will be able to give when
they come down and make such applications, if thêy go on
in this mischievous fashion granting subsidies to other parts
of the Dominion. One argument used by an hon. gentle.
man opposite was that Ontario had canals constructed, and
therefore should not grumble. I should like to know what
benefit Ontario got from the 845,000,000 of public debt,
now nearly : $47;000,000j which went to the Intercolonial
Railway account. I do not want to grudge the Intercolo-
nial Railway; it was part of the Confederation resolutions,
and so also was the construction of canals. It may be that
we would have done wisely not to incorporate one or other
in a binding document like the terms of Confederation ; but
we did so; and looking at the population and the contribu-
tiens of revenue, take it how you like, the Maritime Pro-
vinces have no reason to complain of Ontarioe canals, when
$474000,000 of public debt is due to the construction of the
IntercolonialRailway.

Mr. BLCKETT. Iregret very munh that there shtiild
1e anyopposition to the passage of this Bill. I cannot see
what good reason can6e brought forward for opposing it.
The hon. gentleman who has just resumed his seat has
advanced. some arguments. But I cannot sec that there
is any weight whatever in them. As I understand tho
matter, this Bill is required to enable the Government to
expend an amount of money which was voted at the last
Session of Parliament. I can remember that in 1882 a sum
of money was voted by this flouse for the building of a
branoh railway on Prince Edward Island, caled the Cape
Traverse Branch. It was found necessary that a Bill shotild
be passed for the purpose .of empowering the Governument
to expend that money; that B11 was passed, I am glad to
know that the railway was built, and that althoughi but a
branch of the island railway it has proved of immense benefit
to the people of that section of the Dominion. Now, we find
that atter the money was voted last Session for the building of
this railway, hnn. gentlemen from different parts of this
country opposed the passage of a Bill to enable the Gov-
ernment toe end it. It is quite possible that the lon.
member for orti Wellington (àfr. Mc[ullen) who'spoke
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this evening, and who I believe acts in the absence of the
leader of the Opposition, may feel justified in opposing the
construction of this railway; but I cannot understand how
hon. gentlemen coming from the Maritime Provinces can
oppose it. The hon. gentleman was quite consistent, I
have no doubt, in stating that the Intercolonial Railway
was built for the purpose of affording great advantages to
the people of the Lower Provinces; but he said it was not
right that more money should be expended for those peo-
ple. If the hon. gentleman would study more closely
the constitution of this country, he would find that the
Intercolonial Railway was guaranteed by the Confederation
Act, an Act of the Imperial Parliament, and we have noth-
ing whatever to do with it on this occasion. The hon. gen-
tleman may think that the people of the Lower Provinces
are obtaining a great deal of money for the building of rail-
ways; but we have frequently heard in the Lower Provinces
that the money of this country was spent in the construc-
tion of railways in the western portions of the Dominion to
the disadvantage of the Eastern Provinces. If the hon.
gentleman will look at the facts for a moment, he will see
that a very large amount of money for the building of the
Canadian Pacific Rraiw has been expended in the Pro-
vince of Ontario; h. will see that the whole of the money
expended for the building of a line of railway from Pem-
broke, in the Province of Ontario, to Rat Portage, in the
same Province, has been supplied by the people of all sec-
tions of this country, and hie been solely for the
advantage of the people of Ontario. The people of
the Eastern Provinces have contributed their share to
the building of the Canadian Pacific Railway running
through the Province of Ontario for some thousand miles,
and costing the people of this country some $12,000,000 or
$15,000,000. The hon. gentleman, therefore, cannot bring
forward any strong argument why a somewhat corres-
ponding amount to that should not be expended in the
Lower Provinces. Hon. gentlemen coming from those
Provinces at all events cannot oppose this measure. We
have heard at different meetings held in the Province of
Prince Edward Island that the money as ali gone west-
ward. The hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies), who I
regret to see is not in his seat, was one of the loudest in
making that statement in that Province. Now, the hon.
gentleman comes forward and opposes the expenditure of a
small sum of money in the neighboring Province of Nova
Scotia, which will be of great advantage to the people of
Prince Edward Island, short as this railway may be. We
can supply the labor for building it, and the products
of the farm required by the people engaged on it,
and it would be of great advantage to us in every
way to have this money spent there. But the principal
argument brought forward by the hon. member for Queen's
was that if this railway was built from Pictou town to
Stellarton it would be a great inconvenience to the people
crossing from the island to the mainland. There is no
foundation whatever for that statement. Instead of being
a disadvantage, it would b. a great advantage to the people
of the island. The fact is, people crossing from George-
town to Pictou are put off at Pictou Landing. If the
steamer arrives there late, there is no accommodation there
for passengers, and they are obliged to cross to Pictou
town and stay there over night or day, as the case may be,
until they return to the landing to take the railway
east or west. Now, if this railway from the town
of Pictou to Stellarton were built, passengers from
the island would be landed at the town instead of the
landing, and could take the railway at their convenience.
Therefore, it would be a great advantage instead of incon-
venience to the people of Prince Edward Island if this
branch were built. This very winter, people passing to the
island and the mainland were obliged on several occasions
to utilise the services of the Northern3Light for the prpose
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of forcing a passage from Pictou Landing to Pictou town.
That boat was used on one or two occasions, when the «May.
flower, the ferry boat there, was laid up. No obstacle pre-
sents itself against landing passengers at the town instead
of at the landing, and at the town people take the railway
to Stellarton or other points on the Intercolonial Railway.
I consider therefore that this road would be a great advantage
to the people of Prince Edward Island, not only because this
money will be expended in the Maritime Provinces, in
opposition to the view taken by hon. gentlemen opposite
who are anxious that no money should be expended except
in the west, but also from the fact that it will place the
people of the island in immediate connection with the Inter-
colonial Railway. There can be no possible reason why this
Bill should not pies, as it is to the general advantage of the
Maritime Provinces, and I regret to see hon. gentlemen
representing western constituencies, raising objections to it.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I would ask the hon. Minister of Rail-
ways whether there has been any survey of the proposed
line ?

Mr. POPE. Yes.
Mr. MoMULLEN. Have the quantities been taken

out ?
Mr. POPE. Yes.
Mr. MoMULLEN. Can the hon. gentleman inform us

what quantity of earth hie been removed ?
Mr. POPE. I do not remember, but it is not a heavy

road to build.
Mr. McMULLEN. Is there any rock work?

Mr. POPE. Very little indeed.
Mr. MoMULLEN. On what basis has the calculation

been made that 8300,000 will bauild the line, and are the
bridges included ?

Mr. POPE. Yes.
Mr. MoMULLEN. What length are those bridges ?

Mr. POPE. I.do not remember, I really cannot 'give all
these particulars in committee.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That information
ought to be given in committee.

Mr. POPE. I can tell the hon. gentleman what will be
the cost of the heaviest bridge, for a tender has been sub.
mitted to build it for $40,000 or about that. The whole road
will cost about $300,000.

Mr. KIRK. Does that include the money required to
purchase the roads from the coal companies?

Mr. POPE. It includes the actual cost of the roads we
are going to purchase. The Nova Scotia Railway has been
already purchased for about $16,000.

Mr. Mo MULLEN. Does Piotou provide terminal accom-
modations ?

Mr. POPE. They furnish the right of way; we build
our own terminal accommodation.

Mr. MoKULLEN. Does the town supply the accom.
modation in the way of land?

Mr. KIRK. The objection to this road is the fact that
whilst the Government has provided to build a road from
Oxford to New Glasgow, they are, in order to give
Pictou further accommodation. going to build another
branch from Stellarton to Pictou, which will cost
at least 8300,000. Thie is more than the town
of Pictou is deserving of. Some consideration ehould
be given to other portions of the country that have
not railway facilities. Pictou has a railway extending to
the harbor, within one and a half miles of the town, with a
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ferry of about one and a half mile supported by the Govern-
ment, and with the prospect of building a road from Oxford
to New Glasgow, through or near the town of Pictou,
which the hon. member (Mr. Tupper) says will be built.
Pictou bas quite sufficient accnmmo-dtion for nny town
This flouse is asked to do too much, when it is asked t>
vote $300,000 for the purpose of building a line parallel or
nearly parallel to the Intercolonial road. What special
interest is the town of Pictou to this Dominion that the
Government should be so liberal towards it? The hon.
member for Pictou (Mr. Tupper) said I did not know what
I was talking about when I talked of this line being parallel
lino, but I have a plan of the road here.

Mr. TUPPER. If the plan shows the line to be parallel
it is incorrect. One runs east and the other runs west.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGEIT. Of course they do;
that is how they are parallel.

Mr. TUPPER. The lines start from the same point, but
one runs east and the other west.

Mr. KIRK. And they end within a mile and a half of
each other.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). The hon member for
Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk) is talking about one road and the
hon. momber for Pictou (Mr. Tupper) about another.

Mr. KIRK. I do not think so.

Mr. THONIPSON (Antigonish). The lino the hon. mem.
ber for Pictou (Mr. Tupper) refers to is the Oxford lino.

Mr. KIRK. I think not; we understand each other
thoroughly. For all practical purposes the lines are running
parallel. The hon. gentleman said I did not understand
the geography of the country or I would not talk as I did,
and ho also said with regard to the Oxford Branch that
when the sub3idy was granted to it ho was not a member
and had not, perhaps, thought of becoming a member.
Well, that grant was voted in 1882. The hon. gentleman
thon, perhaps, did not think of running for Pictou county,
but there was another hon. gentleman here, the Minister of
Railways, whom we all know, and who manifested great
care for the hon. gentleman in forcing this vote through.
The vote was passed in April, 1882, and the elections came
off in June; therefore, the hon. gentleman had not much
time to think abot1 preparing to be a candidate, if ho did
not think of it before the vote was passed; and I roiterate
the statement, notwithstanding the statement of the hon.
gentleman that ho never thought of running for Pictou at
the time the vote was taken, that iL was taken and the con-
tract entered into to secure the seat to the hon. gentleman.
Now that the company, so highly recommended as being
able to build the road with their own means, have failed to
do this, and is now in bankruptcy, according to the hon.
gentleman himself, ho finds that, in order to enable him toi
keep his seat and in view of the elections to be run, perhaps,
before we meet again, it is necessary to have another vote for
the purpose of building the branch trom Stellarton to Pictou.
If the Oxford Branch is to be built, as the hon. member for
Pictou (Ur. Tupper) says it is, I maintain that the House
is not doing justice to the other portions of the country in
voting the subsidy at all, but I shrewdly suspect that it is not
to be built, from the very circumstance which I mentioned
the other day, that the Government have refused to give the
whole lino from Oxford to Louisburg to one company to
build, but have divided the lino and are willing only to give
the subsidy to a company which will extend the line from
New Glamgow to Louisburg, and to make two portions of the
lino. This circumstane9 leads me to believe that the object
is to destroy the Oxford and New Glasgow lino altogether.
The hon. gentleman stated a while ago that the Opposition
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were responsible for the vote taken here last Session,
that they should have opposed it then or should have
got the information necessary to enable them 'to
vote for it. I do not think the Government were
in a position to give any information in regard to this
line when the vote was taken. They had no information
themselves in regard to it, unless perhaps it was a petition,
and I find even now that the Minister of Railways is not
prepared to give any information to this committee, and for
this reason I believe that this Bill should be submitted to
the Railway Committee, which would have the opportunity
of examining into any evidence the Government may have
to submit in order to show the necessity for this road. I
believe there have been petitions resented to the Govern-
ment for the building of this branch, and petitions against
the building of this branch, and there may be other informa-
tion in their possession. I believe that engineers have been
on the line, and it is likely that they have reported in
regard to it, and these petitions and this report and the
plans they have prepared could be laid before the Committee
on Railways, and they wouli have ,an opportunity of
examining which we have not here, and this committee is
asked to vote for this Bill, to go it blind, knowing nothing
at all about the merits of the scheme which would enable
them to form a correct judgment upon it.

' Mr. POPE. With respect to the remarks made by my
hon. friond from South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright)
that all this money was being paid to the Lower Provinces
and to Quebec, and that Ontario would like some of it, I
have just this one thing to say. So far as the subsidies
were given last year to any roads, the different Provinces
stood in this position. I do not speak of those subsidies
that were voted the year before, and were only changed
last year, the same amount remaining there, but I speak of
those to which money was actually voted last year. In
Ontario, $689,000 was voted for roads; in New Brunswick,
M137,000; in Quebeo, 8223,000. There was an appropria-

tion of the year before for the Gatineau road, which was
changed last year, but not a dollar was addcd to it. I
say this in order to show the hon, gentleman that ho
is not so badly used as ho seems to think, and to show the
hon. gentlemen from Ontario that they had more than the
lion's share. I will point out what the roads were to which
the subsidies were granted. In New Brunswick, 8118,400
was voted for the New Brunswick and Prince Edward
Island Railway. In Quebec, $72,000 was voted for the
Sorel R-ilway. In Ontario, $128,000 was voted for the
Brockville Railway. In Quebec, 196,000 was voted for the
St John Railway. In New Brunswick, $19,200 was voted
for the Nortn-Western Railway. In Quebec, 830,000 was
voted for the Montreal and Champlain Junction Railway.
In Ontario, $92,000 was voted for the Thunder B-y Coloni-
sation Railway. In Ontario, 864,000 was voted for the
Central Ontario Railway. In Ontario, 810,500 was voted
for the Belleville Railway. In Quebec, 825,000 was voted
for the Temiscamingue Railway, but half of that would be
for Ontario. In Ontario, 844,800 was voted for the Lake Erie
Railway. In Ontario, $70,000 was votel for the Napanee and
Tamworth Railway. The Gatineau Rtilway vote was
one of the year before, and in dollars was not changed at
al]. There was voted for the Grand Piles and St. Maurice
Railway in Quebec 8317,600. This, like the Gatineau, was
voted the year before, and cannot be included in last
year's vote In Ontario, for the Atlantic Railway, 896,00
was;voted. And there was voted the year beforo for the
Indiantown and Miramichi Valley Rail vay, 8140,000. I
have not taken the two subsidies which were vôted the
year before, and not changed last year; but, taking all the
subsidies which were voted, we find there were 86S9,000
for Ontario, $223,000 for Quebec, and $1H7,000 for New
Brunswick, apart from the $140,00 for the Indiantown
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Branch, which was voted the year before; and there was
voted for this branch we are now diseussing, in Nova Scotia
-and it was the only vote for Nova Scotia-$250,000. I
was afraid that my hon. friend was running away with the
idea that Ontario was not properly used in this, but I think
this must satisfy him that Ontario has got her full share.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). I have no desire to pro.
long this discussion, but, as I have taken considerable
interest in the extension of the railway from Oxford to
Louisburg, and as my hon. friend from Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk)
called attention to that branch on more than one occasion
during this dkcussion, I deem it my duty to say a few
words relative to this Bill. He stated that the building of
a branch from Stellarton to Pictou would interfere with
the short line from Oxford to Louisburg. I frankly admit
that that was the impression the vote made on my mind
when I first saw it in the Estimates, but, having taken so
much interest in that line, I made enquiries from those
most immediately interested in the lino from Oxford to
Louisburg, and particularly from the company interested
in the construction; and I was informed that, instead of the
building of this branch interforing in the project they had
in view, it would materially assist them, so that my friend
from Guysboro' may rest assured that the building of the
branch from Stellarton to Pictou will not interfere in any
degree with the lino from Oxford to Louisburg, but on the
contrary, that the building of that lino, a part of which is
concurrent with the other lino -

Mr. KIRK. No.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). Yes,it is. I am so assured
by a promoter of the short hne from Oxford to Louisburg,
and ho eught to be a botter authority on that question than
the hon. member for Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk). Besides being
a part of the short une, it is a great convenience to the great
and enterprising town of Pictou, and durine its construction,
I have no hesitation in admitting that it will materially
aid all the laborers in that part of the country. I desire to
point out the extraordinary opposition which hou. gentle-
men opposite, led by members from Nova Scotia, always
offer to votes for railway purposes in that Province. When
hon. gentlemen from Nova Scotia oppose votes for railway
purposes in their own Province, it is not astonishing to find
the-hon. gentleman who is acting leader cf the Opposition,
opposing a small branch f the Intercolonial Railway from
Stellarton to Pictou. However, we are used to receiving
that treatment, and I should have been astonished if this
vote had not been opposed to-night. I have taken much
interest in the extension of the road from Oxford to Louis-
burg, and believe that a further vote will be necessary to
enable any company to build that road. I fear that the very
determined opposition, offered to this vo:e may intimidate
my hon. friend, the Minister of Railways, from asking for
any more money east of Picton, but I hope ho wil+ not be
deterred and that ho will ask a sufficient amount of money
to enable a oompany to build the short lino, in which my,
hon. friend from Guysboro' seems to take so much interest.
I believe that if the Minister of Railways had granted a
liberal subsidy for the construction of the road, a's a part of
the Interoclonial Railway, the opposition would not be so
strong as it is to the bmaller vote which is now asked. On
former occasions, I know, the real leader of the Opposition,
when vutes were asked for Cape Breton, seemed disposed>
to encourage the building of the road on the Island, and I
think that if the Minister of Railways will extend the
Intercolonial Railway fromi the Strait of Canso to Louisburg,
ho will be supported by a large majority of the House.

Sir RICIIARD CARTWRIG HT. It may be quite true,1
as the Minister of IRailways said, that in chapter 59 of the;
Act of 1883, granting subsidies, the details may be as he
sLated ;.but if you will look back, Mr. Chairman, to ehapter
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58 of the same year, you will find grants of very conside-
rable importance. For instance there is an amount for a
road from a point on the Intercolonial Railway at Rivière
du Loup, in the Province of Quebec, for a sum not exceed-
ing on the whole $259,000, said subsidy to be in addition to
the subsidy already authorised to be granted in aid of the
construction of the said railway. That, I take it, was a new
grant made last year, and makes, in addition to the $22 ,000
the hon. gentleman spoke of, $478,000 for the Province of
Quebec, and if he goes down a little fnrtber he will find a
railway which, I suppose, he knows something about, a line
of railway from the south bank of the St. Lawrence River
to the ports of St. Andrews, St. John and Halifax, vid
Sherbrooke, Moose Head, Mattawamkeag, Fredericton and
Salisbury, a subsidy not exceeding $80,000 for twenty years,
in addition to the $120,000 granted before. Now $80,000 for
twenty years is worth certainly $800,000, and if he will add
that to the $45,800 -

Mr. POPE. That is for New Brunswick.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is for the United

States, so far as I can see; it is probably for the State of
Maine, and I suppose the hon. gentleman may therefore
have excluded it from the New Brunswick or Quebec grant.
It goes most of its length through Quebec, and then through
the State of Maine.

Mr. IRVINE. An.1 for the benefit of the State of Maine,
too.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If we get the short lino
made at our own expense, and hand it over, as I suppose it
will be handed over, to somebody else, it will tend
materially to injure the traffic on the Intercolonial Railway,
and the deficit on that will be likely to reach considerable
proportions, but $800,000 per annum, for twenty years, is a
very material addition, whether for New Brunswick, or
Quebec, or whether divided between the two. Thon there
is a fúrther declaration that an additional subsidy, not
exceeding $310,000, be granted by the Governor in Council
to the Canadian Pacific Railway in order to reach
Quebec. Now, I cannot conceive, in view of all these
additions, how the hon. gentleman can say that last year
we only gave about a quarter of a million of subsidies to
Quebec, as I make it, at least, a million and a quarter, and,
perhaps, a million and a half, which will go to Quebec under
that Statute of 58, although ho may be right enough in
saying that under the Statute of 56 the details were as ho
gave them.

Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman might as well say that
any vote we gave to Ontario, which we have been voting
for years back for the Canadian Pacifie Railway, ought to
be charged to Ontario. Every year we voted large sums,
and if that vote is for the Pacific Railway, is it not a fair
set off against the other?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What was voLed in
Ontario was for the direct benefit and interest of the port
of Montreal, and was demanded by gentlemen from Quebec
for their express interest. I re aember the present Lieu-
tenant-Governor of Quebec, Mr. Masson, openly, in this
House, advocating a grant to the Oentrat Railway on the
grountd that the traffic would go to the Province eof Quebec.
But he was right enough; that was part of the main lino
t Mntreal on the Canadian Pacifie Railway. The only sub-
stantial giantwhi h wasgiven bytheGovernmengwas agrant
to thqt portion of the Ontario roads which connected Toronto
with Callander Station. But the grants through Ontario
in that particular quarter were distinctly for the benefit
of the country east of Montreal, and nobidy knows it botter
than the Minister of Railways. It was a great advantage to
the City of Montreai, and very little advantage indeed to
the Province of Ontario, while Toronto is not benefited in
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the slightest degree by the construction of that lino.
Toronto may be benefited by the grant which goes to
connect it with Gravenhurst and Callander Station on the
Canadian Pacifie Railway. But it is not an answer to the
question I have raised that these three grants make a sum
four or five times as much as was admitted-perhaps six
times as much. The truth is, there is only one doctrine
that can be safely laid down, and that is that the Confede.
raLion of Canada has no business to give aid to local roads,
but only to construct roads for the general benefit of the
whole Confederation, and it is only on that ground that
this grant can be defended at all. That is an opinion I
have announced many times on the floor of this House, and
I am not in the slightest degree disposed to recede from it.

Mr. FOSTER. The debate that has arisen quite unex«
pectedly to many members of the House has been as
instructive as it has been amusing. It has brought out a
good many things of which it is well for us to take notice,
one or two of which I wish to emphasise just in passing.
The hon. gentleman who has just sat down, if there is any
point to his opposition at all, opposes the expenditure of
money for railways in the Maritime Provinces, especially
in New Brunswick and Nova Scotia.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. FOSTER. I am in the judgment of the House if

there has been anythring else to be gathered from the hon.
gentleman's speech and his previous remarks. The point I
wish to emphasise is this: The party opposite, led to-night
by the hon. member for South Huron (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) cannot have one policy for Ontario and another for
the Maritime Provinces, and yet demand to be called a con-
sistent party. I went through two or three elections not
very long since in New Brunswick. The hon. member for
St. John (Mr. Weldon) will remember those elections, and if
there was one point put more strongly than another by the
followers of the lion. gentlemen in the city of St. John, in
·the Province of New Brunswick, it was the point that the
Maritime Provinces were systematically neglected in the
expenditure of the public money and that the Pro.
vince of Ontario notably, and the Province of Quebec
in part, took the larger share, the giant's share of
the public money. During that contest I had the pleasure
of reading the utterances of the hon. member for South
Huron and of the leader of his party as well, in which they
hud again and again declared that the Maritime Provinces
were treated quite too well and Ontario was the cow that
had to be milked for the benefit of the Lower Provinces.
I want that to be understood. There were two policies on
the Riel question by hon. gentlemen opposite; there are
two policies on the railway question; there is nothing but
sectionalism that bas cropped out of the debate to-night
from hon. gentlemen opposite. My good friend from Gays.
boro' is sectional if ho is anything. A day or two ago he
was sectional in favor of the Province of Nova Scotia as
against the Dominion To-day, he is sectional in what?
Against a grant to a railway which does not happen to run
through his own county. 1 will tell the committee what I
believe -it may be that I am mistaken but the flouse can
judge. I believe the lon. member for Gaysboro' would
not have been found either speaking or voting against
the granting cf $300,000 for a railway if the railway ran
through the county of Guysboro'. Yet he stands up
behind his leader and leads in the applause when that
hon. gentleman says: There is no more vicious, no
more reprehensible system of corruption than that of
granting subsidies to the different parts of the Provinces.
i want to point another moral to the bon. member for
South Huron, and it is this: HRe says that the Canadian
Pacifie Railway subsidy was granted and the road itself
was built through this section of country for the port of
Montreal. That is that there was a large portion of the

railway which ran througLh the Province of Ontario and
which ended at Montreal for the time being. fie said that
railway was built en.irely and only for the benefit of the
port of Montreal, neglecting all other advantages. Then
Torontogets nothing. Yet I thought we voted money by
which Toronto was to make connection with the Canadian
Pacific Railway, and I should like to ask the hon. gentle-
man of what great benefit that would have been to Toronto
if the whole lino of the Canadian Pacifie Railway had not
ran near there for that road to tap. The point I wish to
bring home to the hon. member is this: When a grant of
money was voted by Parliament to connect the Canadian
Pacifie Railway through the State of Maine with the ports
of the Maritime Provinces, Halifax or St. John, the hon.
gentleman took a quite different attitude, and he said: No,
that is not for the terminal point at St. John or Halifax-
it is for the State of Maine. There was no doubt about that.
He contended that the whole value of that road, the major
part of which runs throtigh the Maritime Provinces, was
concentrated in that portion of the road which runs through
the State of Maine and there was nothing for the terminal
point. That is what the hon. gentleman stated. If ho wants to
make a point the other way ho declares that alt this long
lino of Canadian Pacifie Railway was not constructed for
the benefit of the country through which it passes, but
solely for the benefit of Montreal. If the hon. gentleman
wishes to be successful in leading a party in this country i
submit he must learn to stand consistently in the different
Provinces. If the hon. gentleman advanced a principle it
was this-it is eone which is not desirable, and no Govern-
ment could stand for ton minutes if it adopted it as the
basis of its action-that the money taken from the country
and put into the public Treasury ought not to be expended
for merely local works. That is the doctrine which the hon.
gentleman lays down. If the bon. gentleman opposes the
railway subsidies to the different Provinces it is upon that
doctrine; yet there is not a single expenditure probably
made by any department of the Government which is not
for some local purpose in different portions of the Dominion.
But the hon. gentleman said if there was any vicious and
reprehensible system of corruption introduced it was the
system of spending public money in the different localities;
and yet his friends sat behind him, almost every one of
whom had voted over and over again in this House in favor
of that very same kind of vicious and reprehensible corrup.
tion. But at that time the road went through their own
localities. Not all of the hon. gentlemen opposite voted for
them, for I see my genial and philosophical friend from
Bothwell (Mr. Mills). He did not vote for them, if I have
searched the records rightly-he left the Chamber.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRLGfIT. I am not surprised to
find the Minister of Marine and Fisheries posing as an
advocate of that most corrupt system. I remember per-
factly well when, three years ago, that hon. gentleman was
elected as an Independent member by Liberal votes, ani if
I recollect ariglit, that h>n. gentleman, whom some persons
have put down as a Puritan, so far from showing any indis.
position to fail in with the prevailing tendency of members
of the flouse, had not been three months a member of this
House, before an Independent member was found applying
to the Minister of Interior for a grant of fifty miles square
of timber liaits for himself. I recollect that perfectly well,
and a pretty sample it was of the sort of independeat mem-
ber and Minister that the hon. gentleman is likely to make.
As to this railway through the State of Maine, 1 have this
to say: My objection is not to the railway going to St.
Audrews or St. John, or somo point in Nova Suotia, but my
objection is this: It is a competing line with a lino whiuh
has actually cost Canada $46,000,000 or 847,000,000, and
that it tends directly to make that very costly and expen.
sive lino of railway useless and to largely increase the deficit
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upon it. That is the point I took, and it is a very strong
point. And it in no way reflects on the right of the
Maritime Provinces to share, so far as they can, in
the benefit of the Canadian Pacifie Railway. I have great
sympathy with the Maritime Provinces for other reasons.
I hold that those Provinces have been exceedingly oppressed
and unjustly dealt with by the tariff imposed by hon. gen-
tlemen opposite. I say they have perhaps some reasonable
excuse for asking that a considerable sum of money should
be given them out of the public chest, because I believe in
their case the oppressive and unjust tariff which now
exists plunders them right and left, ana that is one reason
why I have less objection to this particular grant and other
grrants to the Maritime Provinces than I otherwise would
have. But as my hon. friend from Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk), has
shown, this road is not for the benefit of the Maritime Pro-
vinces, it is for the benefit of a particular locality, and like
its prototype, to which the hon. Minister of Marine and
Fisheries alluded, it is a competing line, to a certain extent,
with another lino or a branch lino of the Intercolonial
Railway. It is not going to bring additional trade, it is
going, to a certain extent, to divert the trade we now have.
And moreover, I say, as I said before, that this question on
which no proper explanations have been given to the
louse, is a question which ought to have been referred to

the Rdilway Committee to be threshed out and discussed
there, wher·e it uan, with any propriety, be sent.

Mr. FOSTER. One word of explanation with respect to
an assertion made by my bon. friend, which has not before
been made in the House. He said that I very soon
developed into a champion of corruption, by voting for
these railway subsidies.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That was not what I
said.

Mr. FOSTER. I have only to say in reply to that, that
I advise him to look around him and ho will find I have a
great many companions of the right stripe on the benches
of the Opposition. I wish also to allude to another remark
of the hon. gentleman. He asserted that I came out as an
Independent candidate. That assertion has been made in
the press. It is meant by that assertion that I cama out
and ran in the county and was elected-speaking in a party
sense-upon an independent basis. I challenge my hon.
friend from South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) to show
one single lino in my card, in my canvass, in the printed
speeches I made in that canvass, which will show that I
came out as anything else than a Liberal-Conservative,
pledged to support the Liberal-Conservative Government.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What I said was not
that the hon. gentleman voted for railway subsidies, but
that he had not been three months in the flouse before he
was an applicant for fifty square miles of timber limits for
his own use and benefit.

Mr. FOSTER. If my hon. friend will say in his place
that I took one single stop towards corruption by applying
in a legal way for a timber limit, let him do so.

Sir RICHARD CAIRTWRIGHT. I do say so. I say
that no member of Parliament has a right to ask for favors
of that kind from Government. I[do not say that the hon.
gentleman is singular in that respect. I say that members
of Parlament are trustees; that no trustee bas the right to
speculate in the property of his ward with which he is
entrusted. That is my doctrine, and the hon. gentleman
in company with a great many others have violated that
principle constantly and systematically.

Mr. FOSTER. That is fine doctrine, but it will not
stand the test. When a man applies under a law passed
by Parliament, and in a strictly legal way for what th e law
allows him on legal coiditions, ho is applying for no favor.

Sir roUA CARTWIGT.

Mr.'MILLS. I beg to observe that I do not subscribe
to the views of the hon. Minister of Marine and Fisheries.
I think that if every member of Parliament would act on
the assumption that it is perfectly proper for him to do
whatever the law may permit him to do then Parliament
would be worse than it is. The hon, gentleman in discus-
sing this question hs referred to two entirely distinct pro-
positions. One is the propriety of the course adopted by
the Government in assuming control of local railways, and
the other is the propriety or merit of this particular appli,
cation. Now, my hon. from Huron pointed to this instance
now before the House as an illustration of the mischief that
resulted from the course of the Government in undertaking
to take control of the various local railways of the country.
Our constitution provides that we may take control of
local railways when they are for the general advantage of
Canada, and the House of Commons in the preceding Par-
liament declared that all the railways connected with the
great main roads of the country were roads for the general
advantage of Canada. The result of that has been to assume
control of a large number of local works and undertakings,
and the effect bas been to needlessly waste the public
money of the country, and greatly increase the public
expenditure. What is our object in having provincial
establishments? What is our object in providing a Parlia-
mentary Government in ach Province, and giving to each
Province a certain definite jurisdiction ? Was it not for
the very purpose of placing these local works and under-
taking which are specially advantageous to the different
Provinces, under the control of the Provincial Legislatures,
to throw the burden upon those who are to receive the
benefit? Well, that principle bas been seriously interfered
with, and, in fact, a very serious blow has been struck at
our federal system by the railway policy which has been
inaugurated. But I am not going to discuss to-night
whether that policy be wise or unwise. I am not going to
discuss the quçstion as to whether Ontario or Quebec or
Nova Scotia or New Brunswick bas received the larger
sum for these local works and undertakings. I lave that
question out of view. We have before us a proposition
that we are to spend a certain sum of money in building a
railway from Stellarton to Pictou, and we have to con.
sider whether or not it is a meritorious undertaking.
I leave out of view the fact that we have other legislative
bodies in this country. Supposing this Parliament was
the only body which had the right to deal with this
question of local projects ; is this an undertaking
upon which we would be justified at the present time
in expending a large sum of money? Let us look at the
condition of things at this moment. There is a road
extending from Stellarton to Picton. By whom was that
road built ? It was built by a Government of which the
father of the hon. member for Pietou (Mr. Tupper) was an
influential and important member-in fact, he was Premier
at the time. It was possible for the Government at that
time to have extended this road fron Stellarton to Pictou
by the particular route which the hon. gentleman says
should now be adopted. The Government of Nova Scotia
at that time, making a road at the expense of the people of
Nova Scotia, responsible to the people of Nova Sootia,
chose a different line, chose a line nine miles long between
Stellarton and Pictou, instead of one eighteen miles long.
That road was built and is now in operation. Is this
country, is the Province of Nova Scotia so well supplied
with railways, have we so large an amount of money
in the public Treasury that we can afford to build
eighteen miles of road to connect two points which are
already connected by a road nine miles long? That is the
position of things and the hon. gentleman eau bring forward
no justification for this measure. There is a road at present
between Stellarton and Pictou. You have to cross the
Harbor of Pictou, and why? Does the hon. gentleman say
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that the trade of Pictou is of so little consequence that a
ferry cannot be peofitably kept up,? Does he pretend to
say that a river a mile wide is a serions impediment to the
trade of Pictou ? If the hon. gentleman looking .at the
facts cannot say-as I am sure he cannot-that Pictou is
not adequately supplied with railways at the present time,
and if Pictou has already a railway connecting it with
Stellarton, nine miles long, why does the hon. gentleman
want another railway eighteen miles long to -conneet the
same two points. That is what he proposes. I say the
railways of Nova Scotia are not so abundant. There are
many parts of Nova Scotia without railway facilities, and
if the Government are anxious to expend large sums of
money for railway enterprises in Nova Scotia, let them
spend it on some other points which are without railway
facilities at the present time, instead of wasting money
in connecting two.points already connected by a railway,
half the length of the one the hon. gentleman pro-
poses. I was rather astonished at the argument of the
hon. member for Inverness (Mr. Cameron). What does
the hon. gentleman say ? Does he support this scheme
because it is a meritorious one? Not st all; he admits
that there is no merit in the scheme; but he says, I want
a railway in my constituency, and I am going to support
this in the hope that I will get support elsewhere. Be is
going to support the system of log-rolling. This is one of
the evils of this policy of usurping the control of local
works which the constitution intended should be vested in
the provincial establishmente. Now, we have a deficit, the
Mi nister of Finance informs us, of nearly $5,000,000; and
while the country is in these straitened circumstances, the
hon. gentleman proposes to expend a large sum of money
in building a road which, according to all the evidence we
have before us, is wholly unnecessary, and wholly without
any merit. Now, I call the attention of the House to these
facts. There is a road already built from Stellarton to
Pictou, nine miles in length.

Mr. PAINT. The road isseventeen miles in length.
Mr. VAIL. It is thirteen miles.
Mr. PAINT. I am positive it is seventeen miles.
Mr, VAIL. I am positive it is not.
Mr. MILLS. I have in my hand a map of the district

upon which is marked the existing road and the proposed
road; and it is impossible to look at this map without
seeing that if the proposed road is eighteen miles in
lergth, the existing road is but little more than half that
length; and if the road were as long as the hon. member
says, the proposed road, instead of being eighteen miles,
would be nearer thirty miles in length; the map shows
that. I say that the Minister of Railways has not treated
the louse fairly in this matter. He ought to have
submitted plans and specifications. If he had laid on the
Table of the House a map of the district, showing the
existing road and the proposed road, I do not believe he
could have got a corporal's guard, even on that side of the
House to support this proposition. This is simply a con-
tribution to the election fund on behalf of the hon. member
for Picton; it is impossible to make anything else out
of it. When our finances are in their present condition,
he is calling on the Government to ex nd a large sum
of money for a purpose that has no justi cation whatever.

Mr. TUPPER. I think the hon. gentleman's speech in
the county of Pictou will be a better contribution to the
election fand or the election literature than almost any.
thing else that could have oocurred. Let me tell the hon.
gentleman that when he makes these statements h. is in-
sulting not merely the Liberal-Conservatives in the town of
Pictou, but pile who rendered him good support in the
days when he needed it, and who, after the remarks which
have fallen from hie lips, will think twice before they sup-

port him again. Coming from Bothwell with a little in-
accurate plan which bas been handed to him by the hon.
member for Guysboro' he presumes to tell 3,000 or 4,000
people who are living and doing business in the town of
Pictou,that he knows their wants and necessities far better
than they do, and that when the town paid delegations to
come up to Ottawa-andlay before the Government the great
and crying needithat existed for the construction of this road,
they did not know their own business, and that they are per-
fectly well served by another braneh The hon. gentleman bas
no right thus to insult the intelligence of the people of that
section of country. I take his speech in no -other light.
He avoids looking at the question squarely; he shuts his
eyes to the fauts before him. He could not have known the
facts, or he would bave known that this is no provincial
work, on which he tried to found some constitutional argu-
ment. It is a proposition to aid one of the most remuner-
ative public works of Canada from one end of the country
to the other. The hon. gentleman cannot point to a public
work that produces a larger revenue than that portion of
the Intercolonial Railway known as the Pictou Branch. I
must express surprise at the remarks of the hon. member
for Guysboro' before recess, when h. took issue with the
remark of my hon. colleague that in eastern Nova 8cotia
the Grit party had not built a mile of railway; and h. told
this House in loud and emphatic language that the
Mackenzie Administration had built all the railways east in
Nova Scotia.

Mr. KIRK. I said, made arrangement, and 1say so now.

Mr. TUPPER. I ask hon. gentlemen whether any such
language fell from the hon. gentleman's lips. I have no
doubt that is the language he would have used if he knew
the facts, and wished to place them before the House as
they really stand. Let him rather speak of these than of
arrangements which produce nothing. Why, every person
knows that the construction of the railway in Nova Sootia,
te which that hon. gentleman alluded was carried on and
completed by private capitalists aided by a provincial sub-
sidy and $1,200,000, which this Government, and not the
Mackenzie Government, paid to the Provincial Govern-
ment, and since thathon. gentleman has been sitting in this
House. And yet the hon. gentleman pretends to say that a
policy inaugurated or an arrangement made in connection
with the Pictou Branch, by the Administration of Sir John
A. Macdonald, previous to the advent of the Mackeozie
Administration, was used in connection with the con-
struction of this road, and it was never handed over;
and that hon. gentleman, under these circumstances,
states that we owe everything to thej Mackenzie Admi-
nistration for the construction of railways east in
Nova Scotia. That will be news t the people who
reside there. I do not understand why in connection with
this question the hon. gentleman persiste in harking back
to a question with which this ouse has really nothing to
do-a question that can only interest people in a certain
locality, and that has a purely political interest in that
locality; that is, my connection with the short line rail-
way scheme. He bas not accepted my statement; I did
not expect that he would; but why should we discuse that
subject three or four times over? I never accepted any
responsibility for the initiation of that work; 1 did not
choose to do so, and I could not do so; and if the people of
Pictou choose to give me oredit for it, all I can say is that
they do me too much honor. As to the question of geo-
graphy, which the hon. gentleman after several days bas
again referred t to-night, I say that the people who are
mainly interested in the question will judge whether he is
right or I am right with regard to the nature of this work.
Now, to some extent that remark is relevant, because the
hon. gentleman must bring it forward tW say that this is an
entirely useles piece of work, and ie has evidently misoled
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the hon. member for Bothwell in that respect. Had the
hon. member f rom Guysboro' considered another portion of
his remarks, another portion of the remarks which no doubt
have been handed to him, and upon which he has been
coached, and had the attention of the hon. member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) been called to that portion, he would
have seen how unfair it was to bring forward this idea;
because the hon. member for Guysboro' himself testified to
the fact that large numbers of extensive industries have
grown up upon the Pictou Branch, in a flourishing place
called Trenton, and in New Glasgow itself, under the influ-
ence of the National Policy, which the lata Finance Minis-
ter (Sir Richard Cartwright) could not help attacking in
this debate, and these industries are now feeding that por-
tion of the Intercolonial Railway, and adding largely to its
traffic returns. The hon. gentleman knows that these
industries are on this side of the town of Pictou, on this side
of the barbor, and surely it will be seen at once that this road
going into the town of Pictou cannot, in the nature of things,
interfere with the traffie arising from these various industries.
As a matter of factyou firet come to Stellarton,you afterwards
strike New Glasgow about thrce miles away, and starting
from Stellarton this proposed road runs in almos4 a straight
direction into the coal fields, runs right away west 'from
Stellarton towestern Pictou running throughWestville.down
over the Middle River, and then takes a turn ; and for a very
short distance you might call it parallel, but to term the
wbole line parallel, or to use that argument to show that
these roads are going to destroy the one the usefulness of the
other is to state an unfair view of the question, and one
which will not be appreciated by the people who are on the
spot and understand the matter. The ex-Minister of Finance
(Sir Richard Cartwright) las alluded again to the great
necessity of going into committee on this question. Well,
I think that the late leader of the Opposition (Mr. Mackenzie)
understood pretty well what course to pursue, and what
procedure to follow in matters of this kind, and it is because

find that this course now proposed is so unusual, I am
led to believe that the whole of this discussion is unusual.
I am led to believe that this extraordinary discussion
is not so much in the interests of the country
as to stir up sectionalism and ill.will between the Maritime
Provinces and the Western Provinces. When such unfair
statements are made, they can only lead to the effect of
an exciting prejudice, ill-will, and sectional feeling. It is
unfair to place this in the category of local works for the
reasons I have given, and I say this procedure which the
Government is asked to follow is not usual. When the hon.
member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie) led the Opposition,
I take it for granted, he understood his duty with reference
to schemes and propositions of this character, What took
place in connection with the St. Charles branch, to which I
alluded at the beginning of the debate, in 1882, when that
hon. gentleman was here and paying particular attention to
public works, and took charge of the discussion on the vote to
that branch ? All le wished to know was the probable cost
of the work and one or two other particulars. When the
Bill ratifying the expenditure, authorising the work, and
removing all doubt se as to protect the Goverument in the
construction of the work from any litigation, came down,
I find, according to ansard, that it was introduced,
read the first, second, and third time and passed
without any remarks or criticism whatever. Now,
is this great constitutional argument to come up, is
this heated partisan discussion to occur only upon Bills
relating to public works in the Maritime Provinces ? Why
is it this beated discussion takes place on a Bill relating to
a maritime work ? Why did we not understand long ago
that Bills of this character had to go through this test of
fire ? I ask the hon, gentleman to point to a single case
where a proposition to construct any other branch of the
Intereolonial Railway, or any other public work in Nova

Mr. TUiMU

Scotia, met with such hostile, unfair criticism as this, and
yet this is a solitary exception of works of its kind which is
not going to entail any burden upon the people. I think
that ought to be well-understood, since so much complaint
is made about spending money down there. No one eau
controvert the statement I have made once or twice, that
the proposition now before the flouse is to add to and
enlarge one of the most remunerative, if not the most
remunerative public work in the Dominion, and that the
construction of this extension is to be carried on without
oosting the people of this country one single dollar more
than they now pay.

Mr. KIRK. I do not propose to extend the discussion
further, but one remark of the hon. gentleman I cannot
allow to pass without an answer. He has stated for the
third time that I did not know what I was talking about
when I referred to the Eastern Extension.

Mr. TUPPER. I proved it.
Mr. KIRK. The hon. member for Pictou (Mr. Tupper),

has himself given the most undoubted evidence of the
most intense ignorance with regard to the matter. He
has stated this Government granted, as assistance to
the Eastern Extension, the Pictou and Truro Branch. It
did not do so. Ie said this assistanc3 was given before
the Mackenzie Government came into power, but he ought
to know that Mr. Hiugh Macdonald, the present judge.
moved, before the coming into power of the Mackenzie
Government, a resolution that the Pictou and Truro Branch
should be given in aid of extending the Railway east.
That resolution was allowed to drop, and nothing was done
until Mr. Mackenzie's Government came into office. In
1875, that hon. gentleman (Mr. Mackenzie), introduced a
Bill providing that any companies which would extend the
railway from New Glascow to Louisburg, Cape Breton,
should have, in aid of the work, the Pictou and Truro
Branch. The Local Government of Nova Scotia, then a
Liberal Government, provided also that a subsidy of $5,000
per mile should be granted to assist the company. When
this law was first enacted, a company offered to
build the road to the Strait of Canso for the subsidy
offered by the Mackenzie Government and the Local
Government of Nova Scotia, namely the Pictou and
Truro Branch and the 85,000 per mile. They offered to
extend the road to the Strait of Canso, and put a ferry on
the strait, but the Conservatives of Cape Breton and others
objected to the Government giving the contract to the com-
pany, unless they would build the road to Louisburg, and
the then Premier (Mr. Mackenzie), held the matter open
for twelve months, in the endeavor to obtain a company to
build the road through to Louisburg, but without success.
The consequence was that the company, which had offered
to extend it to the Strait of Canso, withdrew their offer,
and tenders had to be asked for by the Local Government,
for the purpose of ascertaining what other companies
would undertake the work, and the lowest tender they
received for building the road to the strait,was $8,000 a mile
besides the Truro and Pictou Branch, so that hon. gentle-
men opposite were the .means of causing that road, to the
Strait of Ganso, to cost Nova Scotia $3,OUO per mile more
than it would have cost that Province if the Mackenzie
Government had been allowed to go on with the contract
and build the road according to the first offer. Therefore,
what I said was correct, that the Mackenzie Government
and the Nova Scotia Liberal Government of that day, pro-
vided all the means neeessary for extending the road to the
Strait of Canse and building the ferry. Then they
gave the contract, and bound a company to btidd
the road under the increased subsidy to which I
have referred. It is true the road was not com-
pleted when this Government came into power, but a
large amount of the work was doue, and what did this Gov-
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ernment do ? They simply passed a short law amending
the law which had been enacted by their predecessors, and
which they said was not perfect. But they never gave a
dollar of assistance towards the road, contenting themselves
with simply amending the law wherein they considered it
to be defective. The bon. gentleman says that this Gov-
ernment paid back to the Government of Nova Scotia tho
money for the branch. That may be true, but they paid it
back after the road was built and in operation, and under
circumstances that were not very creditable to them. They
placed the Local Government in such a position that they
were forced to seill the road out. When the road was com-
pleted to the Strait of Ganso, it was pTovided, under the law
passed by this Government, that the Truro and Pictou
Branch should be transferred to the company. The Local
Government bought the company's right out, and wheri
they applied to this Government for the transfer of this
branch, this Government refused to hand it over, as they
claimed they could not transfer it in consequenceof the law
not empowering them to do so. The Local Government,
thus could do nothing else but sell the road ont to this Gov-1
ernment, or enter into an expensive lawsuit in order
to force this Government to transfer to them the road.
Then this Government did not pay the Local Government
for the Pictou and Truro Branch. They refused to give it
up, and they paid nothing for it at all. Al that this Gov-
ernment paid to the Local Government was the money the
Local Government were bound to pay to the company for
the construction of the road. They did not pay back to the
Local Government a dollar of the amount they had paid to
assist this road. Yet this hon. gentleman will tell us that
this Tory Government built this road. They did not They
obstructed the Local Governmont in every possible way,
they refused to transfer the road when they should have
transferred it, and they forced the Local Government to sell
when they should not have done so. The hon. gentleman
seems to take credit for all that bas been done to extend the
road to the Strait of Canso. I say that if it had not been for
the hon. gentleman and bis friends, that road would have
been extendel fiom the Strait of Canso long ago far into
Cape Breton, and whatever has been done in building the
road, the eighty miles to the Strait of Canso, is due to the
Mackenzie Govern ment.

Mr, THOMPSON (Antigonish). The bon. member for
Guysboro' has forgotten bis history as well as his geography,
perhaps it is rather complimentary to him to say that he bas
forgotten. fHe stated before recess that the building of the
eighty miles of railway to the Strait of Ganso was due to
the Mackenzie Government. That will be extraordinary
news to everybody in Nova Scotia. The Mackenzie Govern-
ment did nothing in relation to that work except to carry out
the arrangement made with their predecessors for the
cession of the Truro and Pictou Branch as a subsidy and
aid to that work. The hon. gentlemen knows that it was
not in any sense due to this party, either to the local party
or the party in this House, that the contract was delayed,
and he knows also that the reasons why the company
withdrew were not due to any delay, but to a misunder.
standing as to what the equipment was which went with
that transfer. It transpiring afterwards, on Mr. Mackenzie's
own statement, that there was no equipment intended to
go with the transfer, the company withdrew their tender.
The road was eventually built, as everybody knows or
at least as everybody knows in Nova Seotia, by the
assistance of the Local Govern ment and by the promise of
the Truro and Piotou Branch, but that was returned to this
Goverunment with the consent of the present Government of
Nova Scotia. The hon. gentleman says that this Govern-
ment acted very unjustly to the Government of Nova
Scotia and foreed therm to give up that work. The present
Government>f Nova Scotia will not thank him for that'

statement, because they are about to run their election on
the ground that they deserve credit for forcing this Govern-
ment to take back the Eastern Railway.

Mr. KIRK. No, by no means.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). The hon. gentleman
will very shortly be stumping his county in Nova Scotia
asking for support from that Government on the ground
that they caught this Government by the throat, and made
them take back again those works and operate them at their
expense.

Mr. KIRK. It is the first time I ever heard of it.
Mr. TIIOMPSON (Antigonish). Iam very glad to hear

that statement from the hon. gentleman, and I am very
glad that it should go down to Nova Scotia in that form.
This, however, is beside the real question. Qoming back
to the question which is before the committee, it seems to
me that there is hardly any ground for the contention that
this Bill should go to the Committee on Railways because
whether the hon. gentleman was hostile or not to its
provisions, and whether it passed ngainst the protest of
the hon. member for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright)
or not, the principle was definitelysettled last Session. The
vote was passed in the form of a statute, and, in accord-
ance with the policy then adopted, a provisional contract
bas been made by the Minister of Railways. This Bill need
not have corne before the House at all but for a doubt which
bas arisen as to whether the Railway Act applies to this
branch or not, and the only object of this Bill of three
clauses is that the Railway Act shall be made to apply to
this undertaking as a part of the Intercolonial Railway.
It is, therefore, simply to remove a doubt and to allow the
policy which was adopted last Session to be carrioout
that this measure is introduced. To send it to the Railway
Committee to discass the merits of the policy of the Gov-
ernmont on the question would seem to be a very unusual
course and entirely uncalled for. There is nothing in the
Bill itseolf which would invite the scrutiny of the committee
or upon which one word bas been said in this long debate,
I protest against this being looked upon as a concession to
Nova Scotia, or even as a local railway concession in Nova
Scotia. I know that my hon. friends from Pictou claim
that it will be of great local advantage. That may be
admitted, consistently with my argument. This, Sir, is the
extension of an existing public work, the construction of a
branch of the Intercolonial Railway, and not for local
purposes alone. My hon. friend beside me bas said that
the Picton Branch is the most productive railway property
in the possession of the Dominion Government, and I think
experts say so too. Therefore, our friends who have an
anxiety about the way this work is to bei maintained, need
have no fears. This branch, as the Minister of Railways
bas said, yields from $40,000 to'$50,000 over and
above iLs working expenses, whicL cannot be said
of any other section of equal longth on theoIntercoloial
Railway. In addition, the new branch is to run to the
town of Pictou, or to the waters of a magnificent harbor
at one end, and the other end is centred in one of the finest
minerai districts in Canada. As regards the anxiety which
some hon. gentlemen have expressed as to the operation of
what is now the existing branch from New Glasgow to the
Landing, I think their objections have answered themselves.
It is said that line ought not to be abandoned because it is
dotted all along with flourishing factories. I hope that is se; I
have some reason to believe it is so, and this fact should calm
any fears as regards the operation of that branch hereafter.
Instead of the new line. being acompetingIine5a regards
those factories, their products ran the other way; they seek
an outlet in the eastern section of Nova Scotia and down the
Intercolonial Railway; the Cdistrict through which that
line now rune has the assurance of the Minister of
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Railways, and an assurance well justified by the
amount of traffle which these factories can give it, and
which the town of New Glasgow can give it, that that
branch will be kept up, and that they will be as effi-
ciently served as tbey are at this moment. As regards
the ferry, it ceases to be operated at the expense of the
Intercolonial Railway. My hon. friends opposite have
doubted that it can be efficiently maintained by the town if
it costs $13,000 or $15,0300 a year. But it need not be
maintained as sucb a great cost as that, because its present
cost arises from the fact that it has to be a great railway
ferry, whereas it can be very efficiently managed by the
town on a smaller scale than at present. It is to be observed,
moreover, in support of the general policy on this question,
not only that we are to get this branch constructed for a
sun, the interest of which will be.only an equivalent to the
sum which will be saved by ceasing to operate the ferry,
but that the ferry can only be kept open for a little more
than half a year :t present, and, therefore, we are getting
a branch line of railway wbich will serve that district, and
serve the Intercolonial Railway itself all the year. Another
difficulty my hon. friends have raised is in regard to this
bridge, and the hon. member for Digby (Mr. Vail) said he
was of opinion that the bridge would cost $150,000.

Mr. VAIL. The bridges.
Mr. THOMPSON. I understood him Io say the bridge,

and h. was so understood by one of his friends, who stated
immediately afterwards that it would cost $250,000. But
the Minister of Railways states that he has an offer to con-
struct the work at a cost of $40,000. I trust my hon.
friends from Nova Scotia who seem hostile to this Bill, will
scarcely carry their opposition to a vote, in consideration
of the fact which the Minister of Railways has referred to,
that notwithstanding that large sums were appropriated last
year to public works in Ontario and Quebec, made larger
by the additional sums mentioned by the hon. member for
South Huron, this is the only grant which was given to
Nova Scotia, and their opposition would amount to asking
Parliament to withdraw the only concession which was
made last year to Nova Scotia ont of the very liberal grants
that were given to local works in the other Provinces of
the Dominion, although this railway is to be considered as
an extension of an existing public work, and one that will
be very productive. I also feel it my duty, before closing
my remarks, to protest againsit the view which has been
advanced by the hon. member for South Huron that the
cost of the Intercolonial railway, forty-six or forty-seven
millions, as the hon. member stated it-forty-four millions,
as i find it in the blue book.-

Sir RICHARD OARTWRIGHT. Forty-five millions-
you will find it in the blue-book.

Mr. THOMPSON-no, it is, I believe, $43,627,000-is
to be considered a debit to the Maritime Provinces. That
is an unsound principle, becaase the Maritime Provinces
were induced to enter Confederation by the stipulation that
they should be connected with the Upper Provinces by the
construction of the Intercolonial Railway, and we maintain
that the construction of that work is as much a benefit to
this section of the country as it is to the Maritime Provinces.
It is to-be regarded as a great nationalwork, for the benefit
of allsections of the country, and it is unfair to the Pro.
vinces below to argue that that large amount of capital
is to be put to their debit.

Sir RICHARD 0ARTWRIGH Ras the hon. gentle
man observed that hie own supporters behind him had
charged that the Canadian Pacifie Railway had been con-
structed for the benefit of Ontario, for a thousad miles.
Does ho think that there is any warrant for saying that it
was constructed for the benofit of Ontario any more than

Kr. TuoQr'soN (Antigonish).

that the Intercolonial Railway was constructed for the
benefit of the Maritime Provinces?

Mr. THOMPSON. I have heard it stated that the
Canadian Pacific Railway was constructed for the benefit
of Ontario, but I do not know that any such argument
was used this evening. We have it so contended continu-
ally in Nova Scotia, but only from the supporters of the
hon. member for South Huron.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then he might have
heard it from his own supporters to-night.

Mr. THOIPSON. We have to meet that on every
platform, on every hasting, in every meeting, and we do
meet it by saying that the Canadian Pacific Railway is
a national undertaking, built for the whole of Canada; and
in every place where we have to meet that difficulty it has
been made by the hon. gentleman's supporters.

Mr. VAIL. 1 am rather disposed to differ with some
remarks that have fallen from my hon. friend from South
Huron. I do not endorse his statement with regard to the
Intercolonial Railway. It is quite clear that road was built
more in the interest of the Upper Provinces than of the
Maritime Provinces, and I am quite sure that instead of
carrying goods from the Lower Provinces to the Upper Pro-
vinces, it is carrying goods from the Upper Provinces to the
Maritime Provinces, and carrying back our money to pay
for them. Now, I cannot, at all events, be charged with
being opposed to this Government granting subsidies for the
building of railways in Nova Scotia. I have said before in
this House, and Irepeat it now, that the Local Governments
are not in a position to build railways. As a rule, whenever
subsidies have been voted to railways in the Maritime Pro-
vinces, they have been coupled with subsidies to roads in
the Upper Provinces. They were aIl put together and, as a
matter of course, I voted for the whole. Now, I must say a
word or two more in regard to this branch line. In the few
remarks 1 made before recess, I said that I did not object
to any expenditure on railways in the Lower Provinzes,
provided sbuh was made in the proper place and in
the interest of the general public. My objection to ths brar c-
was because it involved an expenditure of from $300,000 to
$500,000 to give the people additional railway accommo-
dation which they have already to the town of Pictou, a
town which lias had railway accommodation for the last
twenty years, while there are other points in Nova Scotia
without railway accommodation aithough as much entitled
to it as Pictou. We have a railway in the western part of
Nova Scotia, some 68 miles in length, between Yarmouth
and Digby. There is another railway running ont from
Halifax in the direction of Annapolis, some 120 miles.
Between Annapolis and Digby there is a distance of seven-
teen or eighteen miles of unfinished road and notwithstand-
ing our best efforts we have been unable to get more thau
a paltry grant of $3,200 a mile, although the com olet-on of
that link would perfect our railway system from ilalifax to
Yarmouth. It would have been mueh better if the Dominion
Government had expended $300,000 in connecting the rovi
in the west before they gave a second line to Picou. [ have
no objection to Pictou getting all the accommodaition iL an,
and that the Dominion Government should exp.>nd all
its surplus money at that point if it is not needed eisewhere.
But in justice to the western part of Nova Scotia the Govern-
ment, instead of spending money in the east wher e it is
not wanted, might have connected those two roads in the
west. There is no railway accommodation on the south
shore of Nova Scotia or in the Island of Cape Breton. WiIl
the hon. member for Inverness (Mr. Cameron) tell as that
this road is going to b 3 of any advantage to Cape Breton?
When the Liberals are in power there is a great rv raised
that nothing i being done for Cape Breton, but when the
Conservative Government is in office, they are.as peaceful
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as possible and declare they are satisfied that the Tory much more information than was obtained from him atGoverument would build railways in the island if they first, or was subsequently dragged from him; for at theoould. If the Liberals are in office, Cape Breton wants a ontset ho did not tell us what the line could be built fbr.member in the Cabinet, but when the Conservatives Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). Owing ta some remarksare in power they are quite satisfied that both members made by the hon. member for Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk), I was
should be from Nova Scotia proper. The Minister of calld upon teo say a few words in connection with tia
Justice has referred to the few remarks made by the hon. question. e said that the building of the branh from
member for Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk), in regard to the Stelarton to Pictou would militate against the construction
Eastern Extension Railway and its tranefer to the Dotn- of the short lino from Oxford, but I think I have shown
inion Government. I do not think my hon. friend over- him that this is not the case on the authority of the pro
stated the case in any way, he gave the exact facts from moterhaf that road. Owing teo the remarks sin e mode by
beginningteend. No Govern ment could be induced to build the hon. member for Digby (Mr. Vail), I feel it to be mythe lino to Leuisburg, and at the request of the Local duty to say a few words further in connection with it.Government, finding it was impossible to continue the lino It is well known, as my hon. friend from Guysboro' (Mr.to Louisburg or to get a company to contract for it, the Kirk) admitted, that Mr. Hugh McDonald, who representedMackenzie Government agreed at the solicitation of the the county of Antigonish in the first Parliament of Canada,Local Government to give the Pictou Branch on the under- was the first who, on more than one occasion, placed resolu-standing that the road was to be built to the Strait Of Canso, tions on the notice paper with a view of securing thewith a ferry across the strait for the accommodation of the Pictou Branch in aid of the Eastern Extension frompeople of Cape Breton. After the road was built, in order New Glasgow to Sydney, or Louisburg. Before the Gov-that it might be run in connection with the Pictou road ernment of Sir John A. Macdonald rosigned in 1873, aand with a view to utilising the Pictou Branch and extend- Minute of Council was passed which oeered the Pictouing a lino to the Strait of Canso, and getting an extension Branch as aid to any company which would undertaketo Louisburg, the Local Government made up thoir minds to build the road from New Glasgow to Sydney, orto buy out the company ownmg the road to the Strait Louisburg. That being the case, it ill-becomes the Lib.of Canso and give them 81,200,000. The Government oral or Reform party of this House to take credit for givingof that day, of which the former member for Cum- the Pictou Branch as aid to the Eastern Extension, and asberland (Sir Charles Tupper), then Minister of -Railways, my hon. friend from Digby (Mr. Vail) endeavors to misleadagreed to hand the road over to the Local Government, the Hoise in believing that the party to which he belongsand ho told me there was no difficulty in connec. did a great deal for Cape Breton, I thought it my duty ontion with it, that the whole matter could be settled in this occasion to point out the fact that they did nothing butthree days. The Local Government bought up the east- give promises. Yes, they did go further, for they refusedern road, when the Dominion Government objected to give us that which the Liberal-Conservative party offeredto the transfer, and the Local Government were left under before they resigned power in 1873. On the 19th of May,the arrangement to pay the company one and a quarter 1874, in accordance with the policy of the Liberal.Conserva-

millions; but, instead of the Dominion Government transfer- tive party, the Reform party submitted the following reso-
ring the road, they raised objections and refused to advance lution in this House which was unanimously adopted.
any money to the Provincial Government. For instance, they
informed the Local Government that before the road was Mr. KIRK. That was the first thing which was adoptedy
transferred there should be about three times the quantity of Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). No, it was the policy of
rolling stock on the Pictou Branch that the Government the Conservative party. That resolution was as follows:-
had ever had on that branch before. The Dominion Gov- "Reaolved, that the Government be authorised to negotiste during
ernment threw every obstacle in the way until they forced Parliamentary recess for the transfer of the railway from Truro to
the Government of Nova Scotia to hand over the whole Pictou to some authorised company on condition that such a company

.tt .i will extend the said railway trom New Glasgow or Pictou to the Gutroad to the Domimion Government on the understanding of canso, or some place in Oape Breton, within a specified time-such
that they would pay them back one and a quarter millions transfer to be subject to the approval of Parliament at the next dession."
without returning any portion of the subsidy. I take issue Mr. KIRK. Flear, hear.
with the Minister of Justice in regard to the Local
Government making this an election cry. The Local Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). I hear th. derisive" hear,
Government did not intimate that they made any money hear," and I think if ho will hear the rest of it, h. will not
out of the road. Under the circumstances it was the best "hear, hear," so derisively. This was the polioy of the
thing they could do, but they never wanted the country Government as proposed on 19th May, 1874.
to understand that they made money by getting clear Mr. KIRK. The Mackenzie Government.
of the road. If the Local Government could have ob- Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). Yes, in carrying out the
tained the Pictou Branch, and been allowed to hold the policy of their predocessers.
road they would have been very glad to do so, but in conse- Some hon, MEMBERS. No, no,quenceof the course taken by the Dominion Government they
were obliged to sell the road, and the Pictou road was held by Mr. KIRK. Read to the House the policy of the
the Dominion Government, and now they say the rond is previous Government.
worth some $40,000 a year. If it is worth that much it is Mr. CAMERON (Invernems). With reference to giving
quite clear that the Dominion Government used the Govern- railway aid to Cape Breton, that Government never had a
ment of Nova Scotia very badly when they refused to policy except to disapprove of such aid and, I dare say,
transfer that road, or put such restrictions upon it that the they will continue it to the end of the chapter. Owingto
Local Government could nôt accept it. However, that is the influence of an hon, gentleman, a member of the Gov-
beside the question now before the committee, and I merely ernment, who happened to be from the Island of Cape
refer to it because the Minister of Justice brought up the Breton, the policy of the Reform party was slightly
Eastern Extension. In regard to this Pictou road, I do not. changed, and a decision was come to on the 19th June,
feel disposed to oppose the grant. The matter is in the 1875, that the Pictou Branoh would not be given to a eom-
hands of the Government. I asked for information in pany unless they undertook to build, equip and run a lino
regard to it, and if it was the intention of the Govern- from New Glasgow to Louisburg. That was everything
ment to paso it through Committee of the Whole, the the Reform party did, to carry out the policy of the Con-
Minister of Railways should have placed before the flouse servative party in 1873, and that was done at the instance
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of a representative of the Island of Cape Breton, who hap. 1884 and 1885 might 180 prove delusive; but if they
pened to be in the Government. It would appear that gentle- do, it will only be a repetition of what they suffered from
man took a lively interest in the promotion of railway enter- the Reform party when it was in power in Nova Scotia sad
prises on the island, and on account of his earnest advocacy in this Rouse. But as the promise hae been mace so repeat-
of railway extension on the island, he was forced out of the edly in this Rouge by the Governmeut of the day, tD extend
Government. At any rate, it was assumed by us that the the road through the Island of Cape Breton, I believe that
reason he was forced out of the Government was that he unlese a oompany can be eecured to extend that railway at
advocated a little too energetically the interests of the island an early day, the Government will adopt it as part of their
in the Government, and in order to endeavor to defeat any policy to extend it from the Strait of Can8o to Sydney and
railway project which would contemplate the extension of Louisburg, and that which the hon. member for Gaysboro'
the road in the Island of Cape Breton a successor to that deciares to be a delusion and a enare will be proves
gentleman was procured from the western part of the Pro. by the tiuister of Railways in the pear future to be a fact
vince. The hon. member for Digby (hfr. Vail) seemed to be Mr. KINNEY. I wish w make a few ob@ervations iu
anxious to lead the flouse to believe that the party to which
he belongs always favored railway extension in Cape Breton,(r.ly t soe or.aetladb eon. ember or igby
while the fact appears to be that they did not do much fo r
the island. On the 6th day of May, 1875, an Act was passed to believe that the non-completion of the WesternRailway
by the Legislature of Nova Scotia to encourage the building wae due to a dispoition on the part of this Goverument te
of a line of railway from the Strait of Canso to Louisburg, thwart that enterprise. Ltje quite true, as lie stated, that
which provided as follows:- some fifteen veas ago a company wae chartered to build a

" For, the purpose of aiding the construction of a line of railway fron road from Anna>oli to Yarmouth. The hon, gentleman
the Strait of Ounso to Louisburg, an allotment in all of three thousand wae at that time the leader of the Provincial Goverument,
a&res of Crown lands iu the counties ot Ospe Breton, Richmond, Inter- aud for the purpose of eeuring his seat, hoeaused the pro-
nes and Victoria, and a money subsidy of $5,000 a mile, and the minerai, jectore of the rond te change the Une of the road from the
if any, contained in 150,000 acres of such Orown lande, and alo the sum
of 5,.000 te assist in establishing a steam ferry across such strait, shall
be granted to any company now incorporated or hereafter to be incor-
pomted, that shah, on or before the lot day of September ensning, give qate to complote the road. This, the bon. member did,
secity and assurance to the satisfaction of the Governor-in-Oouncil, îbelieve, and I think everybody else in Nova Scotia believes
to establiah such ferry, and construct, finish and equip sach line of
railway, within three yeare of the 1st day of June next, ensuing, and
work and operate the same." seoure hie seat in the connty of Digby. That ie oie reaon
Now, Sir, the object of this Bill was to defeat the scheme why the road je incompleted. Another reason is that,
for building a railway through the Island of Cape Breton. althongh this Pariarent gave the Windsor Branch to aselet
That is apparent on the face of it, because instead of giving 11i completing that road, yet the ex-leader of the Opposition
a reasonable time to organise a company to build a road signed a coutract which rendered ml sad void the Act of
from New Glasgow to L-uieburg, they only afforded a little Parliament; se that when the company weut on the London
over three months for that purpose. This Act was passed market, they fouud that by this contract, whioh was con-
with the view of deceiving the people of Cape Breton into trary to the spirit cf the Act, thoy wore throwu ont of
supporting a railway scheme whi. h had in contemplation their property for twonty-one years. That le the second
the building of a road from the Strait of Canso to New reason why -he road le not completed; aud a third reason
Glasgow only. The subsidy which was provided by the wae that the hon. member for Digby wasent home te
Liberal-Conservative party in 1873, in order that a railway England, lu 1872, after his party came jute power, osten-
should be built from ew Glasgow to Louisburg, and which sibly te ssiet the road, but really to damn the projoot cf
was reaffirmed by the Liberal party in 1875 to utilise the consolidation. Thero are four members sittiug on tus side
Pictoa Branch for the same purpose, was reversed by thetoniglt, who were membere of the Governmeut wio
policy of the Local Government in 1875 and 1876, and that înitiated the amalgamation sciemo b put the railway
subsidy was diverted from its original purpose and utilisod undor eue management fr ar
for the purpose of building to the Strait of Canso only.projet was aseisted by te Dominion Govrment; but te
Besides that I would ask who expended all the money En. member for Digby wae a paid delegation to damn the

placd t lb creit f le Povine c Noa Sotia projoct and killthle road. Yot ho comes te-niglit te blame
placed to the credit of the Province of Nova Sco the Goverment for motoarrying ont au enterprise whichin 1875? Where did that money come from ? D)id it h pn ite er nteatmtt rl-ipytacome from the Reform party? Was it not obtained as hopnlineas luelie anemp e kil-si n bts
a concession to the Province of Nova Scotia from the Liberal- . coudinrenhies oetssdecurenh$50e0f ih
Conservative party, and instead of utilising that money to
the advantage of the whole Province, it was utilised to build c'I', although Ibis Goverurent had given $1,50J,000 te
railways in Nova Scotia proper? This Bill shows that assiet the road. W. are left te-day with eigileen miles of
out of the $2,000,000 to the credit of the Province of Nova a gap lu he road, ail for those lirco causes; snd the hon.
Scotia $600,000 was for the Island of Cape Breton; but gentleman has the audacity ho gel up te-nigit and blame
there was no intention at that time to expend money on tho Goverument for net carrying ont an enterprise which
the island. It was simply put there with the view of he spont fieen years lu trying te thwart.
securing the support of the members from the island at Mr.VAIL. Lt le motvery often liat the member for
that time. I have proof of the fact by a Bill which was Yarmouth epeake lu tus fouse, aud I suppose it hm been
introduced into the Local Legislature in 1879 or 1880,becausehliad mot an opportunity before te attaek me in
reviving the same Act i and it was a singular fact that the regard te a subjeot which ho thinka ho knows somethiug
very party who pluoed that Bill on the Statute-book, in about; but I think I will bo able te show in a few moments
1875, refused to revive it, whereas the Liberal jonservative that the hon. gentleman doos mot know what he je talking
party did so. This shows that the placing of the Act about, snd if le thinks for a moment, ho will concludo tiat
in the Statute-book was simply a delusion and a ho has made a statement which bas ne foundatien lu fact. I
snare. The hon. member for Gaysboro' say that wasin tie Local Governout sud introduced a Bitlte
is the policy of the present Government. I say it le build a lime of rail way from nnapols te Yarmouth. After
not. It is true that the deception praocticed against that Bil was inhreduoed, aud when lie survey wusbeing
the Iland of Cap Breton for svrlyer eli. ssn f a rto n or several yeare Led madle, contrary te tthe expectations of the. Gevern mnt, sud
the people to believethat promises made in 1883, contraiy te the spirit sud intention cf the. Railway Ad,

8 a 8 iaAMlRs rd(evveree;s).
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the oompany undertook to run a lino from Annapolis purposoin Nova Scotia. Where thon did they getith
straight through the interior of the country from five to money? The hon. momber for Gnysboro' (Mr.Eiirk) says
twenty miles from the shore, in order to divert all the trade that ovorything that waa done in the way of promoting
and traffic from iDigby. 1, representing Digby, interposed to railways in Nova Scotia was donc by the I(ackenzie Gov-
prevent it. The hon. member for Yarmouth says this wasornmnt. I go back to the asertion of the hon. memberfor
contrary to the contract. He knows very well that it was Digby (Mr. Vail) who says, respecting the Local Gover-
not contrary to the contract, or the spirit of the agreement. ment subsidios, and I say that thoy got from tho prent Gov-
I am quite satisfied to take the responsibility of carrying the ornmont the money with which they subsidised the railways.
road through my own county. The Yarmouth company, in Mr. VAIL. No.
a selfish spirit, endeavored to carry it away from Digby as far
as they could. Now, the hon. member in his place in Par- Mr. McLELÂN. Yes; go back te 1869, and you will
liament has stated that 1 was sent to London by the Local find that Nova Scotia had no money to apprepriato; butin
Government, in his choice language, to damn the project. I that year they get ovor a million dollars'from the leader of
assert the statement has no foundation in fact. I was sent this Government. In 1873, they received more from. the
by the Local Government to assist in every possible way tocame source, and that is the money with which they sub-
carry out that scheme, and I lent my assistance to the com-sidised theastern and Western Extension. The Mackenzie
pany for that object. I only required what the present Government nover gave thon a dollar to enable then to
Minister of Justice said in his place when the Act was being subsidise railways.
passed, would be required before the bonds should ho signed. Mr. KIRK. The Pictou and TruroBranch.
All I asked of the company was to fulfil their contract. The
present Minister of Justice (Mr. Thompeon), when Attorney-
Gnral of Nova Scotia, stated what was incumbent built by the Local Goverment itel, and Mr. Makenzie
the company. In fact it was a wildcat scheme, without a
dollar of money behlnd it, and the Act was so constructed whole luterooloniat Railway as worthlessad wanted a
that they could carry ont the arrangement te a certain company formed to taie it off hie hande, and ho offered
point until they succeeded in getting bonds from the the Pictou and Truro Branch te any party who would

Goveumet t th exentet ~i,00,00,tho pu undertake the construction of tho eastorn section. RoGovernment to the extent of $5,500,000, then put nvrgv olri ah htddti oenotd61,250,000 in their pockets, and say to the Govern.-noeraedolaeiEash.rWhtnid tis2Gove0um e
ment: We find we cannot raise the money to com- ThepuasodytoflE 20teru x eindt l2 ror the
plete the road ; take what there is and complete it furnished biy 0f 83,200 per mie, anl thea ort
yourselves. They could have done this, because the onlyoar befoo tyiresod tat subsids
security provided was the security of the road itself; and tnly givingheihty mlesof r t largonah cber
because I declined to signthose bonds until the first part of terextend the lino oacto aBen. The hn. eobe
the contract was fulfilled, the hon. member for Yarmouth forlGoro' saysnwe tan nfi advangofhe
has the hardihood to state I neglected my duty ; and, net- Local Gov ning t ten r meh.W
withstanding that I went home ostensibly te secure thetenly called upon th orint tehoulfil thetra ef
carrying out of the work, that I "damned the road." Every te orote oallodupndthin to show thatttho riway
honorable man in Nova Scotia-I am net including the hon.as proer ippc, tedtthateo ey woudetai
member for Yarmouth-now gives me credit for the eoursecas o riose the peele omeinedue t
I took; and if I had not understood thé parties I was deal.chare rino hoonld beaoompele euitt
ing with, the Province of Nova Scotia would have been Endern tenign , ao pany bujit te
mulcted in the sum of $1,250,000, and the company wouldEte natenson, an tho Loal Gvetnent wer
have left the work incomplete. That is the sum and sub- neparties w he wreap ont e secat therif wa
stance of the whole thing, and I am glad the hon. member net unnds aril h Won.te Loca rume
for Yarmouth has given me an opportunity to make thisep i ba er etors ofthacerodthe
explanation. eaIGGovernmont said: emu

Loca Govrnmnt adcee that a undue tarif is net
Mr. McLELAN. This debate has taken up a great deal imposed upon the people using that railway, The Loca

of time, and now an entirely new phase is opened. I have Government refused te agro. te that, and they refasd te
been reminded of what I knew beore, that the reason why oquip the read inthe way which we thought the interecta
there is a gap of eighteen miles in the road between Halifax ofthe country roquired. But, if they had aoted up te the
and Yarmouth, is that it has been carried away towards the centract, and had cquipped tho road, we holding the right
county of Digby. The hon. gentleman himself has admitted it. te regulato the tarif, they would have had the read without

Mr. VAIL. No. any difflculty. The hon, gentleman ays that w. have
Mr. MoLELA.N. He said that the people of " armouth compelled them te give ovor the road. W. did net want it,

proposed to run it away from the shores and carry it direct and they wonld have had ut n thoy had innAin the
through Annapolis, which,, according to the hon. member interesta of the people in the eact.
for Yarmouth, would have resulted in a saving of fifteen Mr. VAIL. I do net deire te occupy the tine of the
miles in distance and $250,000 in outlay. But the hon.fouse, but I must defend myseif in a matter et'this kind,
gentleman insisted on having the county of Digby served. bocause, whon the Minister of Finance says that it is becauce
He should remember what his leader to-night stated, that of a divergence made by me that thisread is net completed
all these appropriations, intended te serve counties in order I tell hum that ho dees net knew what ho istalking about.
te secure membors' ceats, were the grossest corruption, and The road was eriginally te mn te Digby,.sud it is between
should net ho sanctioned by Parliament. Hic leader there. Annapolis and Digby tat due gap occurs, and that is what
fore charged that the action of the hon. gentleman was cor- I referred te. I am surpriBed that the hon. gentleman did
ruption of the grossest kind, which should net have been net give us more information in reference te the Pietou
tolerated by any Parliament; yet the hon. gentleman acknow- read. I remember a discussion which took place in Nova
ledges that ho had the road diverted from a direct lino in Sootia, when the hon. gentleman ctated that the road sheuld
order that hie county and particular seat should be cared for. have been carried te the tewn of Picten and net te Fisher'd
The hon. member for Digby (Mr. Vail) sys that the Local Grant, and, if I had the documents here, 1 wald read ce
Government had no funds with which to subsidise railways, very interosting literature te the fouse on the subject et
but they have ben able to appropriate certain fand. to that1 the Pigto road. I could read sein statementso. mef eb n.
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gentleman when he referred to the gentleman who was then'Picton is porhaps unsafe? I arnot opposed atal
leading the Government as having his hand in the public to the Pictou Branch, bat I would liko to know upon
chest up to his elbow, and that ho was really one of the what principle the Government of this ountry dis.
contractors of the road and was making money out of the burse the moneys which belong W the people of this
public treasury. I might refer to many of these things, but country. I would like to know, so that I might get my
I will not do so. If the hon. member had pointed out to the share, for I ar sure that the Government of the day, I am
House that he had recommended the building of this road, sure that my smiling frîend the Minister of Customs, would
which is now going to cost the Dominion of Canada $300,000, not say that it was necessary for me W fail at the foot of the
instead of the other lino, and that, if they had taken his Governmeut of the day, that it was not necessary for the
advice, the Dominion would have saved $300,000, it would county of Carlton to seud a member W this fouse W serve
have been the correct thing. The Minister of Finance, in the Government in order W get a share of the revenues of
referring to what took place between the Dominion Govern- the country. The revenues of the country do not bolong to
ment and the Local Government, is entirely mistalen, and the hon. gentlemen who sit on the Treasury boncbes, thoy
has either forgotten what took place or has never taken the belong to every man, woman and child in the Dominion of
trouble to look into it. He says the Dominion Government Canada, and we want W know how they are distributed. I
did not roquire any more for the equipment of this road than was very much struck by the crushing argument of the
the traffie required. I could show, in five minutes, from the Minister of Marine and Fisheries when ho said W the member
documents in the Library, that the quantity of rolling stock for Guysboro' that ho would net objoot to have $300,000
which the Dominion Government required the Local Gov- expended in his county. 0f course ho would not. Ho is not a
ernment to provide, was three times the quantity which was fool. J would not object W it myself. But how eau the hon,
put upon that road by the Dominion Government themselves. membor avoid being crashed by such an argument? The
Thefact is, the Dominion Government determined from the expenditure of that amount miglt help hlm in his election.
first to keep the road ont of the hands of the Local Govern- I want W know upon what principle this money is dis-
ment, and now I am afraid they are pursuing the same tributed. J ask for the information. 1 would like W know,
course in regard to an offer before the Local Government to because J would like to apply ou my own behaîf, or on behaîf
finish the line between Annapolis and Digby. That is the of my constituants. J have made a declaration before
honest way in which the Dominion Government has been that 1 ar wholly and entirely opposod W the Goverumont
acting towards the Local Government of Nova Scotia. As of this country subsidising ono mile of local railways,
the hon. member for Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk) said, they have it is contrary to the spirit and to the letter of the arrange-
never spent a dollar west of Halifax, and now it is proposed ment entered mb at the first by the various members of
to build eighteen miles of railway into a town which las this conferacy, and I say that it was nover pnblicy stated
railway accommodation already, while, at the same time, in this fouse of Commons until 1883 that local railways
they leave the rest of Nova Scotia, including Cape Breton, would ho snbsidised, and when it was stated it wasilumy
without railway accommodation. My hon. friend referred judgment one of the most humiialing days this country ever
to my having carried this railway through Digby county in saw, when the fioodgates of corruption were thrown open
order to make political capital out of it. He also referred to by the annoncement of that policy of subsidising local rail-
the money we got in Nova Scotia in 1869. But we got no ways. When J saw some members from New Brunswick
more from the Government at that time than Nova Scotia suing for assistance for local railways, when I know that
was entitled to according to her population. The fact is that assistance is simply a means used te corrupt hon. mem-
she did not get proper treatmont in the first place, and the bers and make them servile followors of the Administration,
only reason for the amount granted to her in 1869 was to J think J have a riglt te protost against such a system. It is a
bring ier up to the amount which had been apportioned to system which is subversive of good govoru ment, it is a system
the other Provinces. Perhaps the granting of that money which tends W destroy the independonce of this countryand of
was of some advantage to the Minister of Finance. I would this fouse, it is a system which must ond in min, lb is a sys-
mot like to say that ho sold himself to the Government, but tom which ne honest Governmeutwould ever have introdnced.
he certainly looked well after number one. He was made I maintain, that if thoy receive money from the peopie of
Commissioner of Railways, with a seat in the Sonate at the this country lu tho shape of revenue, that it shod ho
same time, and profited as much by the transaction as did dividod upon a correct basis between the several members
Nova Scotia. of this confederacy; but I maintain, as I have before, un

theatouse and out f it, that nehonost Governmnt ever
Mr. IRVINE. J think the hon, gentlemen imagine that would have adopted the systeom thatheon gentlemen oppo-

Nova Scotia i8 the hub of this couutr y aud that Pictoneccu- site have adopted sinceo .1882. The money is nt disbursed
pies a very important position. 1 waut te ohango the dis- now lu the interesta of this coutry, but l the intereatIs of
cussien W, New Brunswick. I do net desire porsenally te servile followrs of liongentlemen opposite. Do yu ell me
say a word against the Pictou Branch. I arnnot personally that the Wwn of Picto eccupies a more prominent position
opposed W the wn of Picton. But I havýe G ask the ques. than thoetown of Woodstock li the county of Carlton? Give
tien why Picten has a botter right Wo a road being suli- me a roason why a lino of railway should be subsidised inte

sidised than my county ham. Do Jnet show as much inde- that town more thaosnd my county? Giv Hme a easen
pendence as the hon. member for Picto? Ar1 nnet as why yoen should subsidîse the twn of Picto more than
quit. as good looking a man ? Are net my constituents as yen ahould subsidise a r.-ilway te the plaster rocks in the
goed as his? Why is my coustituency left eut and tis road constituency of the Minister of nland Revenue, when ho

, the tWwn of Picten subsidised when that towu la already las been asking for subsidies for yeas. Then, again,
ervod by a railway ? The bon. the Miniater of Jnland reference lias been made te, the ntercolnial Railway, and

Revenue lias been pleading for years and endeavoring teC differ from the hon. member for Soth Huron (Sir Rie -
get the Government W give a subsidy , a road in New ard Cartwright) in is vi w f it. Whoever the building oft
Brunswick, wby doesa honet got it ? la lb possible that the that road may have benofited, it certainly has net boue-

Minister of Inlaud Revenue las nMt as much influence with fited New Brunswick, for the reason that it w mbult
the Government as the member for Picto ? Or is lb possible wlierno n sensible man would have bujlt to hv was3bult
that the Government of the day are persuaded that the contrary Wo the interesta of a large portion of the people et
Minister of Jnland Revenue is sufe in his seat and that this country, esut and west. But it sa woll known that an
doos net require any expenditure from the Treasury Wo make arrangeuent was ent ourdnt m before Conferation for the
that seat safe, whie the seat of the Ion. member for building of that roadpThon, what has r ew Bruns-

i. VAIL,
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wick doue since the road was oonstructed by the changed his opinions in tus Hous.. Hon. gentlemen vote
North Shore? New Brunswick had to build a lin. of at the ringing of the bell.
railway out of her own means, subsidising a line in
moneys and land, from St. John on the seaboard up to the An hon. MEfBER Speak for yourself
boundary between Quebec and New Brunswick, to connect Mr. IRYINK. There is no hon, gentleman iu the iouse
St. John with the railway system west. We were more servile than thebon. gentleman who ad "Oh 1" juet
obliged to do that in our own defence. An arrange.
ment was entered into for the construction of that
road between the Province of Quebec and the Province The.CHAIRMAN. The bon. gentleman is ont of order
of New Brunswick, and Quebeo agreed to build lier to say that any hon, gentleman is servile. 1 mut ask Mm
portion of it if New Brunswick would build to to withdraw the expression.
the boundary lin.. Our portion of it is built
to Bdmundston, but instead of the Province of Mr. IRVINE. I will witidraw it, Sir, if you will men-
Quebec finishing those eighty-six miles, as she agreed tion the name of the gentleman to whom I referr.d. I did
to do, this Dominion Government has come to her not mention any hon, gentleman,'snare. I do not know
rescue and offered a subsidy of $6,400 a mile for that pur. the hon. gentleman who said "Oh," but if yeMr. Chair-
pose. So, Sir, instead of having one line, we are to have man, will mention hie name, I will withdraw the expres.
three lines of railway competing with each other. When sion. Certainly if I have violated any rule of order I muht
the Rivière du Loup line is built, that is to compete withdraw it, but not otherwise.
with the Intercolonial Railway ; when we have subsi-
dised the Short Line, that is to compete with the Inter- An hon. 1EMBER. Withdraw.
colonial Railway. These hon. gentlemen who made such
a blunder before, now come down and subsidise two Mr. IRVINE. Withdraw what, Sir?
more lines to compete witb one they have already built; An hon. MEMBE4. Withdraw your presence.
but there is a worse state of things than that. It is with
shame that I refer to it ; it gives me pain to refer to it.
What is that, Mr. Chairman ? It is simply this : I seemeo long. 1 did not intend to say npleasant thinge. 0f
before me the smiling countenance of the Minister of course 1 wish te make this Parliament as pleasant as can
Railways ; I am told lie had an interest in this Short Lineb., se that hon. gentlemen may have smiling faces. I do
Railway, and what did the hon. gentleman do three years net care to bo addressing wry faces. 1 tiank you for the
ago ? Like a good man, like an hon. gentleman, the Gov- kind manner in which you have borne with me.
ernment came to his rescue, and gave him $3,200 a mile for
putting t.l rails on a road that wus already running. Mr. RING. I have a few words to say with regard to

The HATRMAN. You must not open up that discussion.

Mr. IRVINE. They have gone ail over the world, and
I am not worse than the rest. That hon. gentleman, it was
said, put into his pockets $150,000 Of the money belonging
to the people of this country. Now, Mr. Chairman, if 1
named that act properly out of doors-it might not be
proper for me to name it here-I would catl it a mean
swindle-that is what I would cai it out of doors. That is
a transaction an honest Government would not have done,
and an honest party would not have sanctioned. I think
the better way, Mr. Chairman, is to call everything by its
right name. That was done to cover up something that
was outside the line of honest conduct on the part of the
Government, or on the part of an individual.

The CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman is out of order.

Mr. IRVINE. I admit, Sir, that this qsuestion is not
properly before the Chair, but I have not gone a bit further
than other hon. gentlemen. I have probably said enough.
I do not think it makes much diference how much or how
littie is said in this House.

Mr. WIGLE. Then sit down.

Mr. IRVINE. I will sit down when I like. The hon.
gentleman did not ait down when he made a declaration
that he sat in this House ail last year and took his pay,
when he wa out canvassing.

Mr. WIGLE. Do you want to discuss that ?

Mr. IRVINE. You can discus it, Sir. What I meant
to say La that it does not make the slightest difference, for
me or any other hon, gentleman, to speak in this House,
becanse it is an acknowledged fact, I believe, that, no
matter how eloquent a man may be, no matter how truthful
he may be, or how logicWal he may be, no man bas ever yet

this policy of subsidising branch Unes of the intercolonial
Railway. I was pleased to-night when the Minister of
Fishories rose to his feet and gave his sanction in most un-
qualifled terms to the proposition before the House. The
Intercolonial Railway, as most members of this Houe
know, is not confined to Nova Scotia, but it also traverses a
large portion of the Province of New Brunswick. Very
early after the completion of that road the people of New
Brunswick feit that it wouuld be in their interest to secure
branch lines to connect them wvith the main line of rail-
ways, and an application was made to this Parliament for
aid. The policy of the late Government was to assist
branch lines, by giving old rails that were taken off the
Intercolonial Railway. That policy, if I am not greatly mis-
taken, was opposed by the Conservative party in this House.
But sinee that time, the business of constructing branch
lines of the Intercolonial has been carried on to a large
extent in the Province of New Brunswick, and to-day, we
have no less than seven or eight lines of railway, varying
from ten to 118 miles in length, connected with that road.
Those branches have ail been built by aid received from the
Provincial Government and from private sources, with the
exception of the small grant of $3,200 per mile, given te
two or three of them. In the aggregate, the Province has
built 300 miles of feeders to the Intercolonial. If the state-
ments made to-night are anywhere near the mark, the whole
amount of aid received for the 300 miles would not exceed
that proposed to be given to thee eighteen miles at Pictou.
I shahl be pleased to hear that the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries will see that justice is don. to the Province
of New Brunswick in future, and that in the construction
of any further branch lines to the Intercolonial, the
Province will be treated as well as the people of the town
of Pictou are being treated in regard to the building of
a branch line. We find the Dominion Government have
given New Brunswick 83,200 per mile towards feeders to
the Intercolonial ; and yet this Pictou Branch can b.
rogarded in no other light than as a branoh of the Inter.
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colonial. On what principles does the Government-propose
to deal with branch lines of the Intercolonial ? There
should be some settled policy so that in the Province of
New Brunswick we should not be expected to build branch
lines with the aid of $3,200 per mile while Pictou is reoeiv-
ing from $18,000 to $20,000 a mile for a branch railway. I
was anxious to call the attention of the Minister of Marine
to this phase of the subject as I am sure ho will be.prepared
in theii future to stand up for the rights of his Province as ho
should do. I might go further and say that this Govern-
ment measure is opening a very wide door. The time is
not far distant when the Province of New Brunswick will
be able to claim that it -should -be recouped for all the
expenditure it has made on feeders to the Interoolonial. If
in the future it is to be the polioy of the Government
to build branch lines in Nova Scotia and pay the cst
of operating them, while the people of New Brunswick
have to contribute their private means and local funds for
the construction of similar lines, the:poople of NewaBruns.
wick should know it. The Minister of Marine thinks the
member for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) has,
to-night, given hirn a peg to hang hie hat on. I know the
hon. Minister found very great difficulty in reconciling
some statements he made in regard to the Short Line Rail.
way at his election, and one of the great cries at that elec-
tion and at another eleotion which ocourred since was that
the leader of the Opposition (Kr. Blake) had opposed the
Short Line Railway. I have -been in Parliament quite as
long as the Minister of Marine and if the leader of the
Opposition ever opposed the Short Lino Railway I have
yet to be satisfied on that point.

Mr. FOSTER. Ho voted againast it.

Mr. KING. I recollect when the subject was firet intro-
duced, and if reforence is made to Ransard it will be found
that he said ho was glad that the Tory party had at last
come to their senses and were prepared to give the Mari-
time Provinces a short commercial line.

Mr. FOSTER. He spoke in favor of it and voted against
it.

Mr. KING. The hon. gentleman does not need me to
defend him, but if it were necessary I could do it. I might
say thatwhat ho opposed was the whole scheme which
proposed other subsidies than that of the Short Lino, eub
idies of the character asked to-night, and of course he had
to vote against the whole. At the same time he spoke as
I have mentioned, as will ho found on reference to Han-
aard. So that charge cannot be laid at the door of the
leader of the Opposition, It did service however in New
Brunswick and I dare say it wili do service again, and per-
haps the remarks of the hon. member for South Huron (Sir
Richard Cartwright) may be a satisfaction to the Minister
of Marine. I think ho will require all the advantage ho
can derive from them.

Bill reported.

Mr. POPE moved that the Bill be read the third timeto
morrow.

Sir RICHARD CARl'WRIGHT. I am not satisfied with
the explanations given, and I move that the Bill be referred
to the Standing Committee on Railways, 0anals and Tele-
graph Lines.

Amendment negatived.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreod to; and the House adjuedsat i1210 aam.,
Saturday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAT, I2th April, 1886.

The EPspm took the Chair at Three o'clock.

P~mRBs.
FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 95) to incorporate the Victoria and Sault Ste.
Marie Junction Railway Company.-(Mr. Dawson.)

MAJOR-.GENERAL MIDDLETON.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have received from Major-General
Middleton a communication acknowledging the receipt of
the resolutions adopted by this Rouse on Friday, the 17th
of July last, and expressing, on behalf of himself and his
colleagues, their appreciation and thanks for the great
honor done them by-the said resolutions.

PROTECTION OF NAVIGABLE WATERS.

'Mr. POSTER, in moving for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 96) respecting the Protection of Navigable Waters,
said: The Bill is mainly an adaptation of the law as it at
present existe, with some change in the verbiage, and two
or three new sections, or parts of sections, added. To sec-
tion 1 is added a sub-section defining the word "owner,"
making the owner of a vessel to mean the registered owner.
Section 2 las in it an addition, to the end that if a vessel is
wrocked, or sinks, or is lying in the course of a navigable
water, the. owner of it, as long as it remains there, shall
place a signal by day and a light by night, to give notice
of its position, so as to prevent danger to passing vessels.
Section 3 empowers the Minister of Marine and Fisheries
to place such signal and light, in default of the owner, or
the person in charge of the vessel, doing so. Section 4 has
little or no change-the change in it enabling the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries to take out from the proceeds of
the sale of such wreck or vessel, the expense which the
Department bas incurred in placing the signal or light.
Then, in section 7, there is an amendment which adds
"navigable waters " to "navigable streams," which is meant
to protect them from sawdust, or rubbish, or other dele.
terions substances. The law, at prosent, simply has refer-
ence tW navigable streains, but there -are many baye that
run up into the land, which are valuable for their fisheries;
and mill rubbish, sawdust, or other deleterious substances
being placed in them, makes the water injurious to fish.
The amendments are also made for the purposes of naviga-
tion.

Mr. MILLS. How about vessels that are totally wreked?

Mr. FOSTER. The law, as it at present exists, provides
for the removal of the wreck either by the person or, in
default of the person doing it, by the Government.

Mr. DAVIES. It does not touch the question of the con-
struction of piers and wharves ?

Mr. FOSTER. It does not. It is just to cover the chan-
nels of navigable streams.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Mr. KIRK. Before the Orders of the Day are called I
desire to direct your attention, Mr. Speaker, and the atten-
tion of the House, to a matter which has just come ander my
notice. I find, with respeet to a debate which occurred on
a motion moved by myself for papers and correspondence
in regard to botter terme in t Provinoe cf Nova Scotia,
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that this debate is published with intrpolations and correc-
tions under the official heading of the Debates of the House
of Commons. This is done for the purpose of ereating
a false impression, and for the purp of giving
the authority of this Houe to that fals. impression.
I have the paper here. It is under the official head-
ing : " House of Commons Debates; Fourth Session, Fifth
Parliament, 49 Victoria. Better terme to Nova Scotia. The
insincerity of the Grits exposed. Only one from Ontario
and one from Quebec in favor of better terme to Nova
Scotia. The member for Guysboro' caught in his own
trap by Cameron (Inverness) and McDougall (Cape
Breton)." I do not complain at all of the report having
been printed, but I have a zight to complain that false
statements of this character are made under the headingof
the Official Debates of the Iouse of Commons. The
impression made here, or sought to be made, is that but one
Grit from Ontario and one Grit fron Quebec voted in favor
of botter terms, that all the rest of the Grite from ail the
Provinces voted against better terme; but it does net point
out that every member of the Government, and every
supporter of the Government, except a few supporters from
Nova Scotia, voted against better terme also. 1, therefore,
complaia that the Official Debates of theR ouse are made to
convey a faise impression to the people of Nova Scotia in
this regard. The division is also purported to be given,
but it is not fully given, as it only givesr thei names o those
who voted for the amendment of the hon. member for Inver-
ness (Mr. Cameron), and the names of those who voted
againât it are suppressed in order to deceive the people.

Mr. SPEAKER. I presume the hon. member i not read-
ing from the official report?

Some hon. MEMBER. No, no.
Mr. KIRK. It purports to be the official report.

under the heading ofI" House of Commons Debates."
An hon. MEMBER. On what date?
Mr. KIRK. ist April.

It is

Mr. SPEAKER. It is most improper to use the official
reports of the debates to convey statements of this kind, and
to have them printed by the parliamentary printers. It is
most improper, I say, for the parliamentary printers to
publieh statements of th a kind. I shall call the attention
of the Chairman of the Hansard Committee o the fact.
This paper purports to be a report-

Mr. WIIITE (Cardwell). Does. it not purport to be the.
speech of an hon. member ?

Mr. SPEAKER. It purports to be the offieiel report
printed by the parliamentary printers of the Houe e of
Commons.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Ie it not a speech of an hon.
member ?

Mr. SPEAKER, No; it is a most improper proceed-
ing for any person to use the official titles in that way.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). There is only tis to be said:
It has been perfectly well understood, ever since we had an
offcial report, that any member could get a number of
copies of his own speech printed in Hansard form from the
parlismentary printers at a certain price. This appears to
b. the speech of an hon. member who obtained copies of
hie speech in the ordinary way, and sent them out in the
ordinary way. This i don. every day.

Mr. BÉCHARD. It is the practice, whe an ho*. men-
ber's speech is printed, to have it printed as it was spoken,
and an hon. member assumes the. responsibility of taking
it from the official report of the House; but to have a
speech published in the way this has been published is an
putrage. Yeu, 1fr. Speaker, have stated thaat you will Qall

the: attention of the, Chairman of the Debates Committen to
this prooeeding. I observe that the Chairman of theO nm-
mittee in not in hie place; but, as a member of that com-
mitte., I assure you, Sir, and this House, that the attention
of the committee will be called to this proceeding.

Mr. WHITE (Cardweil). I know, as an ex-member of
the Debates Committee, that it is part of the contract wit.
the parliamentary printers that copies of the speeches of
members shall be supplied at a particular price. The hon.
member for Inverness (Mr. Cameron) evidently got his
speech printed in the ordinary way, as hon. members are
doing every day.

Mr. VAIL. The hon. member cannot point to an instance
of this kind that has previouely occurred in connection with
the Debates of this House. No man has put in hie own
views after the speech was delivered. It is a very common
practioe to have a number of copies struck off by members
when Ransard is being printed for book form, but no one
would pretend te insert anything but what has been stated
in this House.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). That is what has been said.

Mr. VAIL. It has a different heading. It contains
statements at variance with the facts; and it really sup-
presses what is the truth in regard to the vote which was
taken.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I suppose the question
is really one for the Debates Committee and not for the
House at all. I would not have spoken except for the cir-
cumstance that the hon. member for Gaysboro' (Mr. Kirk),
in the course of his statement, gave a very strange version
as to what took place in the House. He said every member
of the Government voted against better terme to Nova
Scotia. There was no such question before theR ouse.
There was a question put to the House by the hon. member
for Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk) as to whether certain papers
should be brought down to the House or not. An amend-
ment was moved expressing the opinion of the House upon
the repeal of a certain clause of a statute. The resolution
would not have effected the repeal, and I preferred to vote
for the hon. member' sown motion to bring down the paper,
although he did not want to vote for it himself. No one
voted against better terme.

Mr. KIRK. That ie the very thing of which I complain.
It is not I who say that every member of the Government,
and those who support them, except the few members from
Nova Scotia, voted against better terme. The heading cf
this paper points- out that every Grit except twe voitd
against better terms. I pointed out the fact that if they
did so, every member of the Government, and every mem-
ber supporting the Government, did the same thing. But
that paper s miisleading, it is intended to deceive, and the
printers of the- Officiai Debates of the Houe are made the
instruments of impressing upon the minds of the people that
such votes were given in the ouse; and all this was done
for the purpose of deceiving the people.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). 1 eall attention to the fact that
the hon. member for Huron (Mr. Cameron) did exactly the
same with respect to hie speech on the Riel debate. I fid
that report has the imprint of MacLean, Roger & Co,
Parliamentary Printers, Wellington St., Ottawa.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). No.

Mr. KIRK. This is not only a speech delivered by the
hon. member for Inverness (Mr. Cameron), but it purports
to give also my speech. Whether this is done correctly or
not I do net know; but I have good reason to believe that
my own remarks have been changed from tbhose which were
delivered,
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Mr. SPEAKER. I shall call the attention of the Hansard

Oommittee to the matter, and allow themi to adopt a rule
in future as to whether hon. members shall be allowed to
circulate speeches prepared in this manner, and whother it
is the proper practice.

Mr. BOWELL. The only difference botween those two
speeches that this House or the committee would have to
consider, is, as to whether gentlemen delivering speeches in
this House should be permitted to take another gentleman's
speech and the published proceedings as found in the official
report of the Debates, and circulate them amongst his con-
stituents or anywhere else, or whether ho is teobe permit-
ted simply to do as Mr. Cameron has done, put at the head
of his speech the words "Speech of Mr. Cameron, M.P., on
the subject of the execution of Louis Riel," or whether ho
should be allowed to state in the way of a preface-or
whatever you might choose to call it-what is in those
speeches.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. BOWELL. Is not that the question before the

House? I am only putting the position of the matter, and
what are hon. gentlemen contradicting ? I simply ask the
question, whether a gentleman is to be permitted to use the
official name of the printers to any speech ho may circulate,
or whether ho may be permitted in addition to show at the
head of it what the report contains. The question is, if ho
puts such words as I have read at the head and follows im-
mediately with the official report, as he finds it in the Ban-
sard, is ho to ho permitted to do that, with the name of the
official printers added to it ? There certainly can be no
objection to his putting what he pleases to what he de-
livers in his speech indicating what it contains, providing
ho does not put at the bottom the names of the offioial
printers.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Put what ho finds in the
speech.

Mr. BOWELL. I said nothing about that.

Mr. BÉCHARD. Provided it does not appear as being
the official report of the House, because thon it would be
misleading.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). My speech has been referred
to, but it is precisely as it was printed, and there is put at
the head of it this heading: "S Speech of M. C. Cameron on
the execution of Louis Riel." Bt this other gives a false
impression ; a false impression lies on the face of it, because
it gives to the world these words as the utterances of Par-
liament, printed by the parliamentary printers : "Botter
terms for Nova Scotia-The insincerity of the Grits ex
posed-Only one from Ontario and one from Quebec in
favor of botter terms for Nova Scotia -The member for
Guysboro' caught in his own trap by Cameron (Inverness) and
McDougall (Cape Breton)." Yet we find that a Minister of
the Crown, the Minister ofInterior, justifies that proceeding;
it is quite the proper thing, from his point of view. I say
it is a scandal on Parliament and on the Printing Com-
mittee to allow it to ho done, and I challenge him to point
to another instance giving such a false impression, giving
such a document with a false garb lying on the face of it,
and apparently with the sanction of Parliament and the
Queena printers ; and the hon, gentleman thinks that Ils
right.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Hear, hear.
Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). I desire to give a word of

explanation. I am responsible for the heading on the
Hansard, if it be the Ransard, for I went into the printing
office and gave them that heading. There is not a word in
that heading which is either mislcading or unfair to any
person.

Mx. IL

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh !
Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). The hon. member for

Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk) endeavored to mislead the people of
the Province of Nova Scotia to believe that they could
secure botter terms for Nova Scotia if the party at present
in power were defeated. My object was to show that botter
terms for that Province were not favored in this House, and
that for many years proviously we had repeatedly passed
through the ordeal of endeavoring to secure them botter
terms. I showed that any concessions made to Nova Scotia
were made by the party now in power in this House.

Mr. KIRK. Is this in order ?
Mr. SPEAKER. Yes; the hon. gentleman is in order, as

this matter was referred to in the discussion.
Mr. CA.MERON (Inverness). I spoke. with regard to the

botter terms for Nova Saotia; I showed the insincerity of
the Grits, the speeches of whom are published here; I gave
them the whole discussion; I gave them the whole divi-
sion-

Mr. KIRK. No, no.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). The whole division of
those who supported better terme is given here, and the
object was to let the people of the Province of Nova Scotia
see how many members of this Parliament would concede
any botter terms to that Province than they had already
received. There is not a word changed by me nor by the
Hansard people, so far as I know. But for the heading I
am responsible, and I have as much right to put a heading
to this as the great leader of the Opposition to put on his
speech such a heading as this: "Ministers on trial-Was
the execution of Riel necessary or proper-Mr. Blake's great
judgments-Delivered in the House of Commons of Canada
on the 19th of March, 1886."

Mr. LANDERKIN. And where printed?

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). I say that the heading of
my speech is equally as honest, equally as fair, and it gives
the whole discussion on the question. But is that done in
this case? It is not intended to mislead anyone in con-
nection with that discussion, or to refuse fair play to
opponents; the whole discussion is given, and the people of
the Province of Nova Scotia who will read it, will find that
nothing but justice was done. Here is another speech with
a heading, and who authorised this heading ?-" lHouse of
Commons Debates-Speech of Kr. Wilfred Laurier, M.P., on
the Riel question, delivered in the House of Commons, at
Ottawa, March 16th, 1886." There is the official heading,
"flouse of Commons Debates." I say that that is exactly
a parallel case, and yet we find hon. gentlemen opposite
clamoring just because we have been following their
example. But that is the policy they have always pursued
ever since I have had a seat in this House; it is a policy
which has kept them in a minority and will in future leave
them in a more miserable minority than they are now.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon.gentleman may have suoceeded
in'deceiving himself into believing that a document par-
porting to¯be printed at a private printing offce purperts,
in any sense, to be official, in the same sense as one which
purporta to come from the Queen's Printer and has the
official heading of the Debates of this House. A member
who goes to the Free Pres offce, or to the CNtizen, or the
Montreal Gazette, or any other office, can print what he
likes and give what heading ho likes. The speeches of the
Hon. Mr. Blake and of Mr. Laurier, to which ho refers,
were printed at private printing offioes; they did not profess
to be the official reports; but the speech of the hon. mem-
ber for Inverness, under the guise of an officiai report-

Mr. CAMERON (Inverneus). No.
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Mr. DAVIES. Yes; it is headed: "fHouse of Commons

Debates, 4th Session, 5th Parliament;" and at the end it is
stated: "Printed by MacLean, Roger & Co., Parliamen,
tary Printers." It is printed in a form to deceive, and
with the object of deceiving.

Mr. SPEAKER. Order. 1 do not think the hon. gentle-
man should state it was printed with the object of
deceiving.

Mr. DAVIES. I said printed with the object of deceiv-
ing-not by the hon. gentleman; we are talking of the
printing by the printers.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. DAVIES. If the hon. gentleman has stated here that

he did not intend to deceive anybody by the document, we
accept his statement. But does the hon. gentleman mean
to say that there are not hundreds and thousands of people
who, reading that report, would believe it to be the proper
official report.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). So it is.
Mr. DAVIES. The hon. member for Cardwell (Mr.

White) says, "eso it is." Does he mean to say that the
words : "The insincerity of the Grits exposed " is part of
the official report ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). No, they are not.
Mr. DAVIES. It is under the official heading "lHouse

of Commons Debates, 4th Session, 5th Parliament." Then
it says : "Only one from Ontario and one from Quebec in
favor of better terms for Nova Scotia." In the first place
the statement is not true--

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). It is true.
Mr. DAVIES. In the next place, it is printed under the

guise and form of the official report, and this document,
which is so calculated to deceive, has the imprimatur of a
Minister of the Crown-the Minister of the Interior-who
says it is ail right. Well, that may be his idea of party
exigencies, but it is not mine.

THE NORTH-WEST DISTURBANCE-RECOGNITION
OF SERVICES.

Mr. ROSS asked, Is it the intention of the Government
to recognise in a suitable manner the services rendered by
teamsters and other non.combatants in the various engage-
ments during the late North-West rebellion?

Sir ADOLPHRE CARON. The teamsters have been paid
for their services. They were not enrolled in the militia.
Ali who were enrolled in the militia are entitled to land
grants.

Mr. ROSS asked, Is it the intention of the Government to
issue scrip to the Prince Albert Volunteers ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. This corps was organised by
the North-West Mounted Police and maintained under
their control, and as such they were not entitled to land
grants. The advisability of giving them land grants is
now being considered by the Government.

Mr. ROSS asked, Do the Government propose to pension
the volunteers wounded at the Duck Lake fight ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. These claims are also now
under the consideration of the Government.

Mr. CAMEBON (Middlesex) asked, Is it the intention of
the Government to recognise the services of any of the
non-combatants who participated in the field operations in
the North-West, by grants of scrip or land similar to those
granted the enrolled volunteers thon on service ?
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Sir ADOLPHE CARON. That question bas been already
answered by the answer I gave to my hon. friend.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). That did not cover al
cases. This question asks if it is intended to recogniso the
services of any of the non-combatants ?

Sir ADOLPRE CARON. The non-combatants who were
enrolled are entitled to land scripe. The cases of those who
served without being regularly enrolled are now being con-
sidered by the Government.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-AGREEMENT
WITH NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILWAY.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. EDGAR) asked, Did the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company enter into any agreement with
the lessees of the Northern Pacifie Railway providing for
through rates and fares and proper traffle arrangements as
required by the agreement of 12th April, 1884, under which
the Government granted the subsidy of 812,000 per mile
for the construction of the railway from Gravenhuret to
Callander ? If such agreement has not been executed, why
has it not been done ?

Mr. POPE. No such agreement has been entered into.
It was provided by the contract that "this clause shall
have no effect unless the Canadian Pacifie Railway Com-
pany shall, within six months from this date, enter into
such an agreement." There has been no agreement.

PIER AT FATHER POINT.

Mr. GAULT asked, Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to place a sum in the Estimates for the erection of a
deep-water pier at Father Point ?

Sir HEC'TORLANGEVIN. Petitions from ship owners,
especially steamship owners, have lately been prosented to
the Government on this matter; and it is now engaging the
attention of the Government. I do not know what will be
the decision.

LOTS ON LACHINE CANAL BASINS.

Mr. GAULT asked, Is it the intention of the Government
to lease, by auction or otherwke, the lots on the Basins in
the Lachine Canal ? And, if so, when is the sale likely to
take place?

Mr. POPE. It is the intention of the Government to
lease the lots on the Lachine Canal Basins very soon. I
think perhaps the advertisement has been issued.

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY EXPENDITURE.

Mr. HOLTON asked, By what amount has the expondi.
ture on account of the Geological Survey during the present
financial year exceeded the sum voted for that purpose, and
how has such deficit been provided for?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). It is impossible to state exactly
by what amount the expenditure on account of the Geologi-
cal Survey during the present financial year exceeds the sum
voted for that purpose until the close of the financial year.
It is, however, estimated that the amount will be about
$18,400, which amount has been -provided by Governor
General's warrant. I ought to say, however, as has been
explained to me by Dr. Dawson, that the payments pro-
perly chargeable to former years, but which have been
going over from year to year and made in the present
financial year, will amount to about $18,700, so that I fancy
the expenditure of the present year will be about equal to
the estimate.
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THE CASE OF LOUIS RIEL-PETITIONS FROM PRO- logs and other lumber free from export duty, in case the
VINCIAL GOVERNMENTS. proposed tariff changes in the United States should become

law admitting sawn lumber free from duty when imported
Mr. H oACKETT (for Mr. TAscanoAu) nalked, Whether from countries not collecting an export duty on loge or

the Dominion received from any of the Provincial Govern- lumber ?
ments a petition asking that the sentence pronounced against Mr. MoLELAN. That is being considered by the Gov-Louis Riel shouldn o carried outernment.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). No.

SAVINGS BANKS DEPOSITS.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. MULocK) asked, What is the aggre-
gate amount of deposits amounting in each case to $1,500,
or upwards, on deposit, on the lt of January, 1886, in the
Government Savings Banks and Post Office Savings Banks,
respectively ?

Mfr. McLELAN. It is impossible to give an answer to this
question without an enormous amount of labor, as all the
accounts would have to be examined. The roturns are
completed only up to the 30th of June, 1885, which we
could give with some considerable labor; but there are no
monthly or quarterly returns made up, by which we could
give an answer to the question without going through
400,000 or 500,000 accounts.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. MuLoCK) asked, What is the aggre-
gate amount of deposits amounting in each case to $1,000,
or upwards, on deposit, on the lst of January, 1886, in the
Government Savings Banks and Post Office Savings Banks,
respectively ?

Mr. McLELAN. The answer is the same.

FACTORY LEGISLATION.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. MULoCK) asked, Is jt the intention
of the Government during the present Session to intro-
duce a Factory Act, or any legislation affecting the employ-
ment of labor in manufactories ?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). The matter has been
brought recently to the attention of the Government by
some correspondents, but a conclusion bas not .yet been
reached about it.

REPENTIGNY WHARF EXPENDITURE.

Mr. HURTEAU asked, What is the amount expended
for the work of excavation done at Repentigny, with a view
to the construction of a wharf? Has an ostimate been made
of the work required to finish the same ? Is it the inten-
tion of the Government to complote the work ? If so, when ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The amount which has
been expended on this work is 81,050. To complote it to a
depth of nine feet of water will require a f urther expendi-
ture of $5,000.

CENTRAL BOARD OF AGRICULTURE.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny) asked, Whether it is the
intention of the Government, in organising the Central
Board of Agriculture, to appoint, in conjunction with the
entomologits already appointed, a French entomologist
capable of meeting more effectually the wants of all the
farmers of the Dominion ?

Mr. CARLING. There is no Central Board named at
present; but should the Government decide to appoint one,
the party referred to will have every consideration,

FREE EXPORT OF LUMBER.

Mr. IVES asked, Does the Government intend to obtain
power at the present Session to permit the export of saw

Mr. WRITE (Cardwell).

- HALF-BREED CLAIMS.

Mr. LANDERKIN.moved for-
Return giving the report of Matthew Ryan and J. M. Hachar, the

commissioners who were appointed to investigate the half-breed laims
to land in the North-West la the year 1877.

He said: I see by the return brought down, in reply to a
motion of last Session, that these gentlemen were appointed
to investigate the claims of the half-breeds in either 1876
or 1877. The claims of the half-breeds were known and
duly considered by the Government of that day, who were
alive to the importance of the matter. They appointed a
commission, which, 1 presume, reported in 1877 or 1878. I
would like to see their report, as no doubt it will furnish a
vast amount of information, and tend to show the people
that the Government of that day was alive to its duty.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). There was no formal report,
but they sent down several memorandums and liste, which
will be brought down, with any remarks that may be
attached to them.

Motion agreed to.

NORTH-WEST FLYING COLUMN.

Mr. WATSON moved for:
Copies of all correspondence between the Government and the Gov-

ernment officials in Manitoba or the North-West Territories, or any
other person or persons, concerning or relating to the proposed des-
patching of a military expedition into the Territories, with a view of
preserving the peace, or for any other purpose.

He said : Some time ago it was stated that the Government
intended sending out a flying column to the North-West.
I think, in the first place, a great mistake was made in
proposing to send out such an expedition. If tho Govern-
ment intended to increase the forces, the increase should be
a permanent one. The Government have, however, I believe
since made up their minds not to send the flying column ;
and, inasmuch as they made a mistake in proposing to send
it and in informing the Indians, tbrough Mr. Dewdney, that
it would be sent-Mr. Dewdney asking the Indians to make
preparations to receive the column quietly and give no
grounds for any disturbance-now the effect of this column
not going will be to disturb the Indians. The Indians are
now of opinion that the Government are afraid to send ont
the column. It is always a great mistake on the part of the
Government to make any proposition of this nature and
not carry it ont. I would suggest that before the Govern-
ment come to any decision in a matter of this kind, they
should consider it wisely, and not first publish their
intention to the Indians and then fail to carry it out.
I therefore move that all correspondence in connection with
this matter be laid on the Table.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I am quite sure the hon, gen-
tleman will join with the Government in congratulating
the country upon the fact that it became unnecessary to
send out the column. The facts indicated to the Govern-
ment convinced us that the flying colamn was not required.
It was the duty of the Militia Department to be prepared
for any possible emergency, and the column, had it been
required, could have been sent at a very short notice, as it
could be sent to-morrow. But I cannot agree with the hon.
gentleman in considering it advisable to bring down the
information which came to the Government, and upon which
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the Government acted, in taking the necessary measures to
have a flying column ready in case of necessity. A good deal
of this information is of a strictly confidential
character, and I do not consider that now, when
the country knows that it is no longer consid-
ered necessary to take any further measures for the
protection of the North-West, it would be advisable to pro-
duce papers, the production of which might have a bad
effect in many cases. A good deal of information is com-
municated by people living in that distUict, and who con-
sidered they were fulfilling their duty to the Government
by putting the Government in possession of any facts
whieh might be of use in arriving at a conclusion as to the
measure of protection required. It would not be advisable
to give the names of these people who have to live in the
North-West Territory, and their communications. I do not
consider it advisable, therefore, to bring down the papers
the hon. gentleman requires.

Mr. WATSON. I think we should insist upon the
papers being placed before the House, as it bas been said
repeatedly by members in this flouse that residents in the
North-West Territory were the cause of exciting the In-
dians and half-breeds, and were thus partly the cause of the
rebellion. 1Ow, I think if there are any charges of that
kind to be made, if there are any men living in the Terri-
tories who have communicated such inf rmation to the
Government, their names ought to be made known, and
those gentlemen ought to be dealt with. It is unfair that
a large number of people in the North-West should be ac-
cused of rebellious sentiments, should be accused as traitors
to the country, and those who give information that they
are not villing to back up by having thoir names made
public, should be exposed. 1 think, for the very reason
given by the hon. gentleman, this correspondence should be
laid before the House. It is well known that for the past
year such charges have been made in this House by
supporters of the Government against people in the
North-West, and it is unfair that all the residents of that
country should lie under this stigma. I do not know
of any white men in the North-West who are more rebel-
lious, probably, than the parties who gave this information
to the Government, and the chances are that if the names
of these parties are laid before this House, they will be found
to be mon who expected to get a little more plunder out of
the Government by transporting these troops, and furnish-
ing them with supplies. I know myself that mon have been
waiting around Ottawa and lobbying here in an endeavor to
obtain contracts for furnishing transport and supplies to a
flying column to be sent to the North-West, andlI think the
names of those men ought to be made publie. In the
firest place I think the names of those who started the
movement of having this expedition sent out, should
be laid before this House. I may say that the stockmen
living at Fort Macleod discussed this matter, and were
strongly opposed to a flying column visiting that country
and I believe that any gentleman who may have informed
the Government that it was necessary to send a flying
column in the first place was himself not very well posted.
Any person living in the North-West must know that the
Indians have little regard or fear of a flying column, or any
body of men travelling through that country in order to
make a little bit of show. If they were sincere in want-
ing more protection for that country they would have asked
for a permanent force or an increase in the Mounted Police.
For these reasons the louse should be made acquainted
with all ihe facts in connection with this flying column, and
the correspondenco should be laid before the fouse whereon
the Government based their proposition to do so.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I agree with my colleague
on my left that these papers should not b published. I
think the hon. gentleman cannot have realised the position

of the parties who may have informed the Government
from time to time of the state of feeling in the Territories,
and outside, amongst the half-breeds &ad the Indian. The
hon. gentleman should see at once that If officiats and others
have been employed by the Government to obtain infbrma-
tion from various quarters, it would be improper to make
their names public. Therefore, thoir communications must
be considered privileged, must be considered confidential,
and ought not to be brought down. That has been the
usual practice under similar circumstances. The hon. gen-
tle man, in saying that the Government did finally decide that
there.should be no flying column sent out to the North.
West, evidently bolieves that we made that decision after
carefully weighing and considering all the information that
wus brought to the Government. We have saved the country
a large expense in that way, and I think the flouse, as well
as the country, will see that the Government were perfectly
right in what they did. Of course, I know it may be a
matter of curiosity to have the names of certain parties
who might be compromised, but, on the whole, I think the
weight of rudence is against communicating those papers
to the pub je.

Mr. WATSON. I do not see why we should not bave the
information that has been given by public officials-for
instance, a communication from ieutenant-Governör
Dewdney cannot be considered as confidential. Of course,
when the Government say that there are papers that are
strictly confidential we are bound to accept their explana.
tion; but there must be some public documents in connee-
tion with the matter.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentleman must
see himself that Lieutenant-Governor Dewdney was not in
a position to go and seek for information himself; ho had
to employ people to do that, and in reporting to the Gov-
ernment ho must have reported the names of those parties,
their statements, and so on. Therefore, those communica-
tions are in the same position as those of other parties.

Motion negatived.

ASSISTED IMMIGRATION.

Mr. WILSON moved for:

Return showing the total number of assisted immigrants, and the
total number of unassisted immigrants who entered Canada in each
month of the calendar year 1885; such statement to show how many
of such immigrants were skilled artisans, unskilled artisans, farm
laborers and domestic servants, and the amonnt paid towards assisted
passages to each of said classes of immigrants during said year.

He said : In moving this resolution, I desire to call the
attention of the House to the manner in which we have
been expending money for immigration purposes. While Iam
quite willing that any reasonable amount should be expended
for this purpose, I am certainly not of opinion that at the
present time we ought to incur any more liability for the
purpose of bringing immigrants to Canada, where, it is
admitted by all who have an opportunity of knowing, the
labor market is already overstocked. I would hesitate to
say a single word against the utility of any country obtain-
ing as great a population as possible. I believe we have in
this country useful and valuable citizens who have been
brought out here as immigrants from the Old Country; and
while I cheerfully recognse their merits, I feel at the same
time that we ought to consider seriously whether our Immi-
gration Bureau is performing services that are really useful to
the country. I am well aware that for the last year a
smaller amount hus been expended on immigration pur.
poses than in the previous year. I am als perfectly aware
that the present Minister of Agriculture, in his perambula-
tions through the country, bas taken the opportunity to
address public hedtings where ho has displayed an
ability and an eloquence boyond *hàt we had previously
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supposed him to posess. But I ask you, Mr. Speaker, did
he take a strai ghtforward course, that honest course a
Minister of the Crown ought to have taken when ho was
before these public audiences, and tell them plainly that,
although not a very large amount was paid directly in
the way of assisted passages, yet a large sum in-
deed was being expended for immigration purposes.
That is one reason why I complain of him, and i complain
further that he should take an opportunity of writing to
the various labour organisations letters which, if they were
intended to mean anything, were intended to mislead publie
opinion in regard to what the Governmont wore doing. A
Minister of the Crown ought to be fair and honest with the
whole country; he ought not, under any circumstances, to
convey a misleading impression to those to whom ho
writes. Although I should fool that the hon. gentle.
man was doing a proper duty if ho was bringing out a
reasonable number of immigrants for the amount of money
expended, his letter should show that the Government were
expending a large amount for immigration purposes and
thereby overstocking to a great extent the already
overstocked labor market of Canada. We fnd that bis
policy in reference to those labor organisations is
quite different from the policy announced by his
predecessor, the presont Minister of Railways. That
gentleman's doctrine seoms to have been that these labor
organisations were of no avail, but the present Minister has
roused himself from the lethargy of the previous Minister,
and thinks it is noecessary to conciliate these labor organi-
sations and to claim that ho has always been in sympathy
with them. Whorein has he ever shown that sympathy for
the laborers of this country ? Wherein has ho ever displayed
his interest in the welfare of the labor organisations or the
laboring classes ? Do we not all know that, day in and day
out, year in and year out, the course of this Government has
been to enhance the cost of everything which these mon
require for their maintenance? But, when the hon. gentle-
man placed his hand to the pen, ho said he had always been
in favor of those organisations. Unless I read bis letter,
you would hardly imagine that such a letter had been writ-
ton to these organisations, so I will read it and it will speak
for itself. I might imagine that his idea was to mislead
these organisations, but I will give him the bonefit
of the doubt, and suppose that ho was ignorant of his De-
partment, having so lately taken charge of it, and that he
was crammed by some official of that Department, and that,
in-consequence, this lotter was sent out. There is a labor
organisation in the town that I have the honor to
represent: it is called the Knights of Labor. At
that place there is a good Conservative who was rather
concerned as to the reports which were in circulation in
reference to the amounts that had been expended for immi-
gration purposes, and I suppose that, among other things,
he thought it was necessary to keep the faithful within the
fold satisfied that the present Government was doing nothing
but what was in the interests of the country, and thereby get
as many votes for itself as possible. So I find in the St. Thomas
Times, the hon. gentleman's organ, one that praised him so
highly when he paid a visit to our constituency not long
ago, and showed that the Government was in a very pros-
perous condition, that everything was progressing admir-
ably, and said that ho was most enthusiastically received
there, the following is the letter :-

"THE GOVERNMENT'S POLICY ON THE QUESTION OF ASSISTED
PASSAGES.

"Mr. A. B. Ingram, Vice-President aq the Tradeu and Labor Couneil, St
Thomas, Ont.:-

As I have already said, the hon. gentleman has an interest
in these councils now ; ho has an interest in their votes,
and ho thinks it will not be proper to do anything to
weaken his position in that view.

.ir WIeON.

" DEAn SnS,-I have te acknowledge your letter of the 5th instant, in
which you refer temy remarks in my address te the people of Dunn-
ville,"

It appears that our friend has been at Dunnville also as a
missionary, and has done something there.
" as reported in the Mail, on the subject of the relations between
trade and labor councils and immigration, as encouraged by the Do-
minion Government. You are quite right in supposing that my sym-
pathies are with an object having in view the protection of the interests
of workingmen."

Mr. CARLING. iHear, hear.
Mr. WILSON. My hon. friend says " hear, hear." That

is all he has ever done for them, to say "hear hear." I
would like to see a little more work and a little less
"hear, hear." It would be more beneficial for these labor
organisations.

" But I have noticed that some of their utterances in relation te
immigration, and especially in so far as it is encouraged by the Dominion
Government, have been erroneous."

You see he is very much concerned. He has heard the
rumor. He has heard somewhat of the rumbling, and it
was hard on the Government; so lie says:

" For instance, it is erroneous to assert as has been done, that any
policy or act of the Government of late years has had for effect to
bring out artisans or workmen of any sort to compete with those of this
country, and so cause a glut in the labor market, thereby lessening the
rate of wages. I find, aise, that what is called the 'assisted passage '
has been greatly misunderstood and also misrepresented. The passage
is not 'assisted1' to the individual in the manner commonly alleged ;
but it is simply an arrangement affected with certain steamship com-
panies, by which a cheapened or reduced rate of passage is afforded te
agricultural laborers, families of agricultural laborers and female
domestie servants, which is paid by them and not by the Government.
The rate is, moreover, strictly confined to the classes named by special
regulations made by the steamship companies, and none others can
obtain it,except by double fraud ; that is, first,by a frand of declaration
on the part of the intending emigrant himself, in which he is required
to specify what he is and where he has worked ; and, second, by a fraud
in the certificate of a minister of religion or magistrate as te the good
faith and truth of the declaration made. And, even as respects the class
of general laborers, when it was seen more then a year ago that the
Canadian Pacific Railway and other public works would cease te afford
employment for many thousands of men engaged in their construction,
special instruction was sent home te prevent this clase from obtaining
the advantage of the cheapened or so called 'assisted' passage, and
comparatively few of this claus have come, as compared with former
years."

I will agree with him that comparatively few immigrants
have come, compared with former years :

"Very few mechanica have come te Canada. If we take the test of
the port of Quebec, where alone there is a registration of trades and
callings, and where, with the exception cf a few at Halifax, all emi-
grants holding cheapened tickets. I have, however, reason te believe
that many of those who came successfully changed their callings and
became agriculturists. There are many cases of this kind in the North-
West. As regards agricultural laborers and female domestic servants,

I find from the reports of ail the Dominion agencies that there hai been
a steady and unsatisfied demand for this kind of labor, and I find the
same fact very strongly reported by the Bureau of Industries of the
Ontario Government last year."

In passing, I may state that I will have reason to refer to
that further on, but I will state that I have carefully looked
over these reports, and find them just the opposite of what
the hon, gentleman represents:

" I confine my letter simply to meeting the facts in issue, without
dwelling on any question of needs or advantages of increase of popula-
tion, especially in the North-West, where there is a vast unoccupied
country to fill up, or without dwelling on the fact, immigrants have
brought as much as $8,000,000 of money or money's worth into Canada
in a single year.

"1Believe me, etc.,

"OTTAWA, 6th Febrary." (Signed) "JOHN CARLING.

The House will observe by this letter that its whole tone
would have a tendency to mislead those who perused it,
and it did not give that information which the people really
desired. But I believe in the intelligence of the members
of those organisations, and my confidence that they are not
soasily misled as to be betrayed by a letter of this kind.
The hon. gentleman tried to convey the impression that
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none but agricultural laborers and domestic servants were displaced a similar number of our citizens and compelled
being assisted by the present Government, a statement them to go to another country. I am perfbetly wellwhich is entirely erroneous. Had not that hon, gentleman, aware that if I should say that in varions countiesat the time the letter was written, seen reports of the a large number of the people have left Canada andvarions speeches delivered by Sir Chas. Tupper in England, gone to the United States, the cry would be raised that Iin which he held out strong inducements to the people was disparaging our own country. If it be disparaging theof that country to come to Canada where they could improve country to tell the truth, I am perfectly willhng to meettheir condition and could obtain fullemployment? Was there the charge. I know whereof I speak, and I am able to saynot before his eyes at the time the speech made by that in the county which 1[have the honor to reprosent aSir John A. Macdonald? Not only so; but has not the very large number of the people have left and gone tehon. gentleman been a member of the Government suffici- Dakota and other parts of the United States, and at that
ently long to know that the various guide books scattered very time we were making a large expenditure for immi-broadcast in the Old Country contain advertisements gration purposes. I might rofer to the number of peopledeclaring that the Government granted assisted passages to who have left Canada and gone to the United States, and
emigrants to the Dominion of Canadu ? Did he not know show where they have gone, and show that all that time
at the very time the letter was written that the Beaver the Government were quite indifferent to the fact, and con-
line of steamships were publishing an advertisement, stating tinued to spend money for immigration purposes lavishly.
distinctly that arrangements were in force with the Govern- I can quite understand that there are a large number of the
ment, by which assisted passages were provided for emi- newspapers supporting hon. gentlemen opposite that
grants to Canada? With all those facts before him, and require subsidies. There was nothing more convenient
ample data to which le might have had recourse, I say that than to make large appropriations for immigra.
letter was not such a letter as should have been written. tion -purposes and devote a large part of the
But I suppose the hon. gentleman has changed his views, or money to pay a number of those newspapers.
the Government have changed their views since last Session We have for instance, my hon. friend, the Minister of Agri-
in regard te the course they intend to tako in connection culture, who has an organ in the city of London, thehu1e
with the various lqþor oaganisations. We had the matter Press, which does yoeman work for the hon. gentlemanand
under discussion when the Estimateswere before the House always supports him and his Government. It is always
in 1885. A discussion took place at that time as to the ready to say a good word for him, because we find
propriety of expending so much money, as was beirg ex. that in 1884.85 something over 810,000 was granted to that
pended during that year. The then Minister of Agriculture paper for printing and advertising. If you go to Montreal
(Mr. Pope) said : you will find there another paper, with which, of course, no

" Hon. gentlemen opposite may sneer at the men who have come out one in this Huse, no one connected with the Government,
to this country, and talk about labor unions. Are we going to adopt has anything to do. An appropriation was necessary to be
the policy because the labor unions say so 7 No. Ours will be a better kept up, and so that little paner, the Montreal gazette withand a broader policy, one I believe which the country requires. AI.
though there may be in Montreal and Toronto some labor unions, I am which of course no member o the Government las anything
satisfied to appeal to the comnon sense of the farmers who want labor- to do, directly or indirectly, roceived, according to the
ers and who will not believe in the nonsense of pandering to aset of men Auditor-General's report, between $6,000 and $8,000 forin towns." immiigration purposes, though, of course, it may have
I ask if the labor unions of 1885 did not ask that a less received other sums outside of that. But this much bas
sum of money be voted for immigration purposes; and yet paid that paper for advertising and printing pamphlets giv.
the thon Minister of Agriculture stated that it would b n information te pople in Canada and abroad. Other
pandering te th ions te reduce the amount. Aithough hpapersave received large sums for similar purposes. We
the hon. gentleman's predecessor announced his intention find that a much larger amount was expended for printing
of resistiæg their demands, the present Minister comes this and advertising than there i admitted to have been expended
year and asks for a less grant by $100,(100 for immigration on account of assisted Passages.
purposes ? Who is pandering now ? If it was wrong for
the Government to reduce the grant a year ago, is it not Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman should not refer
wrong to do so to-day ? The state of the la bor to questions other than the subject of lis motion, namely,
market a year ago wae very similar to what the question of assisted passages.
it is at the prosent time; and I ask this House Mr. WILSON. Certainly I do not wish in any way to
whether it does not appear, judging from that trespass on the rules of the House. My object is to show
letter and from the manner in which the Minister comes that the number of immigrants we have brought out to this
before the House this year to ask for a less grant, he is not country is not at all in proportion to the expenditure we have
pandering to the labor unions? I have every confidence in made for immigration purposes. I have no hesitation in
those labor unions. I lave ne hesitation lu saying here saying that, considering the condition of the labor market as
that they have rights and those rights should be conceded well as the financial condition of the Dominion,it is no longer
by the people to thom as the rights are conceded to any in the interests of Canada that we should keep up this ex-
other clas, and while we lave been protecting year after penditure, and I for one will be prepared to vote that we
year all the other classes, the labor classes have been expend no further sums for immigration purposes. I hope
systematically ignored and everything possible las been the Government will reconsider their determination and will
done to render their position more unsatisfactory. deal with the matter with a view to the requirements of
In view of the large amount expended for immigration the country and the actual condition of the labor market.
purpeos we ought to have had a reasonable return for that They will find, if they look at the reports of the Province
expenditure. I ask even the Go; ernment if they are of Ontario, that both as to agricultural laborers and skilled
prepared to declare to the House that they are fully artisans the market is overrun. I therefore ask for this in.
satisfied with the results of their immigration policy. Let formation so that we may b. able te sec, whon the Estimates
us look at the increase of population during the last eight are before us, whether it is in the interests of this country
or ton years and at the amount which has been expended that we should make further appropriations for immigration
for immigration purposes. We find that the increase of purposes.
population las been hardly equal to what we ought to
hve had by our normal increase, and that the men we Mr. JACKSON. We were told last year by the Minister
have brought from the older countries to Canada must have , of Agriculture that there would be a large reduction in the
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expenditurefor immigration,and there was last yeara reduc-
tion in the estimate of 8150,000. In looking at the report of
the Auditor-General, however, we find that about half a
million of dollars was expended for that purpose. The
amount for assisted immigration was $423,860; quarantine,
*54,000; and then if we take the various items for repairing
and building immigrant sheds at Point Lévis, Port Arthur,
Emerson, Qu'Appelle, Calgary, Brandon, Medicine Hat and
other places, it brings the total up to nearly the round sum
I have mentioned. The Minister stated that the number of
immigrants who had come to this country last year was
79,000. The Secretary of his Department, Mr. Low, stated
that over 22,000 of those were Canadians who had returned
from the United States, so that the actual number of immi-
grants we have received is reduced to 57,000, of whom only
7,240 went to the North-W est Territories, according to the
report of the Minister. That is a very small number consider-
ing the sum of money we have expended to bring them here.
The hon. member for South Brant (Mr. Paterson) stated a
short time ago that, taking the census of1881 and the census
of the North-West Teriitories taken last year, which, accord-
ing to the Minister, was 125,000 for Manitoba and 48,000 for
the North-West, there was a discrepancy of 103,000 to be
accounTted for. The hon. member for South Brant asked where
those people had gone. Now, Sir, I will try to show where
they have gone. The Canadians who have gone into the
United States Lave formed themsolves into what are called
Canadian-American societies, and those societies are to be
found in many of the larger cities of the Union. The
Canadians in ihe varions States report themselves to those
societies, by which they can ascortain their number and
render mutual tp.sisti.nce. The Chicago Times If Ftbruary
23rd, 1886, contains a statement made to one of these socie-
ties, in which occurs the following:-

l anadians claim that the population of the Dominion is at present
5,000,000. This is not a very large number of inhabitants for a country
of snch a vast territorial extent, especially when it is remembered that
the Government there bas during the past ten years expen:led large
sumo t asaist immigration ; but, in view of the surprisingly large Cana-
dian element to be met with ln the northern portion of the United
States, one finds an explanation for the discoaragingly small population
which has all along, and still continus to exist in Canada It Canadian
statesmen are at a loss te understand how it is that with all their efforts
and expenditures te secure settlers from European countries, the in-
crease from aIl sources in the Dominion during the past ten years has
not much eiceeded half a million, lot them tura to published officiai
and other reliable statisties in this country, and they will receive some
important instruction. They will discover that there are now living in
the north-eastern States more than '50,000 persons-native Canadians-
who have settled there within a comparatively short period, and in the
north-western States and Territories over 500,000 who have selected
homes under the stars and stripes within the last quarter of a century,
and a majority of them within ten or twelve years. In addition to this
there are on the Pacific selope about 50,000 more, raising the total to
1,300,000, which is more than one-fourth the present population of the
Dominion. It is not surprising, under these circumstances, that there
should be the strongest feelings of friendship between the two countries.

" The following statistics, compiled from the last ceusus and more
recent returnu, show the distribution of Canadian-Americans settled in
the North-West :

Michigan ............. . ........... 200,000
Illinois ....................................... 55,000
Wisconsin............ . ........................ 50,000
Minnesota................................................. 65,000
Iowa.......................- .... 60,000
Dakota........................... ....... ..................... 40,000
Montana........................ ............................ 10,000
Nebraska..... ............................. 20,000

Total.....................500,000

"The number in Colorado is set down at 40,000, and thaton the Pacifie
coat at considerably over 50,000. Ail these figures are probably
within the mark, as those connected with Uanadian-American
societies in this and other cities who have devoted time te the collec-
tion of such statistics place the quota considerably higher.

'' This large number of Canadians can scarcely be said te have great-
ly increased that which is generally called the foreign element in this
country. They had for the most part become thoroughly Americanised
at home, so that their tastes and habits as well as their language were
the same as those of the people with whom they came to dwell. If any-
thing was la.king in their general make-up, upon arrival in the United
tats, that was neoesaary to perfeot assimilation with its Oustomn,

Mr. JOKMON.

laws, and institutions, it required but a brief residence to acquire I.
Therefore Canadians settled down everywhere in the northwest with-
out manifesting provincialisma sufficeently strong te indicate their
nationality. They have, in all sections where they have taken up their
abode, proven to be most excellent citizens, pushing their way into
every avenue of industry, taking au honorable place in aIl the profes-
sions, and filling the workshops, manufactories, and commercial estab-
lishments with a class of youn g men and women characterised by a
high degree of sobriety, industry, skill and honesty.

" There are in Chicago between forty and fifty thousand Canadians,
and they are creditably represented in every branch of business, in
every profession, and in the great industrial pursuits which engage so
many thonsands ofvworkingmen and skilled artisans. Railway men in
positions which enable them to estimate correctly say thati more than
one-sixth of all the hands employed in the yards, the workshops, and
the general offices of the railways in this city are natives of the Domi-
nion ; in the factories they are very largely represented ; in wholesale
and retail business houses they constitute a large percentage of the
hands employed, one establishment in the dry-goode business having ai
present on its list of clerks the names of over fifty Canadians. There le
scarcely a newspaper published in Chicago which has net one or more
Canadians prominently connected with its staff. The list of physicians
in the city includes more than one hundred who were born and raised
in Canada. The job-printing and publishinw business of the city 1
very largely conducted by ex-Canadians, and some of the heaviest
board of trade operators were former residents of Canada. In the legal
profession there are a number of shining lights who came from the
Dominion, and banking, commerce and edacation have also disti-
guished representatives from the same section.

"I The Canadian club of Chicago is a chartered iustitution, of which
Dr. Ogden l president. It is conducted for the social advautage of the
members, and is in a fiourishing condition; the Canadian-American asso-
ciation, Rev. T. D. Phillips president, has well-appointed rooms at No 208
La Salle street, and meets twice a month for thir discussion of questions
of interest te its large membership. Aside from these there is The Cana-
dian-American newspaper, a weekly of sixteen pages, published by the
Jeffery Brothers, late of Brantford, Ont. This paper was for some years
issued in Minneaoolis, but was recently moved te Chicago. It is gotten
up in the interests of Canadians settled ln this country, and seeke te
promote a Canalian sentiment among them. It is creditably edite,
and bas iad an existence of about four years.

" Turning te Wisconsii it will be noticed that the large Canadian
population there l chiefiy scattered throughont the immense lumbering
districts of the northern part of the State. But these people are not al
confined to the work of felling trees and rafting logs. The Ingrams
and the Kerra, the heaviest lumber proprietors of the Eau Claire valley,
represent them in the highest successes te which that business ha@
attained. Some of the largest lumber proprietors in the Chippewa
valley are also Canadians. lu Milwaukee one may meet a great milling-
machiery inventer whose reputation is world-wide and who has pre-
sided over the construction Of many of the best mille lu Minneapolis.
He, too, is a Canadian. In all the commercial centers of Wisconsin his
countrymen may be found occupying positions of trust or engaged in
business or industrial purmuits."

I know that gentleman personally; bis name is Wilkin; ho
is from Canada, and his wife is the danghter of the model
farmer of the county of Norfolk, I. B. Carpenter,

" The State of Minnesota bas been a very succesefil competitor with
the Canadian Nortb-West in securing English and Canadian settlers for
the broad prairie areas in the northern part of that State. Until within
the past year or two immigration te the territories north of the boundary
line was obliged te travel through that State. The opportunity was
not lost. Immigration agents besieged immigration trains and placed
glowing descriptions of the advantages of Minnesota and Dakota as
fields for settlement in the bands of northward-bound passengers, many
thousands of whom yielded te the allurements presented, and cut their
journey short by selecting farms under tbe flag of the United'States. In
many instances these trains, by the time they reached the international
bcendary in 1880-1-2, were emptied of their passenger, and were com-
pelled te enter Winnipeg unocaupied. The result 18, that in the north-
ern portions of Minnesota or Dakota, many of the best farming districts
are populated almost entirely from the Province of Ontario. Grand
Forks, and its vicinity, for instance, are as completely Canadian, so far
as the nationality of the inhabitants «goes, as any portion of the Pro-
vince of Manitoba.

You will see from this that a great portion of the money
that has been spent in assisting immigration, has been
spent upon persons who, in travelling through the United
States, have stopped in Minnesota and Dakota instead of
going to Manitoba and the North.West, as they intended.

"la St. Paul the wealthiest residents are Canadians. Mr. Norman
Kittson, the millionaire and celebrated stockman, is from Ontario;
Mr. Ryan, also a millionaire, and principal owner of the Hfotel Ryan, in
from Pontiac, near Ottawa, the capital of the Dominion; Mr. Beaupre
is from Kingst)n, Ont.; Mr. Overbach is from Quebec. The railway
offices and workshops of St. Paul are filled with Canadians, who are
represented in a notable manner by Mr. J. J. HilI, president of the St.
Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba road, whoie supposed to be worth
ten or fifteen millions.

888



COMMONS DEBATES.
"In Minneapolis, where there are over ten thousand Canadians, It il

a significant tact that a part of the site of the city was pre-empted by
Col. J. H. Stevens, who is a native of Montreal. Mr. Stevens is now
editor of The Farm and Stock Journal, published there, and is considered
a good authority on agricultural questions. Col. R. 8. Innis, a native
of Port Hope, Ont., is one of the principal real-estate . operators of that
growin city, and Hon. F. H. Boardman, also from Ontario, is numbered
among I principal lawyers. Throughout the state Canadians are to
be met wth in every branch of indust 7 , in educational and literary
puusuits, in the commercial and industrial establishments, in the pulpit,
in the Legislature, and in every calling of life.

''Dakota has secured the cream of the immigration that the Canadian
Goverument set in motion for its own North-West Territories; and the
population of the northern part of that district, which is now asking
Congress to be admitted as a State, is about one-half Canadian. Attor-
ney-General Hughes is one of their leading representatives and so is
Hon. Alex. McKenzie, the well-known Dakota 'boomer.' The latter
served on the capital commission, and is one of the rising men of the
territory.

" Montana enjoys an important Canadian element. Some of its prin-
cipal upply-houses are conducted by ex-Oanadians. A large number
of the most active minera in the territory are from New Brunswick, and
a few from Ontario are engaged in the ranch business.

"Iowa's 60,000 Canadians are located principally on farms. Many-of
them have become wealthy. They have an able and widely-popnlar
representative in Hon. John Van Valkenburg, of Fort Madison, Iowa,
(formerly from Ontario), who is supreme chancellor (of the world) of
the Knights of Pythias. He is now engaged in the organisation of a
State Canadian association.

"The 20,000 Canadians in Nebraska have a fiourishing club in
Omaha, of which Mr. George H. Leslie, of that city, formerly of Toronto,
is president, and the 40,000 located in Colorado have an association in
Denver. There are also similar associations in Portland, Oregon, and
in San Francisco, but the largest, and probably most active, is that in
Minneapolis, of which fr. 0. E. Brown, ex-mayor of St. Thomas, Ont.,
is president."

Now, you will see that the gentleman who wrote this
article knew what he was writing about; he gives the
names of the parties and refers to their former places of re-
sidence, and I have no doubt that tbera are hon. gentlemen in
this Houne who will recognise a great many of the names
which I have read. This article proves conclusively to My
mind that hundi eds of thousands of our young, energetie
and ambitious Canadians, whom the article speaks of as
being ail mon of promise, have gone from this country.
This takes us back to the policy of the Government
in assisting immigration, which has filled the country
with a set of immigrants and driven our native
element oàt of the country. Now, what do we se?
A delegation from Toronto waited on the Government
which stated that Toronto was overburdened with a cetain
class of immigrants, and that, although the city had voted
86,000 for certain casual purposes, last winter, that amount
would not be half enough to cover the expenditure. Alder-
man Hall said that he had visited one of the police stations
on the 20th March, and found there thirty vagrants, of
whom eighteen were Irish, nine English, and three Scotch.
He asked them where they came from, and they said they
came out as assisted immigrants. And that is only for one
police station in one city. Alderman Turner said that a cer-
tain clergyinan had told him he knew of a family of seven,all
mechanics, who had been assisted ont here as agricultural
laborers. The deputation also complained largely of tie
system of bringing out families of small children, who only
became a burden on the cities. Montreal and Toronto were
the two great dumping grounds for this immigration, and
these two cities have to bear the burden of this policy. I
have a statement here to show that even during the last
month, the month of March, nearly 7,000 French Canadians
left Bonaventure depot for the New England and Middle
States. These would return at the end of the summer season,
a great portion of them, and they are the class, I suppose,
who, the Minister's secretary states come back from ithe
United States. In his statement the other day, h esti-
mates at 22,000 or more the Canadians who returned last
year from the States. I suppose these are the parties who
go to make up the 79,000 who, the Minister says, must
come to this country. 227 families, representing about
1,000 persons, left Quebec during February to make a
permanent residenoe in the United States, What is

the cause of this immigration from Canada? It muet
be the policy of the Government that -drives the
people out. What did Mr. Meredith do, a few days ago, in
the Local House? He moved a motion of censure against
the Government for putting 818,000 in the EsLimates to
assist immigrants ; but I am not going to propose a motion
of censure against the Government here, though, if any
other hon. gentleman will, I will give him my hearty
support. I do not believe in a policy ofexpending $500,000
a year annually in bringing immigrants into the country,
when we are overburdened with a similar class who have
shown themselves detrimental to the country. In England
the newspapers are advocating sending out their paupers to
Canada, as our Government is encouraging such immigra,
tion. That certainly is the class we are getting, and I hope
some hon. gentleman will propose a motion of censure to
show the people that the Government are moving in the
wrong direction.

Mr. ROSS. I did not inten I to say anything on this
question, but, inasmuch as the hon. gentleman who last
spoke has quoted some figures from a Chicago paper, I deem
it my duty to set him right. In that statement which he
quoted there is not a single figure correct, although the state-
ment has been going the rounds of a certain portion of the
Canadian press for some weeks back. Having gone fully
into the matter, 1 am in a position to state that in not a
single case in which the American press make statements
as to the number ofOCanadian residents in the Juited States
do they state anything near the facts. lu the States of
California, Colorado, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Min-
nesota, Montana, Ohio, Oregon, Wisconsin, Waehington and
Dakota, the total Canadian population, according to the
censas of 1880, instead of being 500,000, is 191,676.

Some hon. MEMBERS. This is 1886.
Mr. ROSS, What figures have they got since, or how

could they secure them when no census was taken, exoept
in Minnesota and 'Dakota? I can state that the Canadian
census of Minnesota for 1885 shows only 45,473 Canadians
in that State insteal of 60,000. The returns from Dakota
I will have in a few days. The Chicago authorities which
the hon. gentleman quotes show figures to-make out 40,000
Canadians in that city; but, by the census of 1880, there
are not 14,000 Canadians there, and it is extremely unlikely
that the difference has been made up in the five years which
have elapsed since 1880. What does the total population of
the Western States mentioned show, in each decade, from
1850 to 1880 ? In 1850 there were 29,901 Canadians in
those States; in 1860, 73,039 ; in 1870, 131,397 ; in 1880,
191,696, and the total population of those States in 1880
was 14,454,456 ; so that the Canadian population aver-
ages only one and one-third per cent. Of all those
States, the native population, according to the census of
1880, was over 80 per cent. of the entiro population, leaving
20 per cent. for the total foreign population including the
one and one-third per cent. Canadians. As regards that
portion of Dakota, in the northern part where there has been
a large immigration during the past few years, the population
of Canadians is not equal to what it is represented to be. In
that northern part which has been represented as almost
entirely Canadian, the native population, according to the
censuis of 1885, is more than 50 per cent. of the whole, leaving
less than 50 per cent. for the entire foreign population, thus
proving that the figures copied by the American papers
and recopied by ours are not correct. Throe States in the
Union, Massachusetts, New York and Michigan contain
about one.half of the total Canadian population in the whole
of the United States, thus leaving to the Western States
and the balance of the Eastern States and the Southern States,
one half the total number of Canadians in the whole of the
Ujnited States. The statement was also made that there
are 50,000 Canadiana on the Pacifia slope. That is equally
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incorrect, as there were not 25,000 there, according to the
census of 1880. I do not wish to say anything about
assisted immigration. We in the North-West are satisfied
to get good bond fide settlers to whom we have as free hones
to offer as they can find in any part of the United States,
and to whom we offer more liberal land laws. We are
willing to aid any one who comes out ready to do his own
work, ready to take hold and work out the destinies of the
country, and we object to continually setting the United
States against us by representing them as offering more
favorable inducements to settlement, and while too many
Canadians have gone to the western parts of the United
States, not one-half of those who are represented to have
gone to the north-western parts have gone there.

Mr. CAR LING. I am very glad to hear the remarks of
the hon. member for East Elgin (Mr. Wilson) with regard
to my visit to his constituency. That perhaps has raised the
ire of the hon, gentleman a little, and has caused him to take
a very high stand against the policy of the present Govern-
ment with reference to immigration. It is true that I
addressed a meeting in East Elgin and met with a very
kind and hearty reception; and the more the policy of the
Government was discussed the more hearty that reception
was. I also had the honor of an invitation to the county
of Monck, where I had the opportunity of addressing
the constituents of my hon. friend the momber for that
county (Mr. McCallum), and there the members of
the Government and those who took part in the discussion
wore most heartily received by the people generally.
In discussing the policy of the Government, 1 happened to
refer to the matter of assifted immigration, and, that speech
being reported, the vice.president of the Knights of Labor
of the city of St. Thomas, in the county of Elgin, wrote me
a letter for an explanation. In reply to that, I sent the letter
which has been read by the hon. member for East Elgin (Mr.
Wilson). My hon. friend says it is dishonest. Well, I am not
in the habit of making false statements, and I defy the hon.
gentleman to show me any one particular in which my state-
monts were untrue. I said that there was a wrong impression
with regard to assisted immigration, and I find that there
is a wrong impression in the different cities and towns with
reference to the amount of money wbi-h is paid for that
purpose. There are those in the country who would try
to make one believe that the Government expended from
three to four or five hundred thousand dollars annually
in assisting immigration to this country. Such is not
the fact, and I took great pleasure in making that known
to the vice-president of the Knights of Labor of St.
Thomas. The amount of money, instead of being $300,000
or, as some say, half a million, for assisted immigra-
tion, was last year, all told, I am sure, not more than
840,000, and the number of immigrants brought ont assisted
by the Government was not more than between 7,000 and
8,000, and the amount paid to assist such immigrants
did not much exceed 84 per head. It is necessary
to keep up a large staff of agents in this country
and in the Old Country, and although it has been
said that the American Government do not expend large
amounts of money for immigration, that may be true in
regard to immigration agents, but we know that the United
States have their ambassadors in every country in the world ;
we all know that they have thoir consular agents in every
part of the British Empire, and that in Canada they have
some seventy or eighty consular agents who are, to all
intents and purposes, immigration agents. We have themin
every town of importance. We have them representing9
among our people that the United States is a much1
botter country to live in tl:an Canada; that the Western1
States are much superior to our North-West Territories.1
There are all these influences brought to bear as well as1
those which are brought to bear through the prue of1

Xr, RosB,

the United States, and I am sorry to say that we have also
immigration agents in this flouse. I am sorry to say that we
have members in this House who, for party purposes, and
for the sake of gaining a party point, are willing to decry
their country; but I was glad to find that there was one hon.
gentleman in the Opposition, the member for South Perth
(Ur. Trow), a gentleman who is highly respected on this side
as well as on that, who had the manliness to stand up and
defend his country and the North-West. We had a speech
the cther night fromi the member for Wellington (Kr.
McMullen), and I would ask the House if the Americans
could have a botter immigration agent than Mr. McMullen
to advise people to go to the United States. On the 2nd
April, Mr. McMullen said, as reported in Bansard:

" I should like to ask the people of this Dominion whether we, with
the drawbacks arising from our severe winter and other causes, are in as
favorable a position as the people of the United States, who have great
diversity of climate and produce everything under the sun."

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman must not refer to

a previous debate.
Mr. CARLING. If hon. gentlemen refuse to allow me to

quote parts of the speech of this hon. gentleman-
Some hon. ME EBERS. Read it all.
Mr. CARLING. I am not going to read it al], but only

this portion with regard to the country:
" Wonld any one studying the speech of that hon. gentleman decide

to stay in this country rather than go to the Western States? No, he
would decid3 to go to a better clirnate"

Those were the words of the hon. gentleman. Then he goes
on :

" Then the hon. member for Cardwell told us that wheat on the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway is worth more than what it is on the Northern
Pacifie. Now, I am strongly inclined to doubt that statement, because
I have friends who live l Manitoba with whom I have continuous
communication with regard to prices, and I have also friends in Min-
nesota. I have received letters from friendg of mine since I came here,
and I am satisfied tht wheat is higher in Minnesota thai it is in Mani-
toba. **•* Reference was made by the hon. member for Cardwell, to
the Australian colonies, and the hon. gentleman tried to show that their
debt was greater than that of Canada. The Australian colonies are,
however, ii the sane position as the Unite1 States. They have a climate
very much more desirable than ours. In consequence of th3e shortness of
the seasons here a farmer is obliged to have a large force of horses aud
machinery, whereas in countries with amore favorable climate they are
able to work almost ail the year round."

I would like to know if that is the speech of a patriot ? la
that the speech of a gentleman who has the love of his coun-
try at heart more than the love of the country across the
linos ? I say not, and I say it is to be regretted that any
gentleman in this House should decry his own country
and praise the country which is endeavoring to take our
people away from us. Thon, the Globe of 5th April con-
tains this article :

I There is no other country under-the sun the Government of which
could survive such an attack as that contained in Sir Richard Cart-
wright's speech on the Budget. He proves by unauswerable figures and
logic that ibis country is rushing into bankruptcy and ruin.'

Those are the speeches of hon. gentlemen, taken from the
Hansard and articles published in the Globe. These are the
statements which are published in the papers in the United
States, and I would ask whether there can be any botter im-
migration pamphlet than these speeches taken froma
our own reports in Parliament. Thon, with regard to the
p ople being brought here te fill up this country, my hon.
friend says they are not wanted. Woll, I regret very much
to hear him say that we do not want immigration in this
country. We have expended a very large sum of money in
purchasfng the North-West; we have expended many mil.
lions of dollars in opening up that country, and I think it is
the duty of Parliament to do everything in their
power to make known the advantages of that country
to immigrants who desire to come to Canada instead of
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going to the United States. [ am satisfied that our coun-
try is equal to the Western United States, better than
Dakota, of which so much bas been said, and I do not think
it is either fair or right for our representatives or the press
of Canada, wbo are interested in its welfare,. continually to
decry their own country in favor of another. Now,
with regard to assisted immigration. I stated in the House
a short time ago, in answer to an enquiry, that the num-
ber of immigrants who had been assisted to this country1
was somewhat over 7,000.

Mr. WILSON. Was that for 1884-85, or 1885-86 ?
Mr. CARLING. It was for the period between the 1st

of January, 1885, and the lst of January, 1886, and that
was the period asked for by the question of the hon. gentle-
man which he placed on the notice paper. The amount
paid for the assistance of those 7,000, was, as I have before
stated. I may say here, Mr. Speaker, that there is a great
demand for agricultural laborers and domestic servants. We
have information, from all parts of Canada, that these two
classes are in great demand. I will read from the report
of the Commissioner of Immigration, in the Province of
Ontario, Mr. Hardy, in which he says:

" From the beginning of August to the end of October there was a
steady demand for farm laborers, especially for single men. More than
double the number who arrived could easily have obtained employment
by the year at fair wages. Of one large lot of practical and experienced
farm hands, thirty reached Toronto at 5 a. m., their expected arrival
having been published in the morning papers, and before noon aIl had
becs engaged at fair wages, ranging froin $144 to $150 per aunnum, with
a maintenance. It must, however, be understood that only experienced
men are wanted by the year. A single man who cas plough weil, and
who bas had some expeience in taking care ot stock, can readily obtain
employment at about $150 per annum, with maintenance, with a pros-
pect of considerable increase if he should be found to be a gool, trust-
worthy man. Should thirty or forty come togeLer, and advise the
Department, on their arrival, at Quebec, farmers would certainly be in
waiting at Toronto to employ them. Farmers have becn so often dis-
appointed in coming for men, that they do not now feel disposed to
come to meet immigrants unless they have some assurance of success.

"Families of farn laborers cas find ready employment if they are
experienced and have the means of providing a little furnitureand pro-
visions. If there are young women inthe family, able ae willig te
take places as servants, se much tic better. dome farmers may b.
found willing to provide furniture and provisions, but, as a ruie, they
prefer not to allow the men to get in their debt till they know whether
or net tic latter are worthy cf beisg trusted.

oDuring tie last immigration seasononly a few female domestic
servants came to Ontario; not more than eighty-eight reported them-
selves at Toronto. These were employed in this city and in varions
parts of the country. The demand for this class is everywhere se great
that the few arriving at Quebec are employed mu various parts o the
Lower Provinces. Wages of experienced servants were higher in 1885
than in the preceding year. Good general servants can readily find
employment at from $8 to $10 per monti."

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have read from the report of the Com -
missioner of Agriculuture for the Province of Ontario in
which he clearly states that there is a great demand for
agricultural laborers and domestic servants, and those are
the classes of people we have assisted to come to this
country. The demand is not confined to the Province of
Ontario; agents from all parts of Canada, from
British Columbia and the North-West, Quebec, New
Brunswick and Nova Scotia, say to us that there is
an unsupplied demand for domestic servants and agricultural
laborers. The Government of Canada during last year
brought out to this country somethurig like 7,000 of these
classes and still there is a great demand for them. I think
it is a wise policy for the Government to hold out every
inducement they can to these two classes of immigrants to
come to this country.

Mr. DAVIES. During what period did you bring out
these 7,000 ?

Mr. CARLING. Between the lst of January, 1885, and
the lt of January, 1886. But we have given no assistance
to mechanies coming to this country. I will read to the
House the certificate that is required on behalf of an immi-
grant before he can get a cheapened ticket:

SI'

"I beg to certify, for the information of the agents of the Canadiau
Government, that thep ersons named on the other side are of ood
character, able and willngto work, and have expressed to me their
intention of settling in Canada. To the beot of my knowledge
their statements are correct, and I recommend that their appli-
cation for the Government assisted passage may be favorably con-
sidered."
This declaration is signed by a clergyman or a magistrate,
and this statement heads the form of application that the
applicant hats to make:

' A gricultural laborers of good character, and their familles, desirin
to settie in Canada, will, if the application made on this form 1
approved, be provided with passages to Quebec or HaUfax at the
following rates :-Adults of twelve years and over, £3; children
between one and twelve years, £2; infants under one year, 10o. These
rates include an ample supply of provisions, but not bedding and mes
utensils, which can be obtained for a few shillings at the port of
embarkation."

The parties have to make a statement that they are agrieul-
tural laborers or domestic servants, before a magistrate or
clergyman, and the magistrate or clergyman certifies that
he knows them to be such as they represent themselves.
The Government have taken every precaution that no one
should be assisted but agricultural laborers or domestie
servants, and I think the House will agree with me that
the precautions I have stated are sufficient. I did not
expect that this discussion would have taken so wide a
range, and I thought that when the estimates for immigra-
tion came up, as they will in a few days, this matter would be
f ully discussed and explained to the satisfaction of the House.
But with respect to the statement which the hon. member
for East Elgin (Mr. Wilson) made, that I perambulated the
country making untruthful statements, I do not know there
is any sin in a Minister of the Crown accepting an invitation
to visit a particular part of the country, even if it is the con.
stituency of the hon. member, an opponent. I have had the
pleasure of knowing a great many people in that county, and
they were very desirous that I should go there, and whether
I gave them satisfaction or not it is for them to say. 1, of
course, did my best to explain to the people of East Elgin
the progressive state of the country and its fisancial condi-
tion. The hon. gentleman bas stated that the policy of this
Government has been one opposed to the interests of this
country, and that Canada has become a dear country instead
of a cheap country to live in on account of the National
Policy. 1 know there is not an hou. member in this House,
I do not care on which side he may sit, who will say that
statement is true. I am prepared to show by figures, which
cannot be doubted, that nearly every article of consumption
and overy article used by the farmer can be bonght to-day at
25 per cent. less cost than in 1878. I state that as a fact,
and I defy contradiction. I say that the implements used
by the farmers, the clothing worn by him, the luxuries used
and everything used on the farm can be bought to-day at
25 per cent. less than they could be in 1878 when hon.
gentlemen opposite were in power.

Mr. MILLS. The hon, gentleman said in 1876 that the
prices were so low the manufacturers could not live.

Mr. CARLING. The cry was that the National Poliy was
going to make this a dear country to live in, and that it
would increase the number of factories aDd the number of
producers

Mr. SPEAKER. I hope the hon. gentleman will confine
his remarks to the subject before the House.

Mr. CARLING. I was ouiny edeavoring to show the
House and the country that this has not been made a dear
country to live in by e National Policy.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman has made that state-
ment, let us now hear him prove it.

Mr. CARLING. The hon. gentleman says, why did I
not prove it. I was not prepared for this discussion, as the
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hon. member for East Elgin (Mr. Wilson) simply placed a
notice on the paper to ascertain the total number of assisted
and unassisted immigrants who entered Canada in each
month of the calendar year, 1885. In the course of his
remarks that hon. gentleman eaid the policy of the Govern-
ment had been a policy that had increased the cost of goods
used by the people instead of reducing the cost, and I reply
that I am prepared to show this House and the country that
nearly every article consumed by our mechanies and farmers
is 25 per cent. less to-day than during the last year when
hon. gentlemen opposite were in power. If that be the case
-and I say I can prove it and can substantiate it without
doubt-then hon. gentlemen opposite should cease, and
their organe should cease, stating to the people that this is
a dear country to live in and that increased prices have
been caused by the National Policy introduced by the hon.
leader of the Government. There is no objection whatever
to bringing down the information asked for by the hon.
gentleman, and I only regret that he should have said that
the statements I made in Est Elgin were exaggerated, and
that the letter I wrote to Mr. Ingram in his town was written
for political purposes.

Mr. WILSON. I did not say that the statements made
by the hon. gentleman at the public meetings were delibe-
rate misrepresentations. What I said was that there was
misrepresentation in the letter and in the letter alone,
because I did not hear what the hon. gentleman said at the
meeting.

Mr. CARLING. In regard to that letter, which lias
been read by the hon, gentleman to the House, and which,
I suppose, will appear in the records of Ransard, I want
the hon. member in this House, or over his own signature,
to show wherein I have made a false statement.

Mr. WILSON. I have the evidence.

Mr. CARLING. I want the hon. gentleman to show
where I have made a false statement. I endeavored in
writing that letter to Mr. Ingram, who is a very highly
respectable gentleman, I believe, although I have not the
pleasure of his acquaintance, and who is vice-president of
the society referred to, to answer the questions honestly and
fairly, as I did. When the question comes up I am quite
prepared to defend every line in that letter and to defend
every utterance I made at publie meetings with regard to
the financial standing and general prosperity of the country.

Mr. McMULLEN. The Minister of Agriculture bas read
from a speech of mine, delivered on 2nd April. I am quite
sure the Minister of Agriculture does not wish to misrepre-
sent what I said. I can honestly say there is not a Minister
of the Crown for whom I have greater personal respect
than for the Minister of Agriculture, and I believe if he had
seen the corrected report of my speech he would not have
made the quotation he has done. I will give the hon, gen-
tleman the correction I made. I read from the report:

"I regret that the hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White) was forced
to admit that our debt per capita is in excess to that of the United States
as well as our taxes. I should like to ask the people of this Dominion
whether we, with the drawbacks arising from our severe winter and
other causes, are in as favorable a position to pay a per capita tax, as the
people of the United States who have great diversity of climate and pro-
duce everything under the sun."

" To pay a per capita tax," are the words inserted in my
corrected speech. I stated, in connection with the state-
ment of the Finance Minister, that I regretted exceedingly
that we were in the position the Minister of the Interior
had to confess we occupied, that our per capita debt and our
per capita tax was in excess of that of the United States,
and that, owing to our drawbacks, we were not in a position
to pay a per capita as well as the people of the United
States. Referring to the Australian colonies, I said that
the diversity of climate gave them great advantage over us,

Mr. CARuiN.

from the fact that they could produce almost everything
they wanted. They were more in the position of the
United States in that particular than we were, and they
consequently had advantages in the matter of climate. I
said 1 had no intention whatever of making any
reference to our country in the way of decrying
our country. It is our duty, as an Opposition,
to criticise statements made in the House by hon.
gentleman opposite. We are consequently expressing
our regret that the debt of the country has ran up to such
an extent, that it has gone beyond the per capita debt of
the United States and the per capita tax of the United
States. There is another point in connection with this
matter to which the hon, gentleman referred, and to which
I will take the liberty of referring. I am sorry lie did not
read all I said. He garbled my utterances on that occa-
sion. I was referring to the fact that we were running into
debt so rapidly and that hon. gentlemen opposite were
responsible for it, and settlers would hesitate to remain
here as our taxes were so much in excess of the burdens
across the borders. I hold that if any one inducement
beyond another would tend to bring the people in and settled
them here it would be that this was a cheap country to
live in and that of all the British colonies this was
the cheapest country to live in under the British Crown.
I said if we were in that position to-day, it would be more
of an inducement to people in the Old Country to come and
settle bere than any other inducement we could possibly
hold out. Now, I say we have been spending altogether
too much for immigration. As regards the number of peo-
ple who have gone from Canada into the United States, I
do not say that hon. gentlemen opposite are entirely respon.
sible for the number who have gone there from year to
year and from month to month, but we cannot forget this,
that when the Mackenzie Government were in power hon.
gentlemen opposite were continuously charging the Govern-
ment that the population of the country was going out of
Canada year by year and month by month, and that it was
the want of a proper policy on the part of the Mackenzie
Government that brought about the state of things, and
they held that Government responsible for the exit. They
said that they were not prepared to deal in a proper way
with the great industries of the country. But 1 would like
to ask hon. gentlemen opposite if their National Policy, of
which they feel so proud, has accomplished this object-that
of stopping our people from going abroad. The returns
show that all the professions they made with reference to
the advantages of that policy in keeping our people at home
and giving our mechanies and laborers work at home and
putting a stop to the exit of our population, have not been
maintained, that our people are still going across the bor-
ders, and that we are contributing largely to populate the
United States. I say that while they held out these induce-
ments, as I stated then in the debate on the Budget
speech of the Finance Minister, they were humbugging the
people and -

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman is not speaking to
the question of assisted passages.

Mr. MoMULLEN. Well, Sir, I was confining myself to
that subject, but the Minister of Agriculture led me away
by referring to the other question. However, I think the
time las come when a close, careful and economical policy
with regard to assisted passages should be adopted. 1 have
no doubt that in the past hon. gentlemen thought it was
desirable that a considerable sum should be spent for that
purpose, but I cannot see for the life of me, how they came
to the conclusion that by spending something like $80,O00
on various printers and newspapers for printing and adver-
tising in connection with immigration, they hoped to be
able to bring out immigration here; why the granting of
a large sum to the iMontroal G(azette-
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Mr. SPEAKER Order, order.
Mr. McMULLEN. We are now talking with regard te

immigration.
Mr. SPEAKER. The question is the policy of assisted

passages to immigrants. I stopped the hon. member for
Bast Elgin (Mr. Wilson), when ho touched on the saine
question and I hope the hon. gentleman will not pursue it
further.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I am sorry we are net allowed to
discuss the whole question, as I think it would be in the
interest of the whole country as well as in the interest of
the flouse. I am glad the Government have intimated
their intention of reducing the amount expended on immi-
gration. I believe it is desirable that they should do so. I
betieve we should make a decided and determined effort
when we bring the people to our shores to induce them
to settle here. I think we should try, if possible, to
show them that our North-West is a good country te
settle in. I hope it will prove a success; I tare say it will;
1 have some good grounds for saying and believing it will,
but we want to be able to say that we have there a sufficient
quantity of land to give every man a good homestead, that
we have many inducements for immigrants to come and
settle amongst us, and the best way that we can have an
increased number of inhabitants is by showi: g that we can
give them anything they want cheaper, and if we can show
them that I believe it will be a greater inducement than
anything else. I did not intend to speak on this question
at all, and I would not have taken up the time of the House
for a moment had not the Minister of Agriculture referred
te my remarks. If the hon. gentleman had waited for the
corrected report of what I said, I do not think ho would
have drawn the attention of the House te the matter.

Mr. CARLING. I should be very sorry indeed to do
any injustice to the hon. gentleman, but I may say that I
took up Hansard and I was not aware whether the report
was the one made by the lansard reporters or a report
corrected by the hon. gentleman. I knew that I was
quoting from the Blansard as issued, I read the remarks te
which I refer in the pages of the official report, and gave
them just as I found them and as hon. gentlemen will find
them if they will refer te the Debates of the 2nd of April,
at pages 510 and 511. There you will find the quotation I
read, just as I read it.

An hon. MEMBER. And just as he uttered it.
Mr. CARLING. Then with regard te what the hon.

gentleman said about these newspapers-
Mr. SPEAKER. I have stopped other hon. gentlemen

from speaking on that question, and I do net think the hon.
gentlemen should make any remark upon it.

Mr. CARLING. I want te explain the expenditure as
hon. gentleman opposite have made charges with reference
to it.

Mr. SPEAKER. I stopped the mover of the motion
when ho was commencing te speak on that subject, and
other hon. gentlemen.

Mr. CARLING. I think it ils Tather unfair that the hon.
member for West Wellington (Mr. McMullen) should have
been allowed te make charges against certain newspapers--

Some hon. MEMIBERS. Chair, chair.
Mr. SPEAKER. I stopped other hon. gentlemen from

doing it-
Mr. CARLING. After the charges were made.

Mr. WOODWORTH. I think the hon. Minister of Agri-
culture has a right-

Mr. SPRA KER. Order, order.

Mr. WOODWORTH. This is a question of order.
Mr. SPEAKER. What is the question of order?
Mr. WOODWORTH. I will tell Your Honor whenYour

Honor will hear me, I say that the hon. Minister of Agri-
culture had already spoken, and Your Honor had not ruled
him out of order, but allowed him to speak on this question.
It was thon taken up by other speakers on the other aide,
and now the hon. inister of Agriculture desires to make
an explanation on that point, as to what was said on the
other side, and I think that would be a perfectly proper
explanation and one which would be in order.

Mr. BEATY. I was very glad to hear the remarks and
explanations of the hon. Minister of Agriculture with regard
to the class of immigrants who are assisted by the Govern-
ment, for there is mach misapprehension, particularly in
the cities, with reference to this matter. I have found the
policy of the Government very frequently misrepresented,
and the statement is often made that mechanics and artisans
are assisted by the Government to immigrate into this coun-
try. Mechanios in the cities who have not been able to find
enough work in the winter season feel very keenly the fact
-if it is a faot-that the Government should bring in
mechanics from other countries to compete with them in
their trades. That is my view of the matter repeated over
and over again, but misrepresentations are constantly made
in the city of Toronto, and no doubt other cities as well. I
think that with regard to agricultural laborers and domestic
servants, who are said to be assisted, there can possibly be
no objection, but in cities and especially in great centres of
population like Toronto, and no doubt in Montreal and other
places, any aid given to .the mechanical classes of other
countries to bring them into those cities, would be very
strongly objected to, and so far as I eau speak on their
behalf I wouldjoin them in protesting against such a course.

Mr. GAULT. I was just about to make the same remark
as the hon. member for Toronto (Mr. Beaty) with regard to
assisted immigration. I do not say, of course, that we
should bring artisans or skilled mechaniS into the country,
because they are usually people who can pay their own pas-
sage and who do not want assistance. But yon cannot
bring too many female servants. In Montreal we can find
places for a thousand female servants any day; the employ-
nment agencies receive a hundred applications for every ser-
vant they can get. Many of our laborers go to the Eastern
States for work in the spring, and come back in time for
harvest; and the ship laborers of Quebec go south during
the winter. But I ar glad to say that in Montreal we have
no people working on half time; our industries are kept
fully occupied; wages have not diminished; and there
are no houses to rent. Although we have no boom-
we do not want a boom-I believe there are no pple
botter off than we in the Dominion of Canada. I
believe we in Canada are botter off than the people of
England, France, Germany, or even of the United States.
As for the cotton mille, for three or four years the share-
holders have had no dividends; but the operatives have
been fully employed, and not one reduction of wages has
ever taken place with the skilled mechanics, because if we
lot them go to the United States we could not get them
back again, and I think they are perfectly well satisfied
with what we have done for them. With regard to the
North-West, we must look forward to the filling up of that
country with immigrants; if we do not, I shall despair of
Canada, and I hope and trust that every effort will be made
by the Minister of Agriculture to induce immigrants to go
there. There is no doubt that it has one of the fmest soils
in the world; I have been there myself and seen it. In
the Western States, in some parts the water is not drink-
able, in other places there are great storm, and you hear
complaints everywhere; but in our North-Weet Territories
there is no doubt we have a home for future millions.
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Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I am glad that at lasb the

Minister of Agriculture has taken the ground he has done
today, that he thinks the time has come when assisted
passages to mechanics should cease. I am glad also that
the hon. member for West Toronto (Mr. Beaty) has
expressed the views we have just heard from him; for it
will be in the recollection of the flouse, that scarcely two
years ago I moved a resolution in the flouse expressing
the opinion that the time had come when assisted passages
to mechanics coming to Canada should cease, and that that
resolution was voted down by every Conservative member
in the House; and, speaking from memory, I think the
hon. member for West Toronto was in his place and helped
to vote it down. That resolution expressly omitted agri-
cultural laborers and domestie servants, and it is only two
short years since these hon. gentlemen declared by their
vote, which was more emphatie than their word, that they
did not think that assisted passages to mechanies should
cease. Why this change? Are wages lower, or is the
country less favorable for mechanics than was the case
before? This question requires a little explanation.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds and Grenville). One expression
has been made use of in regard to immigrants which I have
been sorry to hear. I think it is unfair and unjust to the
country that it should be permitted to go abroad that this
country is unfavorable to mechanics. It is right enough
to say that we require agricultural laborers and female
servants, but the immigrant for this country is the skilled
man-the man of muscle, and trained muscle if yon can get
him-the man of energy and vigor, who is willing to work.
I have as strong sympathy with the agriculturists as any
member of this louse; but we' know that there are many
agricultural laborers in England, Ireland and Scotland who
have not a tithe of the brains of skilled mill men and
artisans in factories. Take away the mechanics like the
weavers, the stone-masons and carpenters, and their first
descendants, and you will depopulate the country. They
are the very best men we have; their training taught
them business habits when they came to this country,
and they have developed into the best farmers we
have. I say it is unfair that the impression should
go abroad that this country is unfavorable to this class
of men. It is evident that the hon. member for Brant
(Mr. Paterson) wishes to create the impression that the
National Policy has reduced the price of mochanical labor.
I deny that emphatically. I cannot speak of large centres
like Toronto and Montreal; but I know that in Eastern
Ontario, stone-masons, carpenters and plasterers are receiv-
ing fhily 30 per cent. more than they did in 1878. You
ean hardly get a house built unless you get it done in the
winter season when work is slack. Everybody is building;
and to say that the country is not prosperous and that
wages of mechanics are not good is simply contrary to the
fact.

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

After Recess.

FIRST READINGS.
Bil (No. 97) to incorporate the London and Ontario

Investment Company, Limited.-(Mr. Beaty.)
Bill (No. 98) to consolidate the borrowing powers of the

Canada Permanent Loan and Savings Bank Company and
to authorise the said Company to issue Dabenture Stouk.-
(Mr. Small.)

Bill (No. 99) an Act relating to Druggists.

ASSISTED IMMIGRATION.
Mr. MILLS. I could not help noting the tone of the

hon. the Minister of Agrioulture, as ho ad4ressed the Hlouse.
Mr. GÂtr T.

He spoke in a very melancholy tone like a Niobe, he
seemed to be in tears, and his manner was most afecting.
But the reason was easy to find. It was due to the fact that
some hon. gentlemen on this side made the statement, in
some other debate, that the climate of tho North-West Terri-
tories was not quite so favorable as that of some parts of
Australia.

Mr. CRLING. Of Canada.
Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman read the statement

with reference to Australia ; if he will look at his own notes
he will see it. He may be of opinion that the climate of
the North-West Territories is less severe than that of
Australia or the continent further to the south, but a great
many members of this House and people in the country-
in fact people generally who know something about geo-
graphy-will entertain a different view. I do not think we
are going to promote settlement in the North-West Terri-
tories, or do anything to favor the occupation of that coun-
try by people, either from other portions of Canada or the
United States, or the continent of Europe, by stating mis-
leading facts. People, whon they go there, if they find the
climate is not sach as it is represented to be, if they find
the conditions and circumstances different from what they
expected, will be seriously disappointed; and we will fail to
retain many who might be disposed to remain, if they had
gone under different circumstances. The hon. gentleman
has stated that we on this side of the House have very seri-
ously impeded the growth and prosperity of the country by
stating that a large portion of our own population had emi-
grated. That is a question of fact or it is not. If it be a
fact it is of far more consequence to the people that we
should take steps to obviate the evil than that we should
deny its existence. What did these hon. gentlemen do in
1878 ? They seem to forget the resolution moved then by
their leader. In 1878, the First Minister moved the follow-
ing resolution:-

"That it be resolved, that this House is of opinion that the welfare of
Canada requires the adoption of a National Policy, which by a judicions
readjustment of the tariff will banefit and foster the agriculture, the
mining, the manufacturing and other interests of the Dominion; that
such a policy will retain in Canada thousands of our fellow countrymen,
now obliged to expatriate themselves in search of the employment
denied them at home, will restore prosperity to our struggling indus-
tries, now so sadly depressed, will prevent Canada from being made a
sacrifice market, will encourage and develop an active interprovincial
trade, and moving (as it ought to do) in the direction of a reciprocity
of tariffs with our neighbors, so far as the varied interests of Canada
may demand, will greatly tend to procure for this country eventually
a reciprocity of trade.

This was the representation at that time; that there were
thousands of people who had left Canada because they were
unable to find employment. The hon. the Minister of
Agriculture was then a member of this House, sitting on
this side, and he voted for this resolution.

Mr. CARLING. I was not then a member.

Mr. MILLS. At all events, all the hon. gentleman's
colleagues and all the hon. gentlemen behind him, who
were then members of this Hlouse, voted for that resolution.
They affirmed as a fact what was not a fact. They affrmed
what there is difficulty now, but what there was no diffi-
culty then, in showing was not a fact. We did not com-
plain that those hon. gentlemen then voted to affirm some-
thing that was true, and ought not to be made known, for
I believe the country will suffer nothing by the truth being
made known, but what we complained of was that hon.
gentlemen opposite voted and affirmed that to be a fact
which was not at the time a fact. What I quote this reso-
lution for is to show that hon. gentlemen thon did not think
they were degrading the country when they declared there
were thousands of people leaving it because they were
unable to find enjoyment. The hon. gentleman referred to
the speech of the hon. member for Lisgar (Mr. mRos), whioh
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he declared was a patriotic speech. It may be in his the hon. gentleman hm gone further. In 1818, the leader
view, but it was not a speech consonant with my opinions of the hon. gentleman told the people at the Âmphtheatre
of patriotism, because I do not think anything can be in Toronto that during Mr. Mackenzie's rigme 500,000 peo.
affirmed as a patriotic effort which is at variance with the piel ft Canada. Now, what does the Bureau of slatie.
facts.tics show? Wy, that during the Administration oMr.

Mr. CARLING. I referred to the hon. member for Mackenzie there wao an average of 22,000 people a year
South Perth (Mr. Trow). who Ieft Canada, or 110,000 during the five years-just one-fifth of the number stated by the hon. gentleman's leader.

Mr. MILLS. I do not know to what speech the hon. Was that patriotie? Was that statement an evidence of the
gentleman referred, but I understood him to refer to the patriotism of the hon. gentleman and cf thoeo asoeiatod
speech which the hon. member for Lisgar (Mr. Ross) made with him? The leader of that party, at a time when the
this afternoon. I am glad to see that ho repudiates that trade of the country waa depressed, represented that five
speech. times the number lad gone out of the country that had

Mr. CARLING. I do not. actually loft it. The bon. gentleman may consider that to
ho patriotic. That was patrietie whon the hon, gentleman

Mr. MILLS. For although it was intended to support and his friends occupied this ide of the lie,
the Government and the policy in which the Government but any reference te the subject is highly unpatriotic
persisted in the matter, it was a speech at variance with when they are on that side of the liuse. Thon, I take
the facts. Although the hon. gentleman confidently the same statistics that thoso gentlemen quoted at
asserted that the statement made by the hon. member for that timo, and I find that, during the five years that
Norfolk (Mr. Jackson) was inaccurate, and one he would precoded Mr. Mackonzie's Administration, on an average
show to be inaccurate, while he dealt within strong and 44,000 people loft the country every yoar, or 220,000
positive assertions, ho gave no information calculated to duril)g the five years-just double the number that
substantiate the assertions he made. The Minister has told loft during Mr. Mackonzie's Administration. Thon, accord-
us that everything is 25 per cent. cheaper to-day than it ing te the same statisties, 1 find that in 1879, 54,000 left
was in 1818. I do not suppose he meant that every- the country; in 1880, 89,416; in 1881, 125,000; in 1882,
thing is choaper on account of the fiscal policy of the98,109; in 1883, 69,351; in 1884, 60,406; and in 1885,
country, for in my opinion, that would not have 88,t
been in order, as the fiscal policy is not the question American Bureau of.Statistics) of the number cf people who
before us. If the hon. gentleman is disposed to affirm loft Canada during this particular Deriod of time, and I
that as the consequence of the National Poliey we will would cail attention to the fact that the census whiclibon.
have an opportunity to discnss it at another time; but as gentlemen opposite have taken in Manitoba and the North.
he mentioned it in this debate in connection with the West Territories shows that, making the ordînary allow-
subject of immigration he means no doubt to affirm that the ance for the increase cf population, there are 215,000 people
effect of the Government's policy in importing a large to.day fer in that country than the returns which they
number of people into the country has been so far to lower have brouglt down lrom year to year would lead this House
tho wages of the laborers that the cost of production bas texpeet. I would ask the bon, gentleman te explain that
been greatly cheapened. If that be not his argument then fact. low is it with thesa patriotic statements, as liecalîs
it is not pertinent in the debate. I would call his attention tlem, whici i enpatriotic on this side cf this leuse te
to the fact that 25 per cent. is more than the priceof question, wofen ther accuracy is tested by the cos takon
wages in the manufacture of an article. If the hon. gentle- a year ago in the North-West Territories, and that ceusas
man means that the wages of laborers are being so far shows a population cf 215,000 loss than therooglt
reduced by the policy of the Government that the manu- to be in ihat country, if the statements the hon. gon-
facturers are able to produce an article 25 per cent. tieman las made are correct? Have the hou. gentle-
cheaper than before, ho must make it appear that the wages man and bis colleague beau misleading this Fouse, or is it
of the laborer are reduced by his policy to a more cypher. a fact that a very large proportion cf these Who have

Mr. CARLING. Wages are not reduced. gene into that country, and have been taken there with
se mudli trouble and expense te the country, have loft and

Mr. MILLS. Thon in what way ias the policy of immi gene elsewhere? The statisties I have quoted, the stato.
gration affected the cost of production ? If the manufac- monts tliy have brouglt dowu from yoar te year, show
turers and the industrial classes are receiving larger profits that the statements, which the lon. member for Norfolk
than before and are in a more prosperous condition, I would (Mr. Jackson) road from a Chicago paper, are far more
like to know how that is brought about? What is the likoly te be accurate than the information which the bon.
statement in this resolution proposed in 1878 by the hon. gentleman from Liegar (Mr. Rose) undertook te impt te
gentleman' chief leader and supported by all lon. gentle- tus liuse. Lot us take another test. In the nitod
mon opposite ? It is this, that in Canada the industries had States, iu 1870, we lad 490,000 Canadians. In 1880, wo had
been injured, had been ruined, because Canada has been a 712,000, or 222,000 more. Making the necossary allowances,
sacrifice market. How is it a sacrifice market? Why, making the actual allowanes for deaths, during those ton
because foreign goods sold here at such rates that ityears, we find that 848,000 Canadians Ieft Canada during
was impossible to produce them at the same price, and yot the ton years, or 34,800 a yoar, which juet about makes the
the hon. gentleman tells us that the prices at which thenumber which tho Bureau cf Statistics shows 1eft Canada for
manufacturers were unable to produce them are reduced that country-that is 22,000 a year during the period cf Mr.
by 25 per cent. and that what was sold then at a $1 isMackonzie's Goverument, and 44,000 a year during the
sold now for 75 cents, and yet that those who could not administration of the Goverument whidh preceded it. W.
afford to sell for a $1 are prospering now whon have other tests of wlat the hon, gentleman hu
they are solling for 75 cents. That is what the hon. accomplished in this way. By our ewn consus, lu 1871, wo
gentleman said he could establish. I trust, when the lad foreigu-boru peoplo lu Canada te the number cf 489,500;
time comes, and when it will be more pertinent in 1881, we had 487,600, or 1,900 Jess, although the hon.
than it is now, when lie can assign some other reason gentleman claimed te have brought into the country nearly
than the importation of labor for the diminution 400,000 people during that timo. I would 11ke the hon.
of price, that he will be able to give it further light iu gentleman te explain that fact. What las become cf thcs.
rforence te, the proposition whih, ho ham laid dewn. B t peoplen? Why should we expend large Aumpiftmoney
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every year to promote immigration, when it is perfectly
obvious, when we examine into the question, that those
whom we pay to come here do not remain with us? That
is what the information he bas given to the House discloses.
Thon the hon. gentleman says that, during the past year,
he las only assissted, I think, some 7,000 immigrants in
coming to this country. He says he has expended for that
purpose 840,000.

Mr. CARLING. Less than $40,000.

Mr. MILLS. Well, I suppose it was very nearly 840,000,
or he would not have given us that figure. But the
appropriation is $422,860. What bas become of the rest of
the money? How is it distributed? We see; weoknow
what goes to the London Free Press; we know what goes
to the Hamilton Spectator; we know what goes to the
Brockville Times; we know what goes to the Montreal
Gazette.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

Mr. MILLS. I am showing, what is a perfectly legiti-
mate thing to do, that this assisted immigration bas resulted
in the expenditure of a large sum of money, outside of that
which is expended to aid the passengers. And the hon.
gentleman knows that, if he would put an end to the assisted
immigration, this $422,000 would fall with it; that the
expenditure is unnecessary, and that the whole attempt to
aid in the introduction of immigrants into this country, has
been a huge failure. The bon. gentleman knows that we
have failed to retain the population, and that we have
merely aided a large number of people, year by year, to
come to this country, to ultimately take up their abode in
the neighboring republic. If the hon. gentlemen were to
adopt a policy which would do more to retain our native-
born people in Canada, it would bc eminently more satis-
factory than the course which las been taken.

Mr. MACKINTOSII. It was laid down this afternoon, I
believe, that in discussing the question, we should be con-
fined altogether to the subject matter of the motion itsolf.
My hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills) by introducing
the National Policy-

Mr. MILLS. No.

Mr. MACKINTOSH. The hon. member for Bothwell
certainly read the resolution introduced by the thon leader
of the Opposition with regard to the National Policy.

Mr. LANDERKIN. .Regarding immigration.

Mr. MACKINTOSH. I am well aware that the lon.
gentleman stated what was in the resolution, but he passed
on to speak of the exodus, criticising the Department of
Agriculture, the Premier, and, in fact, made a tour through-
out the entire Dominion, in order to make a point against
the Government. I was very much amused, this afternoon,
when the hon. member for East Elgin (Mr. Wilson) pre-
sumed to pose as an advocate of the mechanies and
laborers. Why was net the hon. member for Both-
well (Mr. Mills) candid enough to say at once, that in
view of a pouding election, in view of the fact that perhaps
within fifteen months, this House will be dissolved and the
respective claims of both parties will be before the people,
he was merely bidding for the support of the workingmen
in this country. Well, I tell him at once that the Conser-
vative party, so far as their record is concerned, are prepared
te meet the hon. gentlemen in their appeal for the votes of
the mechanics and the workingmen of the Dominion. The
hon. member for Elgin has become the friend of the
workingman, and to hear his protesta against mechanics
being brought into this eountry, one would imagine that his

Mr. MILLs.

career was such as to entitle him to their confidence. Why,
Sir, at the inception of the policy of assisting immigrants,
my hon. friend was one of the warmest supporters of the
then lon. member for South Bruce (Mr. Blake) when ho
introduced a policy of assisted passages, into the Ontario
Legislature. No man was more warmly in favor of assisting
mechanics coming to Canada. Looking into the Ontario
Immigration Reports of 1872, when my hon. friend was in
the Ontario Legislature, and when the Government of that
Province adopted the policy of assisted passages, I find an
Order in Council passed on the 10th April, 1872:

" The Government will pay to regularly organised societies in the
United Kingdom or Ontario or to individnals the sum of six dollars for
every statute adult sent to this Province at the end of three months
continuous residence lu the Province."

Further, in 1872, the "Passage Emigrants' Money Fnd"
was established by Order in Council and ton immigration
agents appointed, and a further Order passed directing these
agents that:

"In carrying out these general instructions lt should be their endeavor
that, of the total number of immigrants sent out, at least 75 per cent.
should be agricultural and ordinary laborers and the remainder
mechanics or skilled laborers."

Thus all of the immigrants sent to this country might vir-
tually have been mechanics and laborers, and still the hon.
member for Elgin supported that policy. Again, when the
Government of Sir John Macdonald went out of power,
hon. gentlemen opposite warmly and earnestly advocated
the bringing of immigrants to this country. Several pamph-
lets were published, one of which stated, in 1874:

" The Dominion of Canada includes within its far-reaching borders,
means for the employment of capital and labor, skilled and unskilled,
in an endless variety. There is no danger in this country of people
jostling each other too closely. There is room, and to spare, for al].
And the more population increases in the new settlements, while yet
millions of unoccupied acres remain to be filled up beyond, the more
opportunities are afforded for the exercise of industrial akill and energy,
for the investment of capital, and for the employment of unskilled
labor in all departments of production. * * * - But there is
also a very large demand for the classes of the able-bodied laborers,
arising from the numerous and extensive public works and buildings
everywhere in progress in the Dominion, and this demand will be
largely increase d by other large public works projected-notably, the
Oanadian Pacific Railway and the enlargement of the Canadian canal
system.

" The handicrafts and trades generally which are, so to speak, of
universal application, can also always absorb a large number of artisans
and journeymen."

You will remember, Mr. Speaker, and so will other hon.
gentlemen, that at that time a cloud of depression had been
foreshadowed by the then Minister of Finance, the present
mem ber for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright). Imme-
diately after the speech in which he painted a picture of
gloom and depression throughout this country, what do we
find? Another departmental pamphlet published in the
fall of 1875, setting.forth:

"Meals are provided for immigrants, of good quality at very low
prices; and they are afforded gratuitoualy by the Goverament to the
absolutely indigent "

That is, the Government were prepared to bring indigent
people to this country, in a time of depression, whon starv-
ing multitudes were knocking at the doors of Parliament for
bread, were prepared to pay and to feed indigent immigrants
sent to this country to compete with the already starving
multitudes.

" Railway tickets at the public charge, or free passages are given
from Quebec, to indigent immigrants to points at which the Grand
Trunk Railway has stations, in the Provinces of Quebec and Ontario.
Mechanies cf varions descriptions, but more particularly blacksmiths,
carpenters, railway navvies, shoemakers, taitors, printers, stonecutters,
and masons, gardeners, bricklayers, millwrights and machinists, for
whom there is a demand."

Then there is the following tabulated statement, prepared to
indue meohanical eompetitors to come to the Dominion:
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"RATE OF WAGES IN CANADA.

"The following statement shows an average range of the rates o
wages paid in Canada in some of the principal callings :-

Dàuy. MONTHLY.
Ourrency. Sterling. Ourrency. Sterling.

$c. c.s.. u.. $ . $ . l.. d.
Farm servants,

male (w î th
board)........ 0 50 to 1 00 2 3 to 4 1 100to2000 2 10to420

Parm servants,
female (with
board).. . .............. t.......o210

Dar maids,
(with board)............. ......... 4 O0tol15O016 5te31 7

Domestic ser-
vanta (with
board).. ........... .................... 800to1200 0124to293

Cooks (wl t h
board).............................................o317

Bakers .......... 1 25 51 1260to1500 2Il4to317
Blacksmiths... 1 00 to 2 00 4 1 to 8 2
Bookbinders ... 1 00 to1 50 4 1 to 6 1
Bricklayers..... 1 50 to 2 50 6 0 to 10 2
Cabinet mak'rs 1 25 to 2 00 5 1 to 8 2
Oarpenters..... 125 to 2 50 5 1to 10 2
Coopers.......... 1 50 to 2 00 6 0 to 2 8
Gardeners ...... 1 25 to 1 75 5 i to 7 2 $120 per an. 24 13 1 per an.
Machinists ..... 1 50 to 2 50 6 ôto 10 2
Masons .......... 1 50 to 3 00 60 to 10 2
Millers............ 1 0 0to 2 00 6 0to 8 2
Painters ......... 1 25 to 2 00 5 1 to 8 2
Plasterers.,..... 1 25 to 2 50 5 1 to 10 2
Plumbers........ 1 25 to 2 50 5 1 to 10 2
Rope-makers... 0 75 to 1 50 3 1 to 6 0
Saddlers and

harness-mak-
ers...............1 25 to 2 50 5 1 to 10 2

Shoemakera.... 1 00 to 2 00 4 1 to 8 2
Tailors...-.... 1 25 to 2 00 5 1 to 8 2
Tanners ......... 1 16 to 1 50 4 1 to 6 0
Tinamiths. ..... 1 25 to 1 75 5 1 to 7 2
Wheelwrights. 1 25 to 2 00 5 1 to 8 2
Sip carpent'rs 0 75 to 2 50 3 1 to 10 2
Ordinary la-

borers1.e0 00.to.2000210to14260

And the price per diom was stated to 1fr0 161.25 to
62.50, when hon, gentlemen opposite know that at
that very tin4 in this city, und0r tho very hadow of the
iParliament buildings, mon wore working for from 75 cents
te 81 per day, and yet the hon. membr foranEast Elgin ha.
told us that the present Govermoent woro absolutely
cri mina in bringing artisans te this country, although the
Minister of Agriculture said they wero not assisting artisans.
In looking over the returns, I find some facts in regard to
mochanies being brought into this country in that time of
depression when the Reform party was in power, and with
regard to the artisans brought into this country by the pre-
sent Administration while there was prospority throughout
the land. The record of mochanics arriving at the port of
Quebec is:

1874................
1875.............................
1876.......... ...................
1877............,.........
1878.. .......... .

1879......,..... ...................
1880...........-......
1881 ,.............................
1882.........,,...... ......
1883 ........ ............ ,.........

QUKBsC.
Mechanics.

2,773
977
491

1,118
897

6,256

923
903
330

1,420
1,872

5,448

Total.
8,828
6,035
3,810
2,740
4,027

25,440

8,411
11,730
14,524
21,352
19,449

75,484

Per cent.

23

.....

Yet, hon. gentlemen rise in their places and charge this
Government with bringing artisans into the country in a
time of prosperity, when they themselves, in a time of
depression and gloom, brought to the port of Quebec 23 per
cent. of mechanios, while this Goverument, of the whole
number arriving at that port, han simply brought 7per cent,,

many of whom, the Minister bas explained, wore not assisted.
The hon. member for Bothwell bas spoken about the
cost of immigrants. The total number of immigrants
for five years from 1874 to 1878 inclusive, was 147,277,
at a total cost of $1,201,295. Then, from 1879 to 1885,
371,670 immigrants were brought out at a cst of
$1,131,358. Thus the record was $8.15 per head under a
Reform Administration, and $3.56 per head under a Con-
servative Administration, or $4.59 less per head under
Conservative than under iReform rule; and yet bon. gentle-
men opposite call this an extravagant, a reckless Govern-
ment, indifferent to the interests of the mechanics and work-
ing people, because they spend at least 100 per cent. less in a
time of prosperity than the Reform Government did in a
time of depression and gloom. I stated that I would not
refer to the National Policy, but my hon. friend from
Bothwell unfairly attacked the Government, without coming
directly to the issue. Well, I find that in 1879, that the
hon. gentleman found fault with the thon Minister of Agri-
culture in 1879, who is now the Minister of Railways and
Canalis, because ho would not encourage artisans to come to
Canada. On the 25th April, 1879, Mr. Mils stated:

" Mr. Mills said the hon. gentleman had stated that he was very care-
ful in determining who should emigrate te this country-in fact he con-
trolled the entire immigration. Re had taken good care that parties
emigrating hither should not be persons whose labor would bring them
into competition with those who were already in the country.
They were assured over and over again during the past year that the
Government were going to adopt the policy that would give them a
home here and would create a demand for their labor. The hon. gentle-
man said he was not goin to be a fl on the wheel, and yet he said the
Government had done& i it coulu, had exhausted its resources, and
could do nothing more. The last step of this great National Policy was
to take care that no one in the Old World engaged in any skilled in ustry
should have any encouragement to come to this country."

The hon. member for Compton (Mir. Pope) replied as
follows:-

'- There was about as much knickerbocker in the hon. gentleman's
remarks as in anything he had heard for a long time. Ho, Mr. Pope,
said nothing of the kind attributed to him; what he said was this: Any
body could corne to this country that likei, but the Government did not
encourage people to come here who would come into competition with
our laborers."
The present hon. momber for East York (hir. Mackenzie)
stated on 20th May, 1879 :

" I have only to say upon the general proposition that I am quite
willing to consider any acheine of colonisation that will settle up the
interior of our continent. [am quite prepared to consider the propriety
of extending any aid that may be thought desirable in advancing suach
a proposition. 1 am convinced, and have always been, that, in order te
make our railroad a paying one, we must have a large population
thrown into the heart of the continent."

The hon. member for South Huron (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) said :

" My hon. friend is perfectly right in aying that, for the purpose of
developing that·country, it is, in the very initial stages, of great
moment to give away some land to encourage settlement b ut he never
pretended it would be part of his policy, or that of anyGovernment, to
give the great mass of the lands along the line of the Pacific Railway in
free grants. We recognised distinctly and clearly the fact that, for the
purose of promoting the settlement ot that country, some sacrifice
might be undergone, more esecially because we knew there was great
crn etition t be borne with fri the United States in the settlement of
the orth-Wst, and that they offered great tracte of land to settlera on
very favorahle terms, and that se long as that rivar contined, It
w ould ble practicaly impossible for us te attract toe lN rth-West any
but the most inferior class of settlers unless prepred te give cerres-
pending advantages te those offered a the United 1tates."

Mr. POP E. What date ?
Mr. MACKINTOSH. The 20th May, 1879. I read from

Official Debates. In fact, from the day the Government
passed resolutions in favor of colonising the North-West
and building the Canadian Pacifie Railway out of the
public lands, the Oppoeition bas spoken and acted in a
way certainly detrimental to the interests of the country.
I am convinced this question will come up in a much
larger form before this House, and I uite under-
stand the design of the motion introduced the hon.
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member for East Elgin (Mr. Wilson). So far as the Con-
servatives are concerned, 1, as a private member of the
House, am prepared to diseuss the whole question, the
whole policy of the Government with respect both to the
exodus and the effect of the immigration policy, the effect
of the general policy and of the National Policy of the Gov-
ernment, with hon, gentlemen opposite. But it is most
unfair and most uncandid, under the guise of an unpretend-
ing motion with respect to the number of immigrants, to
discuss the National Policy, the exodus and other questions
which hon. gentlemen were warned by the Speaker they
could not refer to as being without the limit of the reso-
lution. When the question in its broad features comes up
for discussion I am prepared te discuss it, as well as the
record of the hon. gentlemen opposite is concerned, so far
as regards the cost of immigrants and the treatment
the late Government meted out to the mechanics
and workingmen, for that record of hon, gentlemen oppo-
site will not bear the light of day any more than their
record of other acts for which they were responsible.
I simply rose to make a few remarks in order to let the
Hlouse and the country understand that there is not
merely one side of the story but two sides; and I am
satisfied the people of Canada and the workingmen and
the knights ol labor, for whose support hon. gentlemen
opposite are angling, when they come to look at the
truth and to discuss it, will have very little con-
fidence in hon. gentlemen opposite, who in opposition
become their friends and the very moment they obttin
power are prepared to act to their injury on the ground of
what they term political exiger cy. I m prepared to show
that hon. gentlemen opposite when in power spent large
sums to end back immigrants. I remeniber a discussion
that took place when it was proved they paid $5,000 to
send 250 Frenchmen back to old France; that during the
time of the depression, between 1875 and 1878, they
paid $100 and $200 a night for a hall in Birmingham
for lecturers to induce mechanics there to come to Canada
where they would have deprived our workmen of employ-
ment; and on the other hand, we can point to the record
of this Government as a chivalrous and public spirited one,
and I have confidenco that when an appeal is mado to the
electors hon. gentlemen opposite cannot by such a policy
as they now adopt, hope to gain powLr in this country.

Mr. LISTER. The hon, gentleman who has just taken
his seat has undertaken to predict what the workingmen of
this country will do in a short time. He has told us that
within fifteen months there will be a general election and at
that election the workingmen will be found arrayed upon
the side of the Goverament. It is remarkable how very
much interest hon. gentlemen on the other side take in the
workingmen of Canada to-day. When the hon, gentleman
thonght proper to quote to ns ancient history he ought to
have considered for a few moments the altered circum-
stances. At the time the thon Government initiated a policy
of bringing immigrants into this country, fhere was no pro-
test from the workingmen of Canada against further immi-
gration. At that time there was a period of prosperity
which does not exist to-day. In every town throughout the
country you today find workingmen's associations denoune-
ing the Government and complaining of the publie expen-
diture for the purpose of bringing workingmen into
this country to compete with those already bore. To-day
yon will find thousands of men throughout Canada unem-
ployed. We find the industries, which hon, gentlemen
opposite promised would give prosperity, all in a declining
condition, the factories closed, the workmen out of employ-
ment, and the working classes in a yery unsatisfactory con-
dition indeed. We find wherever there is an association
of workingmen in cities and towns they pass resolutions at
thoir meetings imploring the Government to stop the

Mr. MAoK&NmOo.

system of bringing labor into the country, which bas the
effect of further reducing the earnings of those already
here. The hon. member for Ottawa (Mr. Mackintosh)
thought proper to go back to 1874-75, and to take four or
five years about that period and compare the expenditure
of the present time. During the past two years the immi-
gration bas cost nearly a million dollars; last year #500,000
and this year nearly half a million has been spent. In
those two years that sum has been spent for the purpose of
bringing artisans from the older countries into Canada to
compote with our own workingmen. Not only has the
money been so employed, but it has been given with a
lavish hand to supporters of the Government who happened
to be so fortunate as to own newspapers.

Mr. CARLING. I call the bon. gentleman to order. I
was called to order myself for referring to the press and
money paid to newspapers in connection with immigration.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I think the hon. member
has wandered away from the question. We are discussing
only the expenditure so f ar as relates to this motion.

Mr. LISTER. It was somewhat refreshing to listen to
the arguments of the member from Lisgar (Mr. Ross), who
is not in his place to-night. He entered into the discussion
with all the warmth and zeal of a new convert to Toryism.
Sir, he thought proper to present to this House a table
representing the exodus from Canada into the United States.
Hle took the consus of 1880, and I ask theb hon. gentleman
if he thought it was honest to tell us that according to the
census of 18b0 there were 140,000 Canadian people in the
whole of tho United States or if it is reasonablo to suppose
that in the five years whieh have elapsed since that time
that the number bas not been greatly augmented. I believe
it is no stretch of the imagiLation to say that there are
1,f:00,000 of Canadians in the United States, possibly owing
allegiance to the Government of the United States, who
have been driven from Canada by the maladministration
of the present Government. He takes the census of 1880
and ho wants us to understand that the number of Cana-
dians is a mere bagatelle as compared with the population
of that country. We have it on most indubitable evidence
that in 1880 there were 700,000 Canadians who had
sought homes in that country. During the past few
years we have been spending millions of dollars to bring
foreign immigrants to this country and yet the census
shows that to-day thore bas been only an increase over 1870
of 1,000,000 people. Where are all the thousands of people
that they spoke of bringing to this country? Where have
they gone? They have vanished like the snow beneath the
summer's sun. Where is the natural increase of our popu-
lation which we ought to have had in this country to-day,
and which ought to have amounted to 1,000,000 ? They
have been driven from our country; unable to find employ-
ment bore in Canada, they have sought homes and employ-
ment in the United States, and yet if we confront the
Government with these facts, if we reproach them with this
state of affairs we are told we are unpatriotic. Dr.Johnson
said that patriotism was the last refuge of a scoundrel; and
I believe that if we did not get up in this House and
denounce the Government and lay before the country the
true state of affairs we would be false to the positions we
occupy here, and we would not be doing our duty to the
country to which we owe our allegiance. To tell us when
we state that they have so maladministered the affairs of
this country that certain things have taken place -to tell
us that we are lacking in patriotism is in my opinion a piece
of cool impudence, on the part of these lion. gentlemen. We
are here to criticise the acts of the Government, to point out
to the people wherein they have failed in the discharge of
their duties. and if we fail to do so we are false
to the duty which the country expects us to discharge.
Sir, it is al1 very well for hon. gentdemen to say that this
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is not a matter which should be brought up; it is all very
well for hon. gentlemen to say that in 1874 the Govern-
ment of that day supported a policy of bringing immigrants
into this country. I desire to remind hon, gentlemen that
since 1874 things have changed. In 1874 we had a time of
prosperity; in 1874 we had not workingmen enough in the
country to do the work we had for them; in 1874 there was
no clamor by the workingmen of this country against fur.
ther immigration. To-day the workingmen of Canada
represent a large proportion of our population, and we are
bound to pay regard to what they are telling us all over
the country. Then, Sir, I say there was no clamor, no
protest against the bringing of workingmen into Canada,
while to-day you cannot go into a single meeting of work-
ingmen throughout this vast Dominion but you will find
one of its resolutions is condemnatory of the Government
for assisting immigrants to come into the country, to enter
into competition with them. Their language is strong and
unmistakeable upon that point; and the best proof that
the ex-Minister of Agriculture felt that he was not
altogether clear in this matter is to be found in the
fact that at a meeting at St. Thomas and other
meetings held elsewhere, he had to get up and excuse
himself and say that the Government were not doing so
badly and that it was only agricultural laborers that they
were bringing into the country. We know very well that
mechanies are coming in day after day in the guise of
agricultural laborers and entering into competition with
our own mechanics. That bon. gentleman does not get up
to-day and say that his policy was a good one; he does not
get up in an aggressive mood and assert that what hé did
was right, but he tries to excuse himself for bringing in the
classes of people that we say he is bringing in. Sir, the policy
is bad and wrong, and the Government know very well that
the workingmen throughout Canada will hold them respon-
sible for that policy within fifteen months or perhaps in a
less time than that. What have they done with the millions
of dollars that they have been appropriating for immigra.
tion ? They have been squandering it amoung the Tory
press of Canada-squandering it in that way and other
ways. They have referred to the Ontario Government,
but I say the policy of the Ontario Government is a
different one. Only $18,000 was appropriated this year
by that Government and yet the leader of the Oppo-
sition in that House felt it to be his duty to get up
and protest against further immigration being brought
into this country. The man in the small flouse in Ontario
thinks that it is a bad thing, but hon. gentlemen in the
big House of the Dominion think it is a good thing. So
far as the Conservative party in the country is concerned,
one portion of them are entirely opposed to bringing immi-
grants into the country, whilst the other portion of this
House seem to be in favor of that policy. I repeat that
the workingmen of Canada will hold the Government res-
ponsible for this enormous expenditure which bas been
going on for the last seven years; 1 say that that expendi-
ture has assumed the proportion of-shall I call it-a
huge job, andthe quicker the people of the ceuntry put
their foot dewn and give the Govcrnment te underetanci
that this expenditure must be stopped, the botter it will
be for Canada and her people. The time will come when
further immigrants wilI he requirec, and e whn that time
cemes lot us appropriate sufficient meney for the purpose,
but at the present moment, under the present condition of
commercial depression of the country, Irsay it is an act of
cruelty on the part of the Government to bring further immi-
grante into the country to compete with our people. They
tax everything they eat, everything they wear, the very fuel
that heats their bodies; they have done everything to make
living as expensive as possible, and yet they are bringing
more people into the country to reduce their already reduced
wages. It in notorious that on the railways of this country
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the workingmen are working for 80 or 90 cents per day;
their wages are barely sufficient to keep body and soul alive,
and yet under this deplorable condition of affaire the Gov-
ernment is insisting on maintaining their policy of the past,
and what a ghastly failure that pohoy has been. For years
they have been telling us that they were building up the
North-West country by thousands of people; they have been
leading us to believe that there was a large population in
that country, and to-day we are startled by the facts told us
by the census returns that there are only 23,000 white
people in the North-West, and that the population of Mani-
toba is a mere bagatelle. Either they have been misleading
the country intentionally or unintentionally, or else the
people they have been bringing here have immediately gone
to the United States, one thing or the other is the true state
of the case, and let hon. gentlemen perch upon which horn
of the dilemma they please. I say again that this thing
muet stop. I appeal to every man in Canada who bas the
intereste of his country at heart that this is a condition of
affairs which should not continue; and this system of
jobbery-shall I call it-must be put on end to; and if it
is not done before the elections, I believe the verdict of the
people will tell the Government that they have been acting
improperly in the policy they have been pursuing.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not rise to reply to the hon, gentle-
man who has just sat down, because my hon. friend has
been making simply a stump speech. That has been shown
very clearly by the frequency with which he referred to
the Knights of Labor and the workingmen. There were,
however, two or three propositions put forward by the hon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mille) that I would like to glance
at before this debate closes. He said-and it is a statement
which will command the assent of all in this House-that
we would gain nothing by misrepresenting the facto. Now,
I believe in that most thoroughly. I believe it is not a
wise course to take to only set forth the brightest and most
favorable circumstances with reference to a country. I
believe it is worse, however, to take all the exceptional dis-
advantages of a country, and simply make up a statement of
those. Of the two I sbould rather choose the former by
far. My hon. friend said we gained nothing by misrepre-
senting facts. Now, if I had been simply a spectator coming
into this country and into this louse for the first time, and
listening to the speech of my hon. friend, I should be unable
to give Canada credit for one single thing of good
with reference to lier soil, lier climate, her population or
her progress for the last five or six years; and my hon.
friend goes entirely against hie own proposition that we
muet not misrepresent favts, when just on the top of that
he picks out the isolated facts which are to the disadvantage
of this country and dwells on then solely, without reference
to other facte which are more favorable in their character.
I hold that the true way is to give our country its fair
chance. If it has good qualities, say so. If there are parts
of it which are specially fertile, let us say so. If there are
disadvantages, we need not always conceal them, neither
ned w always be bringing them to the front. A fair and
square statement of the country on an average je wliat will
benefit the country and what will be in the long run the
fairest policy for any party to carry out. . But to be con-

inually Valking of the dieadvantages of the country-all
countries have their disadvantagee-and harping upon thni
je net rce enting facto, but mierepresenting f'acto-eowme-
hing which my hon. friend from Bothwell did not wish to

have done.

Mr. GILLMOR. What did he say against the country ?

Mr. FOSTIER What did he say in favor of it ? Why,
he said against the country that it was losing its population;
he said against the country that it was wasting its money for
no purpose; he said against the country that ite climate
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and soil were not the best in the world, and that there was
no use of shutting our eyes to it.

Mr. MILLS. I did not state that.
Mr. FOSTER. While he stated all these things, ho did

not state one single advantage that the country possessed
over any other country with which ho compared it. Now, if
the hon. gentleman was honest in his statement, and
honest in his wish to represent the facts, he would have
given the country credit for something good, instead of giv-
ing it credit for nothing but disadvantages. My hon. friend
read a resolution which was introduced into this House, in
1878, or 1879, and he chose to say that those who
introduced and those who voted for that resolution-because
it stated that the proposal to introduce the National Policy
was intended to retain laborers in the country who were
leaving it by thousands for want of employment-were just
as unpatriotic as the members of the Opposition were
charged with being for giving those disadvantages a promi-
nent place in all the speeches they make. Now, the
difference between the two is simply this. M y hon. friend
declares that people are leaving this country by hundreds
of thousands without proposing anything which will remedy
this state of things, while the resolution of 1878 or 1879
proposed a remedy, and then gave reasons why that remedy
should be adopted.

Mr. MILLS. We are proposing a remedy now.
Mr. FOSTER. Do not be uneasy, my dear friend. What

proposition did the hon. member for Bothwell make in his
speech to-night which would remedy this state of things ?
What proposition has he ever made but this: Put the
others out, and put me and my friends in. Now, having
stated that difference, I want to draw the attention of the
House for a moment to a very specious style of reasoning
which my hon. friend adopted in reply to the Minister of
Agriculture. It was this: The Minister of Agriculture
suggests, says the hon. member for Bothwell, that prices
are lower now than they were in 1879; then he goes on to
argue that if prices are lower, they must be lower for one
reason and one only, that is, that labor is cheaper now
than it was in 1879; and if labor is cheaper than it was in
1879, it must be because of the hon. Minister's immigration
policy, which has brought in immigrants so that com-
petition has reduced the price of labor in the labor market,

Mr. MILLS. Hear, hear.

Mr, FOSTER. "Hear, hear," says my hon. friend-
exactly what I wanted him to say. He admits that I have
stated it fairly, and yet there is not a shred of fair or
honest reasoning in the doduction he came to from the
promises from which ho started. Io it a fact that cheapness
of products always depends upon cheapness of labor ? I say it
is not, but it is perfectly compatible with reason and common
sense that you may pay your laborers botter wages, and
at the same time there may be conditions under which you
may sell your products at lower prices. What is it besides
cheapness of labor that contributes to the cheapness of pro-
ducts ? One thing it may be, is cheaper raw material. Now,
when it suits my hon. friend, he-gets up and makes a point
against the National Policy and against arguments on this
side, by saying: "Oh!1 these things are cheaper, but raw
material is a great deal cheaper than it was in 1878." But
when it suits him to make a point against the Minister of
Agriculture, ho leaves out entirely the greater cheapness ofà
raw material, and ho says that if the products of the manu-
factories are cheaper, it is bocause the price of labor has boen
depreciated.

Mr. MILLS. Will the hon. gentleman allow me to make
one observation? I referred to the matter because the sLate-
meet of the Minister of Agriculture was ont of order. I
assamed that ho spoke to the question, and when he said

Mr. FosTza.

that the cost of production was reduced 25 per cent., I did
not suppose ho meant that it was reduced in consequence of
the National Policy, because that was not the subject before
the louse.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend cannot make a scapegoat
of that statement, because when I put the proposition before
the House, ho assented to it by saying in that honest tone
"hear, hear" which means with him, "them's my sentiments."
Now, besides cheap material, there is another thing that
cheapens the product, and that is botter methods of manu-
facture, and these will increase in the exact ratio as the manu-
factories become older, become more steady, have a more
assured market, and gain more skill and more capital in the
carrying on of those manufactories. And so, if you start
manufactories in a country,their first period will ho the period
of the poorest work and the highest prices; and thon, in
pi oportion as the experience in manufacturing increases,
according as the manufacturers settle down to their work and
the artisans become more skilful, they learn the cheapest
methods of producing, the great effect of which is to cheapen
the cost. Again, if you make a market larger and more
secure for the manufacturers-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. FOSTER. What else would bring in immigrants,

but to show them that they may have goods cheaper, and
that this cheapness comes, not from competition between
themselves and the artisans in the country, but from
securing to the manufacturers botter and larger markets,
so that the factories may tum n out larger quantities, and
the more they turn out of course, the cheaper the cost of
production. My Ion. friend spoke of the loss of population,
and he read many figures to show that the people were
going out of the country faster than they came in. But
what figures did ho roly upon? The figures he relied
upon were those given by United States immigration
agents, or census or Customs officers, whatever they may be
-those officers who have been proved so unworthy of
credence that their own Government had to take them
away from the positions in which they abused their trusts,
and to abolish the whole system. If that is all the authority
my hon. friend can find to endorse bis stjtements, we know
what value to place upon them. But there is one very odd
circumstance in this connection. If immigrants come here,
and, finding things in a certain state, become disgusted with
the country, as my hon. friend says they do, and leave it,
where in the name of common sense do they go and why
do they go there ? They go to the United State my bon.
friend says. Why ? Is it because they have a freer trade
system than we have ?

Mr. MILLS. Yes.
Mr. FOSTER. Does that draw them ?
Mr. MILLS. Yes.
Mr. FOSTER. That is they flee from .the Customs and

Excise taxation which wo have and which is so grinding, to
a country which has a Customs and Excise taxation three
times greater.

Mr. MILLS. But there you have free trade among forty
nations.

Mr. FOSTER. And here we have free trade among seven
or eight nations, and in proportion to our size our trade is
about equal to thoirs. And if they have a trade among forty
nations, does not the taxation from Customs and Excise
weigh upon them, as it does upon us, only in a far greater
ratio; and if the bon. gentleman's statements were right in
other respects, when you take our population and divide it
into the Customs and Excise so as to make aper capita rate,
you must also take that of the United States. People,
say hon. gentlemen opposite, will not remain here because
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of the too grinding rate of taxation, but fly away to that
sunny, beautiful clime whore there is a taxation rate for Cus-
tomes and Excise three or four times greater than ours. They
also leave our North-West because of our terrible land laws,
and go to the United States whore the land laws are not
nearly so liberal. So that when you corne to look into the
matter, there must be something wrong somewhere.

Some.hon. MEMBERS. Yes; something wrong.
Mr. FOSTER. And I think the reasons I have given

show that the wrong does not lie with the policy of this
Government. My hon. friend afterwards apostrophised
somebody or something, and cried out: "Why do we not
maintain our own people in our own country ? " I will
give him a short answer. If he and those with him would
stop for one short year their dismal wailings about taxation
and the grinding monopoly, they would find people would
stay by hundreds where they are now going out by
hundreds. It is an easy matter to raise discontent; it is an
easy matter to make people think they are not as well off
as they might ho somewhere else, and the constant round of
speeches and newspaper editorials which flow through this
country every day, crying down the country, is something
which does not tend to make people more contented or
more in love with their country. Again, it is said there is
no work, and my hon. friend from Lambton (Mr. Lister),
drew a most miserable picture of the thousands who were
without employment in every town and city of Canada.
Well, we must have a large population in some of our towns
or else every person in them must be idle.

Mr. LISTER. I said nothing of the kind; do not go so
fast. I said that there were throughout the country, and
you could not go into a town or a city but where there
were hundreds out of employment.

Mr. FOSTER. I take my hon. friend's denial as ho
gives it; but if I have two ears that bear, the statement
he made was, as I heard it, that in every city and town
thousands were out of employment. However, that does
not amount to much. The point I wish to make la this:
My hon. friend drew a dismal picture of the want of employ-
ment. I want him to contrast our own happy, peaceful,
prosperous, beautiful Canada of the year gone by, with
England, Belgium, France, with the United States, with any
other great country of the world, and if he can find any
one of them in which, labor has been more contented,
employment more steady, want or poverty less known,
I am mistaken in my views. The best proofs are
not statistics, not the declamations of any hon. gentleman.
They are the quiet year in and year out experience which
hon. gentlemen here, coming from every constituency,
have had and eau bear testimony to. And the experience
of hon. gentlemen on this side, as of hon. gentlemen oppo-
site, ia that our own country has, as regards peace and
prosperity and lack of disturbance between labor and capital,
kept pre-eminence in comparison with all other great coun-
tries of the world. I have only now to reply to the assertion
which is couched in the question, Where does ail this money
go ? millions upon millions of it are wasted JI think there is
another side to this. I do not deny for a moment that in
every great expenditure-I do not care in what depart-
ment or under what officer-there may be and must
ho some money expended which brings no direct
return. But to state that millions upon millions spent on
immigration have been wasted and there has been no return
ja simply to exaggerate. There is another side to the
question. When Confederation brought together the four
Provinces of this Dominion, Canada began first te ho known
as a large and prosperous and promising country in the
areas whence immigration was hoped to have been drawn ;
and when, later, Province after Province was added,
and the great North-West was joined on to these older

Provinces, and it began to be explored and its resources to
be opened up, the countries from which immigration was
to come had to be advertised of that fact. You might as
well try to grow up a child to the stature of a man in six
weeks as to try to grow up the knowledge of the resources
and the extent and advantages of a new country in old and
settled and far distant countries in a short space of time. I
say there bas been a rich return for the money which has
been expended in the seed-sowing, in spreading information
ofthe resources, the capabilities, the extent of fertile land, the
mineral riches, and the riches of sea and land which exist
in the Dominion of Canada. I say that this has been the seed-
sowing of that knowledge. We have had to pay for it.
We could not have had it sown in any other way, and the
fruitage of that seed-sowing is beginning to come now; and,
as the years pass by from this on, as from 1879 up to this
time, you will find as the result of that seed-sowing and
of the knowledge which has been scattered far and wide
by the expenditure of this money, that Canada has
been, is now, and will be taking hold in a greater degree of
the peoples of all those countries, winning to itself a place
in their affections, that they will be sending out to this
country their immigrants who, settling in this country,
shall become a nucleus to draw still further immigrants to
it, and to draw their friends from every clime to settle with
them. This could not have been doue without the expendi-
turc of money, and, although we have not yet reaped all
that we may have expected, we shall in future reap the
benefit of an accession of a noble class of citizens brought
from other countries in consequence of the expenditure of
money which was absolutely necessary to spread the
knowledge of this country abroad.

Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. member for King's (Mr.
Foster) has made a presentation of the case tolerably
ingenious and with considerable ability. He has, however,
I think, in some particulars, made statements that will
militate against his own view of the case. I was partic-
larly pleased to find that the hon. gentleman took up a
point of tho subject which I had intended to take up myself,
and explained in a most satisfactory manner why goods
were cheaper now-if they are cheaper-than they were in
1878. He explained that it was not because the taxation
is less, not because the Customs duties are less, but, as he
informs us, because improved methods of manufacture have
an increased tendency to reduce the price of goods. This
is true. It is a law which has been in operation for cen-
turies; and, within the past forty years, the prieu of goods,
from this cause, and from this cause alone, has steadily
been reduced. I have no doubt that in many lines of goods
prices are actually lower to-day than they were seven
or eight years ago, notwithstanding the fact that the
duties imposed are very much larger. But the hon. gentle-
man, if he took the pains to make comparative statements
as to prices, to compare the prices in this country with
those which exist in England and in other countries, would
find relatively the prices here are higher now than they
were in 1878 or at any time between 1874 and 1878. He
would find that, notwithstanding the fact that there may
be an actual lessening of the value of goods, there is a com-
parative increase, and that the inducements for smuggling
to day are greater than they were between 1874 and 1878 ;
that the advantages of buying in foreign markets and im-
porting into Canada are much greater than they were
between 1874 and 1878 under a revenue tariff. He certainly
explained very satisfactorily why goods might be cheaper
to-day than they were then, but he took care to make no
comparison of prices as between this country and other
countries. He tells us, with regard to the expenditure for
immigration, that rich returns have been received for
that expenditure. I agreed with him. Rieh returns have
been received. Of an expenditure of $500,000, two-fifths
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were applied to the legitimate objects of the expenditure,
and three-fifths went into the pockets of favorites-a rich
return surely to the favorites of the Government, to the
officials, to those who printed pamphlets, to those who
advertised, to those who did not receive assistance in
passages. To those men rich returns went. They have
reason, through their mouthpiece the hon. member for
King's (Mr. Poster), to say that the expenditure of this
money has brought rich returns. It would have been
better for the hon. gentleman to define more particularly in
what respect he wishes us to understand the rich returns
have been received He finds great fault with my hon.
friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills). He says that a misrep.
resentation of facts is to be deplored. I agree with him.
He says that, if a statement is to be made with regard to
the affairs of a country, it is better to present the bright
side than the reverse. I will agree with him to some
extent in that. He tells us that a fair, square statement is
what ho wants. I agree with him there, and the facts will
prove that my hon. friend from Bothwell did nothing
more than make a fair, square statement. When he was
challenged to say what the hon. member for Bothwell had
said against the country, the hon. member for King's (Mr.
Foster) said he had spoken about its losing population.
That is merely a reference to a melancholy fact, which we
deplore, and the causes for which we desire to remove. He
said he has also spoken about the country launching into
debt recklessly. That is another melancholy fact which we
deplore, a condition of things which we wish to remedy.
We have been frequently taunted-we were taunted by the
Minister of Agriculture this afternoon-with being the
enemies of this country. The Minister of Agriculture made
use of the expression that we upon this side were the best
immigration agents the United States have. There is great
injustice in these charges. It is perfectly proper for the
representatives of the people in this Parliament to realise
and recognise great existing facts. It is perfectly proper,
in order to realise the facts that exist and militate against
the prosperity of this country, to recognise them as exist-
ing facts, and it is patriotic to try to remove the causes
which lead to this melancholy state of affairs; and the
sense in which the members of the Opposition have grappled
with this question and criticised the policy of the Govern-
ment is a patriotic sense, with a sincere desire to
remove the abuses, to remove the causes which impede
the progress of Canada, which prevented the settiement
of Canada, which drive from Canada its own sons to
another country. The facts that the debt of this
country is increasing with great rapidity; that the land
laws of this country are less liberal than those of the United
States, that various circumstances have militated against
the prosperity of this people and have handicapped Canada
in its race with the United States-these are the things
which we deplore and which we desire to be removed. We
point out the result and the consequences of these acts, and
we ask the Government to rectify its policy, to change its
course, and to remove these things which militate against
this country; and we are met with the taunt that, in display.
ing this to the world, in giving to the public the reasons
why we do not make greater progress, we are guilty of pre-
venting the country making progress. Nothing could be
more unfair. Now, the hon. gentleman tells us that the
immigration statistics of the United States are totally unre-
liable. Well, what immigration statistics shall we appeal
to ? The other day the Minister of Agriculture informed
us that we kept no statistics at all. 1 put a question on the
paper asking the Government what was the supposed emi-
gration from this country to the United States during the last
year, and I was told that the Government had no information
to give, that they had no statistics in regard to the matter.
And if we are to make an estimate at all, we must resort
to American statistics. Now, Sir, a careful scrutiny of
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those statistics will satisfy any fair and candid man that
they are substantially correct. If you take the statistics
complied at the district of Detroit, including Port Huron,
and with those statistics as a basis, compare the census
returns of the United States, which are admittedly correct,
you will find that they correspond very closely with the
ensus statistics, For instance, take the decade between
1870 aud 1880. The United States census tells us that in
1870 there were 496,000, in round numbers, of Canadian
born people in United States, and that in 1880 there were
712,000. Now you take the immigration statistics on the
frontier and compare them during the period from 1870,
upon the basis of the census returns, allowing a death rate
of 1 per cent. per annum on the population going in, and 2
per cent. per annum on the initial population there, and
you will find the result will be that the census statisties of
1880, compared with the immigration returns, come within
between 7,000 and 8,000, that they are, in tact, remarkably
correct. We are warranted in assuming that they are
substantially correct, and basing our calculations on those
statistics, which agree with the census returns up to 1880,
we are warranted in believing that to-day there are 1,000,000
Canadian born persons in the United States.

Mr. CARLING. Has the hon. gentleman read the
circular of Secretary Manning?

Mr. CHARLTON. I have. But it does not follow from
the fact that Secretary Manning bas sent a circular
abolishing the collection of those statistics at Port Huron,
that they are unreliable. When this thing has been
carefully.examined, when it has been tested by the census
returns of the United States, and you find, with a death
rate of 2 per cent. allowed on the initial population, and 1
per cent. upon the population going in, that the results of
the two are the same, we are warranted in saying that
these statistics are substantially correct, Secretary Manning
to the contrary notwithstanding-although the hon. member
assumes, what is not proven, that Secretary Manning
abolished the collection of the statistics because they were
not correct. That may or may not have been the reason, I
believe it was not the reason. The American officials have
claimed, at all events, that those statisties were correct, and
when we apply the test to those statistics, we find that
their position was a sound one.

Mr. CARLING. Will the hon. gentleman allow me to
read Mr. Manning's circular?

Mr. CHARLTON. I have admitted it. I say it does not
invalidate the position I have taken that those statistics are
correct, and they are proved by evidence entirely foreign
to Mr. Manning's opinion. They are proved by the fact
that these emigration returns given at Port Huron and
Detroit, when compared with the census returns of 1870
or 1880, prove that the emigration returns were sub-
stantially correct. The cousus returns for the United
States for 1880, show that there were at that time in
that country 936,000 children born of Canadian parents;
there were 1,600,000 people in the United States either born
in Canada or children of Canadian parents, and I venture
to say that there are to-day in that country from two
million and a quarter to two million and a half inhabitants,
either Canadian born or children of the first generation of
Canadian parents. Well, Sir, that is a matter of serious
consequence to us. We, a nation of less than 5,000,000
inhabitants-at the utmost not more than 4,700,000-have
lost two million and a half of our population, who have
gone to a foreign country. Are not the Opposition warranted
in criticising a policy which las produced these results ?
Are we not warranted in asking the Government to adopt a
policy that will, to some extent, cause to cease this drain
upon the life blood of this country. Here we are, a vast
region, with undeveloped resources, one of the finest coiln-
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tries in the world. I believe, Sir, that the Province of
Ontario is the finest country upon the continent of America.
I believe the North-West is as fertile as Dakota and Minne-
sota, and la well calculated to be the home of prosperous
and intelligent millions. We dlo not decry ourcountry, Sir;
we decry and condemn the policy that preven ts that country
from being settled; we condemn the policy that drives from
our shores men that wish to remain in this country; and
we hold that we are not unpatriotic in denouncing the Gov-
ernment, in asking them to change a policy which ihas pro-
duced these sad results. Sir, it always makes me warm up
a little to be accused of being unpatriotic when I lament
what I see, when I lament the short-sighted policy of the
Government, when I ask that something should be done to
correct this evi-I say it makes my blood boil to be accused
of decrying my country and of being nupatriotie. Itis these
men who are unpatriotic. These are the mon who are the
enemies of our country, who are piling up the expenditure of
our country, who have increased the debt 250 per cent., while
the population was increasing 36 per cent. What can you
expect but that those who look ahead and see the evil day
coming, will abandon this country ? Our debt now is 855
per bead, and the interest charge is $2.40 per head, against
83 cents in the United States this year. Our public debt is
twice as great per capita as that of the 'United States.
Theirs is rapidly decreasing while ours is rapidly increas-
ing. Why, Sir, our young men, our intelligent men, foresoe
the evils that are coming, and leave us-not because the
United States is a protective country, not because it has
better soil, not because it has superior advantages, but because
it is more wisely governed, tinancially, than this country,
because the taxes are less thore, and are likely to be much
less in the future than here. For these various reasons they
refuse to go to the North-West, and go to the United States.
And there is another reason. The lion. member for Lisgar
(Mr. Ross) stated this afternoon that our land laws are more
liberal than those of the United States. Sir, I deny it in
toto. One of the great reasons why we do not secure a
population in the North-West is that our land laws are
illiberal compared with those of the United States. Take
any land south of the Canadian Paciflc Railway, land that
is worth $2.50 an acre-

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I rise to a point of order.
When I left here before dinner the hon. momber for Lisgar
(Mr. Ross) had just commenced to answer some of the
arguments used on the other side, but outside of the ques-
tion of assisted immigration. He was stopped by the
Speaker of this House thon in the Chair. I find now a dis-
cssion going on with relation to the land laws. Has that
auything to do with assisted immigration ?

Mr. CASEY. I rise to a question of order also. No
doubt, strictly speaking, my hon. friond is out of order,
but a similar latitude was granted to the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries, and I think my hon. friend ought to
have the same allowance in his reply.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I think the hon. member is
going very far. At the same time the question of the laud
laws has been referred to, and I think he should be
entitled to reply; but I must ask him to come back to the
subject.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Thon, I understand that an
attack may be made, but no defence may be permitted-
precisely what occurred before.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I have stated to the House,
that it is because an attack has been made that the hon.
member is juatified in replying.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). This is in reply to something
stated on the other side.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. If an allusion is made, if
an attack is made, I think it is only fair to allow a reply.
But the hon, gentleman ought to come back to the main
subject of the debate, and this subject must not be continued.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Chair ! chair 1

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I desire to poin't out that -

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order 1 chair I chair I

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). If it has come to this, the
sooner we know it the botter.

Mr. CASEY. I rise to a point of order.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The hon. member for North
Norflk lias the floor.

Mr. CASEY. I desire to ask whether it is in order for a
member of the flouse to cast reflections upon the ruling
of the Speaker, or to question a ruling after it has been
made.

Mr. CHARLTON. I freely acknowledge that I was
perhaps a little out of the latitude, if I were to be governed
strictly by the character of the motion. But as you, Sir,
said I could reply to the charges made I have strictly
confined myself to the positions taken by the Minister of
Agriculture, the Minister of Marine and the member for
Ottawa (Mr. Mackintosh), and I will confine myself strictly
to positions that have been advancod by those hon. qentle-
men; I thank you for your exceeding fairness and impar.
tiality in ruling that it was allowable to meet those points,
and I certainly will go no further. I shall say very little
more. I do not wish to be held by any considerable portion
of the House to be outside of the rules of debate. It is
evident the Minister of +be Interior has not been listening
to the whole of the discussion and is under a misapprehen-
sion as to the position taken. The Minister of Marine
broadly made the assertion that the Excise and Opstoms
duties of the United States were two or three times higher
than those in Canada the hon, gentleman could not well have
been wider of the mark. With respect to Excise duties,
they are considerably higher in the United States than in
Canada; but it is always to be borne in mind that an Excise
duty is a voluntary tax. No man in this country or in the
United States is obliged to pay one cent of the Excise tax;
it is purely voluntary whether he contributes to it or not.
But Customs duties form a compulsory tax to which all
must contribute. The amount of Customs duty in the United
States last year was equal to $3.18 per head, the amount
collected 8181,000,000 odd. In Canada it was $4.25 per head,
or 33 per cent. higher in Canada than the United States.
So the hon, gentlemen's statement, that these taxes were two
or three times higher in the United States than here, was
entirely wrong. I suppose the hon, gentlemen does not
pay any Excise duties, as I do not. I will now offer a few
words strictly pertinent to the question before the Chair.
This discussion arose upon the policy of spending money
for assisted immigration. There is a very general doubt
as te whether the policy we have pursued,-and I know
all parties have pursued that policy-is the best policy
with respect to immigration. i doubt whether we
secure by the expenditure of money for immigration
a desirable class of immigrants. We may secure the
immigration of a pauper clas, of a class that are too
ignorant to make their choice, of a class too indigent to pay
their passage; but that self reliant class with money we
probably do very little towards reaching. The United
States for many years, I do not know how many, but for
very many years, have not spent one dollar in promoting
immigration. On the contrary the United States tax
immigrants half a dollar per head on landing at Castle
Gardon, for the purpose of paying expenditures for quaran-
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tine regulations and other matters. The country derives into the United States by way of Port Huron, the number of
from immigrants sufficient to pay all the expenditure in persons going and coming was about equal, 2,000 or 3,000
connection with the management of the immigration depart. being the difference. That fact has been establi8hed beyond
ment at the various ports. Yet we see the United States controversy from the books of the railway companies,
have been immensely successful in socuring immigrants not and it must be regarded as having as much force
only from Europe but from our own country. Their foreign and weight as the statement of an immigration agent
population numbers eight or nine millions to-day, and the or Customs agent on the other Bide wlo went
immigration of that country has always been on a vast through the cars and pretended to take the number
scale and always secured without the expenditure of money of immigrants and reported to Washington; it should
on the part of the Government. I do not believe the expendi- at leat have some weight with Canadian public mon.
ture of money in this country has produced results at all ade- That seems to me to be wherein we have a right to charge
quate to the outlay, and I seriously doubt whether it bas hou gentlemen opposite with no dealing quite fairly
been any advantage to the country atall. Under the circum- by their own country-when they accept these statements
stances in which we are placed, the very large public charges as true and give to them the weight of their authority as
we have to bear, our enormous debt, our heavy in4erest members of this flouse, as Canadian public men, when those
charges and the scale of expenditures which taxes heavily statements have been absolutely contradicted by the moat
the resources of the country, I think it is well worthy of successful method by which it was possible to obtain accu-
consideration at to whether this is not an expenditure we rate information with regard to the matter. Now, Sir, Mr.
can dispense with. I doubt very much whether any Manning witldrew this particular officor, or rather liepro.
serious injury would accrue from striking tbis item from vontodhis going on with his work, as enumerator of immi-
our estimates altogether. I believe most conscientiously grants into the United States, expressly because his stato-
and sincerely, and my belief is the result of investigation monts were fot accurate. 1 will road the circular:
in this matter, that the whole policy is wrong. We might IlSince it appears to be impracticable to procure, under the existing
as well leave people to select their own homes, and if we awa, accnrate statistics of the immigration arriving in the United States
will take pains to make our laws such as will reduce our from the British North Americaa Provinces and Mexico, you are herebydirec ted to discontinue collecting the statistico of such immigration untilexpenditure, reduce our taxation, cease increasing our debt, otherwisedirected.
place oureelves in a favorable position in these respects, (Signed) "DANIEL MANNING#
the day is near at hand when we must attract populationIl&cretar,0ojt/leTraurY,
and have a great immigration. The United States have So you will so thal the express ground upon which that
had a great and atractive public domain; but that public olicer was withdrawn fromtthat workwas the impossi bility
domain is rapidly becoming exhausted, and it is a question -judged by the records of the past-of gotting anything
of a few yeain only when the attractive fields for immigra- like acourate statistios under the system which had been
tion id the United States will all be occupied. Our own adopted. Now, in face of that circular, and in face of the
North-West is thie next great point to which immigration fada as shown by the reports of Mr. Lowe, who weut very
will tend, and if our policy is made wbat it should be, if our carefully mb this matter, based on tho reports of the chiof
laws are as liberal as those of the United States, if our railway companies carrying passeugers from Canada mb
expenditures are as light and our taxation is as light, if we theJUited States, and from the United States into Canada,
have inducements to offer to immigrants we shall get them it does seem to me we miglt at loat, in fairness te Canada,
without the necessity of keeping up a large immigration staff assume that the statements mado here were accurato, wlen
and spending $500,000 a year to assist immigrants to come the highost authority in the United States duclaros Ihathe
here, a majority of whom are of an undcsirable clasn. statements on ite otheraBide wore not accurate. Thon theo

Mr. WRI1TE (Cardwell). The subjeet wilh which thoelion, gentleman says the United States have succeeded ini
hon, gentleman lias conclnded his romarlrs, i ntirely rele- attracting a largo immigration iLbo that country without
vant te the motion beforo the Chair, and il is one which isexpoending any money, and he on. gentleman ansub-
undoubtelly wortliy of very considerabie attention and stantiaily right. There is no doubt that tho United States
consideration, and that is whother the poiicy pursued with instead of spending money on immigrants, have actally
respect b immigration in the past, is roaily the bost polie imaposed a polh tax on immigrants c ming into

o rnthrcountry, and by means of tha tax they have
conection witli immigration matters, and adopt the prin.sufimmigratnpn ere to Woition et itshlrd
ciple of allowing immigrants te come bere if lbey choose, at mmierati hesesi enh t with Casna ian puirdcen.
and if tliey do not choose, te omain away. I think the Thandthes toimer of t khind waneed aitht te rgec
bon. gentleman was net quite ingonueus lubis referenceton, entemerton of imantsot hoe n, g retemen
the Manning circular. Ris statmen regardtthatumu th ea hee ae t
was that the figures at Port Huron, te whici referonce h ws trut ail, th United State w had practically on the other
so frequentiy been made in the past, in regard teimmigra.ide of the water immigration aendts of th most practical
tien matters, were abselutely correct, and were proved teadentrgsic kibnd, foruthe very reason that upon the suc-
b. correct.'cesse infortheirofferts in attracting immigration So the

Amerian North-West depended the extet of their earn-
vr. CHARLTON. I said substantially correct. ingd. Fhr years before we had or own Nort-West opened

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I beg tlie hon. gentleman's -and tbat sanie principle obtains to.day-as immigrants
pardon. The hon, gentleman used tho werds I" substanîiagly came into Ihat country tey becameusee immigration agents
correct," and liesaid this was proved by the cousus statis-m for others te follow them and as the peple from diffrent
tics eft1he IUnited States. We have bad some statistic ou " districts managed at that imecale gtoe pue I e great west of
this subjeet fronthe officers of Canada. Wo have ladwiahe United States, by sending homo their itter Stley
figures lIat have been obtainod from sour ces wbich made natural ly attracted others te follow iu Iheir footstepsand
them at toast of seme value. We have lad for instance a setle near 11cm se that tboy would le on Ibis aide the
statement as te, the number of tickets sold on railways walor near the frienda tbey knew on the other aide.
carrying passengers te and frote, that point, the number It takes a long time before you eau change the
of persons going und the number brenght back, and we findicurrent of immigration and bring i mito anew
measured by Ibat test, which muet be regarded as cn the! direction. What was the inducemeut lIaI set the cur-
whole a very fair test, that instead of tIe number being ro nlu athedirection of t e Western States of Amerdbe?
80,000 as the balance of imimigrants going from ths country among others, and perhapst erMot influential, wo the
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system Of commission paid by steamship and railway
companies to passenger brokers in Great Britain and
Europe--the commission being not only on the ocean
passage, but en the railway passage as well, so that the
interest of every steamboat agent in the United King-
dom-his own personal interest-was to send immigrants
to the furthest point west, that furthest point being until
recently, in the Western States. Take the Allan Line for
instance. They have some 1,200 agents in Great Britain
and Ireland alone. Thesemen called immigration agents,
are in reality passenger brokers, They obtain their certi-
ficates from the Imperial Emigration Commissioners, and
they are responsible in that way for their relations to the
persons who buy the tickets from them, to the Imperial Emi-
gration Commissioners. The further these agents can send
immigrants inland in America the higher is the commission
they receive, and in that way there have been connected
with that company alone upwards of 1,200 immigrant
agents with a direct pecuniary interest in sending immi-
grants into the furthest point they can send them in the
United States. That is a process which bas been going on
for years, and has been building up the population of the
United States. On this side, on the other hand, the com-
mission given to the immigration agents until quite
recently, was given simply to the port of Quebec, that
being practically the port to which they came, and
the commission the agent got in that way was therefore a
small one. In fact the sum was so insignificant compared
with the amount which he could get if ho sent his immi-
grants in the United States, and sent them on to the West-
ern States, th-t it was a matter cf tho greatest possible
intcrest to Canada that there should be some means of sup-
plementing to the agent the amount of bis commission. If
I may be permitted to refer to my own connection with
matters of this kind, I may say that when I was sent
over by the Ontario Government in 1869 and 1870, that
in the report which I presented of my mission at that
time-and at that time I may say there was not so great a
feeling against immigration as thore appears to be in some
quarters to-day-I saggested that somo means should be
adopted by which these agents could get some kind of com-
mitsion to supplement that of the ordinary steambhip com-
pany to Quebec, in order to compensate them for the
greater commission they would receive in the United
States, and thus induce them to assist in promoting
immigration to the Canadian side. Now, that process bas
been going on, and in that way the Government of the
United States have, because of this very practical kind of
assisting, been spared the necessity of spendng raoney. They
have had their land companies, their railway systems, thoir
steamboat companies, and by the system they have adopted
in connection with these various companies, they have suc-
ceeded in securing the most practical and systematic method
of assisted passages-assisted in the sense of paying every
one of those agents for becoming immigration agents, and
they succeeded in doing it in a way which Canada could not
possibly meet. Take for instance the Australian colonies,
which stood in'the same position as regards the desire to
obtain immigrants. The large part of their debt, a very
considerable part of their debt-a part so large as to lead one
to be surprised at it when yon compare it with what they
have incurred for other purposes-was incurred on account
of immigration, which shows how deeply they folt its
importance. In order to counteract the system which
was going on and which was attracting practically all
the immigration to the North American continent,
to the United States on this continent, they adopted
a system of free passages altogether, for certain classes of
immigrants, and, as I have said, they incurred a large
debt in order to enable them to pay these free passages.
We in Canada, on the other hand, had to do the best
we could, and I think the policy which hs been pursued,

7 a policy which was necessary in the conditions in which
we stood, having regard to the fact that we are commenc-
ing to compote with the United States for the immigration
of the old world into our own North-West, and in doing
that we had to compote with the great motive power
of immigration, that is, the actual settlement of people who
are trying to get their friends to come near themainstead
of going to other places. I say, in view of that, it is abso-
lutely necessary that some expenditure should be made in
connection with immigration into this country. '1.e
argument which bas beei used on the other side, and the
motive which I venture to say has prompted this discussion
on the other side, las been in relation to the immigration
of certain classes of mechanics and laboring men, who are
said to come into our towns and cities and compete with
the laboring men and mechanics in those towns and cities,
and so competing to injure those who are already iere.
Well, Sir, the statement by the Minister of Agriculture to-
night, madeon his responsibility as a Minister charged
with this particular branch, must be accepted as accurate
until hon. gentlemen opposite can show the contrary. That
statement is to the effect that the only persons assisted to-
day are domestic servants and agricultural laborers, and
that every person who is assisted has to make a declaration,
the form of which was presented to the House to-day by
the hon. Minister of Agriculture, that ha or ishe is an agri-
cultural laborer or domestie servant ; and the authenticity
of that declaration bas to be certified to by a clergyman or
a magistrate. Now, it is impossible to imagine any manner
by which that class of immigrants whose presence hore is
favored by all parties, whose presonce is declared to be
necessary by the report of the officer of the Ontario Govern.
ment in charge of this matter, may be brought here, and
by which the bringiDg of the other class may be avoided,
than the method adopted by the Department of Agriculture4
My own opinion always has bean, and I have not lesitated
in expressing it, that if we had expended more on this aide
of the water, in receiving and distributing immigrants, on
the whole it would be botter; but to say that a new
country like this, with the enormous areas which
we have to fill up, and with the competition of the
United States in relation to the immigration, should
cease ail expenditure for immigration, is to say what I
venture to think no reasonable man really beliaves, or what
Ion. gentlemen opposite, if on this side, would not think for
a moment of adopting. The succoss of Canada in the future
depeuds very largely on the success with which we shail
attract immigrants from the Old World; and the policy the
hon. Minister of Agriculture is adopting of not granting
assiisted passages to mechanies and ordinary laborers, who
settle in our towns and cities, and who may become dis-
turbers of the labor interests of those places, but assisting
domestic servants and agricultural laborers, is a policy of
great advantage to Canada, and can be sustained without
the slightest trouble, even in the presence of those who for
the moment assert that immigration is an injury to their
special interests in the country. I think that in the early
future, by the construction of the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
by the success of the branch railways in course of can-
struction in the North-West, and the greater interest that
wili thus be excited on the part of those companies-an
interest which has done so mach in the way of pro-
moting immigration in the United States-which shall be
able to attract to our own North.West a far larger degree
of immigration than we have been able to do in the
past, or than the most sanguine amongst us at this
moment hope for. I have no doubt whatever on that point.
In fact, at this moment, I know that the greatest efforts
are being made by the Land Commissionerof the Manitoba
and North-Western Railway to settle immigrants in the
country to the north of that railway, and that these settle.-
monts are soon to beoome the nulcei of increasig settlemento

1886. 655
-- y



COMMONS DEBATES. APRmL 12,
in the future; and the success which has attended them
up to this time has induced many of these people to write
to bring their friends out. I believe that we shall soon be
able to compote fairly with the United States for the immi-
gration from the Old World ; but we are only now beginning
to overcome the difficulties to which I have just referred, and
the absence of which has enabled our friends on the other
side of the line to enlarge their immigration to such an
extent; but those difficulties having been overcome, we
shail before long be able to show that the North-West is
quite as attactive as the great American west, and the
development of that North-West will form a reasonable
parallel with the marvellous development of the North-
Western States of America.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. Minister who bas just sat down
concluded his speech by pointing out the necessity of obtain.
ing immigration of a certain kind-the immigration which
would settle in our North- West Territories and fill them up.
No one bas ever questioned the propriety of obtaining that
clas of immigration. No one has attacked the Government
for having got in too many of that class; our only charge
against the Government is that they have brought in too
few of them, and not too many, The hon. Minister hopes
that our railways now opening up that territory will act as
the railways of the United States have done in the way of
encouraging immigration. That hope was held out to us
very strongly when we were asked to enter into the very
expensive arrangements which we did for the construction
of the Canadiau lPacific Railway. That railway bas been in
operation through tho most fertile parts of the North-West
for over four years, and yet we have not socn that the efforts
of the company, apart from the efforts of the Government,
have been successful in bringing a largo number of immi-
grants into the country, and have enabled the Government
to largely reduce its immigration vote. Although we have a
slight reduction in the vote this year, it is not pretended
that it is because the railway company bas been fulfilling
the expectations which were formed of it as a promoter of
immigration. The hon. Minister treated us to some remarks
on Secretary Manning's circular in regard to the passage
of population back and forth at Dotroit, aud ho urged
not only that Mr. Manning's opinion of the statistics
collected at that point showed the:n to b, false, but that the.
statistics obtained by our own officer, Mr. Lowe, in regard
to the same movements of population, showed the American
statistics to be incorrect. Now, in the first place, Secretary
Manning's opinion was only an opinion; but as for the
figures which have been put forth by the Department of,
Agriculture or by the Department of the Interior for that
matter, in regard to the movements of population into
and out of Canada, I think it is a little too absurd that they
should be quoted as showing the falsity of any ether statis
tics whatever. Why, Sir, we have had calculations year
af ter year, of the number of immigrants who went into, and
the number of people who went out, of the North-West,
taken in the same way from the sale of railway tickets;
and the result is that there should be at the present time, if
those statistics are correct, about 215,000 more people in
Manitoba and the North-West Territories than the late
census shows there are. If such figures as these are to be
used as showing the incorrectness of American statistics,
they should be presented for that purpose before a less
intelligent body than this. I say further, that a depart-
ment whose officers have shown such utter inaccuracy in
their figures, as to show a population more than twice as
great in a certain district of our country as is really
proven to be there by the cousus, should say nothing of
the inaccuracy of anybody else's statistics, and should not
ask anybody to take their calculations or opinions as
worth anything whatever in regard to such matters. He
repeats the statement of the hon. the Minister of Agrical-

Mr. WmTz (Cardwell).

ture that stringent precautions are now being taken to
prevent the assistance of any but agricultural laborers and

a domestic servants, and ho tells us everybody admits the
necessity of assisting both these classes by paying part of
their passage money. In support of that assertion, he read
statements of the hon. the Minister of Agriculture of the
Province of Ontario. I do not remember the statement to
which the hon.gentleman refers, but I know that the report
of the Bureau of Agriculture and Industries of Ontario states
that last year there was an ample supply of agricultural
laborers and that the average of wages had gone down. It
does not seem, therefore, there is any great necessity for
assisting agricultural laborers to come out.

Mr. SPROULE. I have a report which says that agri-
cultural laborers are in good demand throughout Ontario.

Mr. CARLING. Do I understand the hon. gentleman to
say that the Bureau of Agriculture reports there was a
sairplus population ?

Mr. CASEY. 1 stated there was a full supply.
Mr. CARLING. Will you allow me to read the report:
" The servant girl question is becoming a much more serious problem

to our Ontario farmers."

Mr. CASEY. I did not speak of servant girls.
Mr. CARLING:
" It is a subject of universal complaint that the ordinary navvies who

know little or nothing of farm work, as well as many lazy and worthless
characters impose themselves on the farmers and rather hinder than
help them, while at the same time, their presence tends to swell the
labor supply and thus to keep down the rate of pay for good hands.
Ne vertheless, correspondents say that really desirable agricultural
laborers, who know their business and are willing to work, are always
in request at fair rates of pay."

Mr. CASEY. The hon. the Minister of Agriculture
quoted remarks about servant girls. I hope he does not
insinuate that servant girls are employed as agricultural
laborers in Ontario.

Mr. CARLING. They are employed by farmers.
Mr. CASEY. They are not described as agricultural

laborers, and the hon. gentleman, as Minister of Agriculture,
ought to be aware of that. The hon.gentleman quotes exactly
what we have been urging, that a lot of undesirable navvies
and people of that sort, who know nothing about farming,
have been imported into Ontario, and by their presence have
reduced the wages of agricultural laborers, although a good
agricultural laborer can always get employment at a fair
rate. But the report states distinctly that the average rate
of wages is lower than that of last year. All this loads to
the conclusion that the class of immigrants we ought to par-
ticularly try to obtain is those whose passage will not need
to bepaid for them. Immigrants coming out with some small
capital sufficient to pay their way,who will settle in the North.
West and become the nuclei of thriving colonies there, are
the people we want. Special efforts should be made
to obtain the immigration of tenant farmers and other
small land owners in other parts of Great Britain, who are
notoriously in very deep water and suffering severely from
agricultural depression, and if there ever was* a favorable
time for bringing them out that time is now. If the
Minister of Agriculture wishes to signalise his tenure of
office by doing something really useful with the expenditure
of that Department, he could turn it to the best account in
setting before these people the advantage of immigration
to Canada. In connection with this part of the subject, I must
refer to the statement made by the hon. member for Ottawa
(Mr. Mackintosh). I understood him to say that in 1878,
the last year of the Reform Government, special efforts
were made to obtain the immigration of mechanies and
other laborers from England, and I understood him to say
their passages were assisted. In regard to that assertion I
wish to quote from the report of the London Immigration
Agent of 1878. The Hon. William Annand, referring to
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his instructions, which, he says, remained unchanged in
these respects since ho went to England, about a year and
a half or two years before that time, says they were:

" First, to actively promote, with the assistance of the special agents
of the Department, home and foreign, the emigration from Great Britain
and the continent of Europs to Canada, of desirable persons of the fol-
lowing classes:

" Tenant farmers, with or without families; agricultural laborers;
female domestie servants; children of a certain age under proper super-
vision, and persons possessed of capital desirou of finding homes in the
Dominion ; and instead of encouraging, to dissuade as far as practicable,
the emigration to Oanada, under existing circumstances, of mechanics,
artisans, tradesmen, navvies, ordinary laborers, and persons without
means belonging to the non-productive classes."

That was the policy of the Reform Government which was
changed for the worse by the incoming Administration, and
we see the result in the cases quoted by the Minister of
Agriculture, where the. introduction of navvies and other
ignorant laborers had reduced the wages of homeborn
agricultural laborers. The Minister of Marine and Fish-
eries went into an argument with regard to the cost of
manufactured products, saying that the cheapness of
cost was not entirely due to cheapened labor. I do
not suppose anybody said it was. The argument
on our side is that a state of things which assists
the manufacturer to import cheap labor, while he is
protected in regard to the price of his goods, gives to him
an advantage which it denies to the laborer. That is the
argument and it has been entirely untouched by anything
said on the other side. The Minister of Agriculture con-
tended that the prices of these manufactured products had
gone down at least 25 per cent., in consequence, we must
infer, of the Government policy. But the Minister muast be
aware that the prices of other things have not gone down;
ho must be aware that the price of agricultural land, for
example, in the immediate suburbs of London and almost
within the immediate corporation of that city, has not gone
down 25 per cent. within the last year. Whether the
sustained prices of certain individual parcels of land there
be due to the National Policy or the importation of cheap
labor, or some other cause, I leave to the hon. gentleman to
point out. One word only before closing in regard to this
mach abused question of want of patriotism in runningdown
the country. The hon. the Minister of Marine and Fisheries
told my hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills), that ho had
been making a stump speech-

Mr. FOSTER. I made no such statement.
Mr. CASEY. Well, I took down the hon. gentleman's

statement at the time. I mean the member for Lambton
(Mr. Lister), so the words were taken down correctly. Ho
accused the hon. member for Lambton of having made a
stump speech. If anyone will take the two speeches in
lansard to-morrow, and compare them, if ho has two eyes

to see-to use the hon. gentleman's phrase-who said if ho
bas two ears to hear, and if ho las one brain to compare
and understand, I think he may come to an easy conclu-
sion as to which of them was more suited to the stump;
but I think that a speech containing as little argument,
and with as little adherence to the question, as the speech
of the hon. Minister of Marine and Fisheries would hardly
be offered by my hon. friend from Lambton to his consti-
tuents, even on the stump. The Minister says *a were
talking about the disadvantages of Canada, and, when ho was
catechised upon the point, it came out that the disadvantages
he accused us of imputing to Canada, were the disadvan-
tages of possessing the Government which we possess, it
was that the money was being wasted and the popula-
tion was being driven out of the country-and he
said these were what we were imputing to Canada.
We do not impute these things to Canada. We admit
that Canada has the greatest natural advantages and
opportunities of development, probably of any portion
of the Ameriqan continent. We maintain that in every
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discussion and before every audience. But we com-
plain that Canada, with its great natural advant4ges, is
in the comparatively unprosperous condition in which
we find it, not because of any natural disadvantage,
but because of the artificial and political disadvantages
which weigh upon the energies of its citizens and prevent
its attaining to that degree of prosperity that other portions
of the continent possess.

Mr. SPROULE. The member for West Elgin (Mr.
Casey) represents that it is because of the policy of this
Government that wages of farm hands have fallen, and
the demand for farm laborers decreased. I hold in myhand
the report of the Department of Immigration for the Pro-
vince of Ontario for the year 1885, and I find in it this
passage in regard to this matter:

" From the beginning of August till the end of October there was a
steady demand for farm laborers, especially for single men. More than
double the number who arrived could easily have obtained employment
by the year,"at fair wages. Of one large lot of practical and experlenced
farm hands thirty reached Toronto at 5 a.m., their expected arrival
having been published in the morning papers, and before nooi aIl had
been engaged at wages ranging from $144 to $150 per anunm with main-
tenance. A single man who can plongh well, and who has had some
experiece in taking care cf stock, can readily obtain empîoymet at
about $150 per annuin with maintenance, with a prospect of ousider-
able increase if he should be found to be a good trustworthy man.
Shoul I 30 or 40 come together aud advise the Department on their arri-
val at Quebec, farinera would certainly be in waiting at Toronto te
enploy them. Farmers have beeuseoofen idisappointed ln coming for
men that they do not now feel disposed to come to meet immigrants,
unless they have some assurance of success."

He goes on to say, in roference to female domestic servants:
" During the last immigration season only a few female domestie ser-

vants came to Ontario; not more than eighty-eight reported themselves
at Toronto. These were employed in this city and in varions parts of
the country. The demand for this class is everywhere so great that the
few arriving at Quebec are employed in various parts of the Lower
Provinces. Wages of experienced servants were higher la 1885 than in
the preceding year. Good general servants eau readily find employment
at from $8 to $10 per month."

Speaking of the experience in my own county, I know it
has been the case for several years back that, although
farmers have need to employ many hands during the sum-
mer months, and these they were ready to employ the year
round, they were able to get only a small fraction of those
they applied for, and the wages paid were very high. The
hon, gentleman says the wages have been reduced in conse-
quence of the policy of the Government. The Commissioner
of Immigration says that it was-

" Owing to the low price of wheat and the more general use of
machinery, the wages of farin laborers have ranged some what lower
than in 1884. This reduction was particularly noticeable lu the case
of harvest hands. It will be remembered that not many years ago in
some parts of the Province farmers had to pay harvest hande $2.50 per
day with board, and in some places even at these high wages laborers
could not be had. This difflculty is not a recent one, as farmers were
under the necessity, at least for one seasou, of payiug ni some localities
as high as $5 per day tei harveat bands. This state cf thinga led te the
general use of reapers, mowers, self-binders and other machinery, and
the farmer who is well supplied with machinery eau now take off his
harvest with bis ordinary help."
That is the reason which he assigns for the somewhat
reduced price of farm laborers compared with the last and
the provious years, but I can assure those gentlemen who
say there is not a demand for farm laborers that it js not
the experience in my part of the country. The only
difficulty there is that the farmers cannot get these laborers,
when they apply for them, and therefore they have ceased
to ask for them of late.

Mr. MoLELAN. This debate started upon assisted pas.
sages, and it has taken a very wide range since. I desire
to say a word on assisted passages. The whole trouble has
arisen largely from the action of the friends of hon. gentle-
men opposite,the Government of Ontario, The position which
the question assumes now in the public mind is largely due
te the action of that Government. Agents came out froi
Ireland some few years ago, and asked this Government to
take charge of the pauper emigrants they proposed to
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send out. This Government refused, and they went to the
Local Government of Ontario and made arrange-
ments with them to receive these pauper emigrants.
They then came to the Minister of Agriculture and said :
" The Government of Ontario bas agreed to receive all the
emigrants of that kind whom we send ont, and to pro-
vide for and locate them and put them in the way
of earning their living, if you will do something
to assist thom in thoir passages." The Minister of
Agriculture said he would assist in their passages on
condition that the Government of Ontario would provide
for them on their arrival and see to their maintenance.
They came out, and in the next winter many of them
gathered in the city of Toronto destitute. It fixed itself
upon the public mind that immigrants were brought to the
country who were unable to get work and some of whom
were unwilling to work if work was provided for them. The
difficulty arose from the fact that the Ontario Government
said: "We will provide for them if you will bring them out."
When the Ontario Government discovered the mis-
take they had committed, they refused to continue it in
subsequent years. They came to us and said: "The Local
Government refuses to continue that operation, will you do
so ? " We said: "No, we will not." Tho hon. gentlemen
have spoken as if they had never spent anything for
immigration; but, from .1874 during the time they held
office, they spent over a million of dollars on immigration, a
great deal of which was spent in assisted passages and a great
deal in assisting the immigrants after they arrived here.
In looking at tho returns for 1877 I see a statement show.
ing the number of indigent immigrants assisted, the num-
ber of meals and lodgings supplied at the Hamilton agency,
and I find that in that year 939 indigent assisted immi-
grants were brought there; so that their being willing to
receive pauper immigrants from Ireland, and to provide for
them, was no new experience to these hon. gentlemen.
Looking at the returns I find that a large number of mecha-
nies were brought in that year. The hon. gentleman who
spoke last read from the report of the London agent, Mr.
Annand, that he was instructed to send out farta laborers,
servant girls and tenant farmers; but it sooms they sent
ont a large number of mechanics who were assisted in that
year. To the Ottawa agency there were brought 72
mechanics; to the city of Montreal, 103; to the city of
Halifax, 89; to the city of St. John, 80; to Dafferin, 23; to
London, 145; to Kingston, 80; making a total of 592 at
those ports. I have not yet gone through the other
agencies, but I find to those mentioned that nearly
600 mechanics were brought and assisted out by the
Government of hon. gentleman opposite. The hon. member
for Elgin (Mr. Casey) complains that we are not filling the
North-Westas rapidly as we should wish. Well, perhaps we
are not; it is desirable that there should be more people in
the North-West than at present. But he should not com-
plain of us when he looks back at the five years they were
in office. When they went out of office the population of
Manitoba and the whole North West Territory was some
thing like 30,000. At present they speak as if the 23,000
whites were all the population we have in the North-West.
They leave out Manitoba, which lias been growing very
rapidly. The city of Winnipeg, in 1880, was assessed for
about $4,000,000; in 1885, it was assessed for $20,000,000,
in round numbers. The hon. member for Selkirk, one of
the representatives of Manitoba, in this House, bas now a
list of 15,000 electors in his constituency. lu the town of
Winnipeg there is at the present time nearly as great a
population as there were in al Manitoba and the North- West,
in 1879, when the hon. gentlemen opposite left office.
There are not many gentlemen in this House who have
15,000 electors in their constituency. These facts show how
rapidly the population is growing in Manitoba and the
North-West..

Mr. MoLELAN.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I did not intend to
prolong this discussion, especially as I had not an opportu.
nity of listening to the early part of it. But I must ask
the hon. Minister of Finance where he got his figures of
30,000 as being the number of the population in Manitoba
and the North-West in 1878. I am not aware that any
census was taken, and I am aware that the population in
Manitoba and the North-West at that time, all told, was
estimated by the officers of the thon Government at a much
larger figure.

Mr. McLELA.N. I got it from an estimation of the
Trade and Navigation Returns for that year.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGH41T. I think it is rather
unreliable, and I think the hon. gentleman will find if he
were to examine the matter carefully that the numbers
were very largely in excess. But the point to which I
rose to call attention was this : It appears to me the real
question, if we could ascertain it-I know there are diffi-
culties in the way of getting accurate statisties-is, what
is, as near as we can make out, the present white popula-
tion of the Dominion of Canada ? Now, on that point, there
was a difference between tho Minister and myself. If I
understood him correctly the other night, ho estimated the
total population ut 4,700,000. I estimated it at 4,6i00,000,
or 4,500,000 whites and 100,000 Indians. Now I just call
the attention of the House to the evidence we have got,
bocause this is a vital question. I think everybody who
bas examined the movements of population in the Domin-
ion of Canada is tolerably aware of this fact, that, as a rule,
for very many years back, and I think ut this present
moment, about one-half of the whole increase, usually
speaking, is found in the Province of Ontario. Ontario
contains, in any case, very nearly one-half of the whole
population, and from various circumstances we know that the
increase las unfortunately not been grent in the Maritime
Provinces. Now we have evidence, wholly and entirely
apart from the evidence derived from American sources, as
to what the increase of the population in the Province of
Ontario bas been. WUe have tolerably accurate municipal
statistics; we have tolerably accurate registers of the
pupils attending our schools. Now, I put, myself, and
always have put, the American statistics entirely on one
side, though those Amierican statistics havb been strongly
corroborated by a great number of incidental pieces of evi-
dence, known to me, and to all parties who have paid any
attention to this subject. Well, Sir, what are the facts as
to Ontario. We know that from 1871 to 1881 the municipal
returns show almost exactly the total increase of popu-
lation as verified by the census, and if there be any discrep-
ancy it is probably due to the fact that our census was,
in my judgment, erronoously taken on the de jure and
not on the de facto system; and it is known that a great
many persons were counted as inhabitants of Quebec,
and probably of Ontario also, who were not residents
of either of these Provinces. Now, we have only one
substantial piece of evidence to guide us, and that is the
municipal returns from 1881 up to the present time. These
show that for the Province of Ontario, containing very
nearly one-half the population of this Dominion, and cer-
tainly not the least progressive Province, the total increase
has been less than 90,000, and it is probable that a portion
of that is due to the fact that a very large number of its
assessors, since their attention has been called to the subject
by the repeated discussions that have taken place here and
elsewhere, have been more carefal and accurate in their
enumoration than they were before, so that the apparent
increase by their returns is greater than the real increase.
If you can place any reliance on those returns, checked as
they are by the registers ot the school population, it would
appear there is scarcely any reasonable probability that the
whole population of the Dominion could have increased
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more than 300,000 in those five years; and that, I may
add, is extremely, strongly corroborated by the fact
that we know now that those three great Provinces
of ours in the North-West only contain 23,000 souls
aIl told, being an increase of 15,000 over the population
in 1881. We know also in Manitoba, acoording to the
estimates made by Mr. Brydges and others who have very
good means of information in that country, the total
increase is probably under 40,000 in the last five years.
That is very unfortunate if it be so; we probably will have
that estimate checked to some extent by the census the
hon. gentleman proposes to take. But I say these facts,
coupled with the information we have of the municipal
returns in Quebec, which although not continued down to
the present date, go strongly in the same direction-ail
tend very strongly to show that the estimate I made that
the total increase in the whole population was barely 300,-
000 in those five years, is probably accurate. And if that be
so, and I know no other evidence that hon. gentlemen have
-although I have pointed out to thom other means of
obtalning evidence which they have not availed
themselves of-there can be no doubt that one of
two things has occurred with respect to emigrants
who have been brought in from other countries. Either
those emigrants who have come here have not stayed here;
or they have, as a matter of fact, displaced our own popu-
lation, a thing ,which I consider very seriously to be
deplored. Now, I believe myself that it will be found
always and everywhere that almost the only really valuable
immigration agent is the prosperous settler. If you.,can
bring into this country a number of people who prosper
here, you will have no trouble, any moro than the United
State have had, in obtaining quite as large an immigration
as we can absorb. But if the case is the reverse, if we fina
the men we bring to this country are not satisfied, and do
nôt report well of the country, then you will find that all the
immigrants you bring here rather injure our cause than
help it. I know, and I regret it exceedingly, that there
has been such a stream ef emigration from Canada to the
United States for that very reason, because I am aware that
all the Canadians who have left Canada and gone to the
United States, and have done well there, constitute a very
powerful anti-Canadian immigration society from the
nature of the case, and they have continued and will con-
tinuo to attract a large emigration from our country
to the United States. But I must say that I conceive
it is a very grievous act of folly on our part to be
bringing immigrants here, when we cannot keep thom
in the country ; or when, if we do keep them
in the country we otly keep them here at the expgnse of
expelling our own people, who are infinitely more valuable
to us in every point of view than any immigrants who can
be brought here. And I am bound to say that the officers and
members of the various trades and labor unions throughout
the country are perfectly within their rights in saying that
it is a most grievous act of abuse on the part of the Govern-
ment for them to take the taxes of the people and expend
them in bringing in here persons who compote with them
and their comrades in the labor market. You protect the
capitalist, but you do not protect the laborer or the artisan
whom he employs, and I say in that respect, if in no other,
the policy of the Government is very seriously to be con-
demned, As to the other question which has been raised
to-night, I certainly do not propose to go into it at this
hour of the evening, namely, whether we are indebted to a

policy which has largely added to the cost of living in
Canada, whether we are indebted to a policy of railway
monopoly which has tended in a very large degree to drive
our own people out of the North-West and Manitoba-that
we are indebted to either of those two causes for the pros-
perity of this country or for bringing immigrants into
Canada I entirely deny. One thing is very clear, we

have hardly added one million to our inhabitants within the
last seventeen or eighteen years, and yet those immigration
returns, which the hon. gentlemen opposite rely on, appear
to show that we have brought 875,000 into the country in
that time. Why, if even a moiety of those people had set-
tled in this country the total population of Canada, allow-
ing for the natural increase during those seventeen or
eighteen years, ought to have been considerably in excess
of the total population of Canada to-day, even taking the
estimate made by the Minister of Finance. The truth is,
there is no use in denying it, that from first to last during
the whole of that period our immigration policy bas been a
total and absolute failure. We have not succeeded in bring-
ing any valuable class of immigrants here; we do not
appear to be in the least degree likely to bring them here,
and I say again the way to bring them bore is to lessen our
taxes, abolish the monoplies which have driven our own
people out of the country, and endeavor to make Canada a
cheap country to live in. That is the best way you can
bring immigrants here, and I condemn the policy of the
Government in the main because it is directly opposed to
bringing about such a state of things.

Mr. DAWSON. I shall not detain the House at this late
hour in the evening at any length; but I may remark that
it is some comfort, when this cry of exodus is heard all over
the country, to know that there is at least one part of the
Dominion where the population is increasing, and where
ther e has been no exodus. In our part of the country the
population bas increased very rapidly of late years, and I
bolieve it has more than doubled since the last census was
taken. We want in that country all the immigrants we
can get. There is no feeling or desire to keep them out;
we want ail classes, mechanies and others, and there is
plenty of employment for them, and general prosperity
among immigrants in that country. The hon. gentleman
who preceded me very justly remarked that the true immi-
gration agent is the prosperous settler. We have in the
district I represent prosperous settlers, and they are increas-
ing very rapidly. The exodus which has taken place from
some districts may possibly be made up by the increase of
population in Algoma, for the settlers there are chiefly
from the older districts of Canada. Port Arthur has in-
creased its population from about 1,500 three years ago to
over 6,000 now. At Sault Ste. Marie the population has
very largely increased, and for 150 miles eastward from
that place, where a few years ago the wilderness was
unbroken, except for the settlement at the Bruce mines,
along that distance of 150 miles there is continuous settle-
ment, extending back from Lake Huron in ome
p laces twelve miles and in others over forty miles.
With all this cry as to the exodus, it is pleasing to know
there is one part of the country where no exodus has
occurred, and where the people are living in very comfort-
able circumstances. From that part of the country we have
had considerable quantities of wheat exported, where a few
years ago it was considered that wheat would not even grow.
The truth is that the climate is admirably adapted for the
growth of wheat, and the settle3rs there grow considerable
quantities of it, and possess a considerable number of cattle.
At the last census taken the whole of Algoma, not Algoma
proper, but including that portion which lies northward and
westward of the height of land, did not contain a population
exceeding 30,000. Now, from the voters' lista made out
under the Franchise Act, and estimates I have from
different parts of the district, the population is not less than
60,000. Here is a very important increase-an increase
of over 30,000 in four years. But, Sir, the true way to
attract immigration is to open up the country. We have
vast mineral regions in Algoma, and if they could be ren-
dered accessible there is no doubt a still larger population
would flow into that country. Just across the boundary,
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i n the State of Minnesota, they have now built a railway
to what is called the Iron Range, and they exported
last year from that region near our boundary line 225,000
tons of magnificent iron ore, and expect this year to export
325,000 tons more. That ore is considered to be of the
very best quality for the manufacture of Bessemer steel.
It goes across to Cleveland and from there, 1 presume, to
Pittsburg and other places. This immense iron range
extends acrose the boundary to our own country, and it
comes within a short distance of Port Arthur to the south-
west, and anything which could develop that region and
bring miners into it would be of vast importance to the
whole country, It is said that a great many Canadians
are in the United States. It has been asserted here
to-night that not less than a million people of Canadian
descent are now living in that country. It is very likely
that such may be the case without accounting for a very
large exodus. It is well known that the most fertile part
of the United States was not so long ago part of
Canada-the whole Ohio Valley-and no doubt there are
many people there who claim a descent from Canadians
and that should be taken into account in reckoning the
number of Canadians in the United States. I merely rose
to say that there was no exodus from the district I represent,
that the population there is increasing rapidly, and that they
have all the advantages of soil and climate that are to be
found in any part of Canada. No doubt the country is
much broken with lakes and mountains, but there are
very fertile valleys in the district, and one thing we can
boast of is the clear, running streams that are to be found
everywhere in that country. It is a well watered country; it
is intersected by beautiful lakes with mountains and valleys
and rivers, and that is more than can ho said of the North-
West which is so much praised, and which is no doubt an
excellent agricultural country. But Algoma, which com-
prises a district occupying nearly one-third the width of
the continent, presents advantages very little dreamed of.

Mr. ALLEN. I must congratulate the House and the
country upon the growth and prosperity just mentioned by
the hon. member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson.) The district
of country represented by him is some 850 miles in Iength
and 200 miles in width, and it has a population of some
fifty or 8ixty thousand. I am glad to hear it, and I no not
know any part of this world in which there is a larger
scope for immigration than in that district. I believe that
its prospects will be bright as soon as its resources are
developed. The mineral wealth of that country has not
yet been ascertained. I am happy to learn that a line of
railway is to be built from Port Arthur further south. I
am glad that the Provincial Government of Ontario are
setting apart a large tract of that country for free grants
for actual settlement, and when prospectors go into that
region and open up its mines, the result will be to attract a
much larger immigration than we have yet seen in that
part of the country. I believe too, that the prospects of
the North-West are bright. I am happy to be able to
agree with the Government in saying that we have the
grandest, the largest, and the richest opening on the face
of this earth for immigration. Our country to-day is supe-
rior to any other in the world for industrious, sober emi-
grants who want to make homes for themselves. The hon.
Minister of Interior has referred to Australia, and other
hon. gentlemen have alluded to Tasmania and the Cape of
Good Hope and other colonies. These places should not be
mentioned in the same day with Canada as fields for immi-
gration, in comparison of climate, of soil, of the hardships
that people have to undergo, we, in this country, have a
great advantage over them. Take the climate of Australia
or New Zealand where the thermometer stands at from 900
to 1150 in the shade almost every day for six months, where i
there is not a shower of rain in the country for at least 1

Mr, DAWsoN.

eight months in the year, where the thermometer stands at
midnight at 950, 1000, or 105«, and where the heat is so
intense that the people pant for a breath of fresh air and
are glad to move out of doors at midnight to get a mouthful
of it. For my own part, having been in these countries
I would rather spend three of the most severe, the
wildest, and most wicked winters I ever saw in Canada tban
undergo one summer there ; if hon4 gentlemen present
to-night had spent half a dozen years in those southern
climates, they would pray more sincerely than they
often do that they might come back to our Canadian
winters, where although the weather is cold we raise the
best class of humanity in this world. I believe the prospects
of Canada are brighter than those of any country in the
world and while I say this, I say we have advantages for
immigration better than any other county, and yet I
say that there is something radically wrong that our
population has not increased more rapidly. I would
like to bring this fact to the attention of the Govern-
ment that for the last seven years our population has not
increased as it should have done. According to the
statement of the Finance Minister we find that the North-
West in seven years bas increased only 123,000. Sir, that
is not what we expected. The country expected that more
than that number of immigrants would go into the North-
West in one year. Five years ago we were promised that
more than that number would go in annually, and the
Minister of the Interior should under these circumstances
endeavor to ascertain what it is that is preventing the settle-
meat of the country, the bringing in of men who will be
actual settlers and citizens of that country, to advance its
interests and promote its prosperity. He should see that
every facility is given to settlers to obtain lands as cheaply
as possible, and to become fit st owners and purchasers from
the Crown. I believe if these things were carried into
effect, and we gave the actual settlers the advantages they
desorve in that country, our population would increase more
rapidly. With these facts before the country, with the
prospects we have, and the facilities we possess for building
one of the grandest and most prosperous nations in the world;
if that country is honestly and fairly governed ; if coloni-
sation companies and all other companies that take advan-
tage of actual settlers are wiped out of existence altogether,
and every possible encouragement is given to actual set-
tiers, I believe our population will increase more in the
next two years than it has done in the past five or seven
years. But, Sir, under the present financial depression,
when farmers find it so hard to pay expenses and produce
so cheap, it would not be wise to spend money in further
immigration for the present.

Mr. WATSON. I do not, like the hon. member for
Algoma (Mr. Dawson), represent a constituency adapted
to mining, with bright lakes and sparkling streams; but I
believe 1 represent a county which offers inducements to
immigrants that are not surpassed by those offered by any
other county represented in this flouse. I am sorry, how-
ever, that the best hopes of hon. gentlemen opposite, and
on this side have not been realised from the large expendi-
ture of money which lias been made for immigration purposes.
We have homes for millions in the North-West, and I only
regret that those millions are not there; but I claim that
if the amount of money we have spent had been properly
spent, and a good policy had been pursued in regard to that
country, instead of having only about 100,000 people,
Manitoba would to-day have had a population of 500,000.
Hon. gentlemen opposite have only one argument which
they offer in reply to the statement that the Government of
the day has not been successful in placing immigrants into
that country, that is, that hon. gentlemen on this side were
not able to do so when they held office. I maintain that
that is no argument at all. The preent Government have
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had faf better opportunities to induce immigrants to go to
the North-West than the previous Government had, and I
do not think it is any justification to say that two blacks
make a white-that if one party does wrong, the other
party ought to do the same. I hope that in the near future
the Government will attempt to inaugurate some policy
which will more successfully promote the settlement of the
North-West. One great reason why that country has not
been settled as it should be, and why people have been so
much discontented, and have so frequently left the country,
is that hon. gentlemen opposite have made pledges with
regard to the country, and have broken those pledges. The
railway monopoly has been a great obstacle; and state.
monts have been sent abroad made by the First Minister,
that it was not the policy of the Government to allow
American railways to be constructed into the North-West.
According to the reports of the Minister of Agriculture,
which have been placed before this -House, we should
have to-day in the neighborhood of 400,00J people
in Manitoba and the North-West, whereas we have only
123,000 or 124,000 there. Secretary Manning's circular has
been referred to, and he las stated that the system of keep-
ing agents to make these returns has been given up. I
believe if this Government had done that some time ago
they would have saved money; and I believe we have evi-
dence that the statistics collected by the Department of
Agriculture have been nothing but a fraud. We find the
Mail newspaper, in an article published about a week ago,
stating that it does not expect that Mantoba and the North-
West can be settled for at least seven years. If that paper
reprosents the opinions of hon. gentlemen opposite, I do
not see much use in spending money for immrigration pur-
poses. I was Eurprised to see that paper making such a
statement in regard to the North-West, and intimating that
the United States had greater advantages to offer immi-
grants than we had. i believe we can offer greater induce-
monts to immigrants in the North-West than the United
States can. We have larger yields of grain; we have a
botter climate, and are less liable to damage by wind storms.
I hope the Government will see fit to remedy some of their
legislation, and to make their land laws more favorable to
keeping the poor settler in the country. I do not see why
a good mechanic, coming from the Old Courtry, will not
make as good a farmer as a navvy. The mechanics, who
who have corne to the North-West, have made good farmers,
and if they have a surplus of mechanics in Ontario, I
would suggest to the Minister of Agriculture that he should
advise them to go to the North-West and take up farms. I
think if the Government would not only help the poor
settler to go into the country, but help him to take up his
farm, it would promote the settlement of the North-West.
We have Scanainavians there, and they make good settlers,
because they conduct themselves well, and are accustomed
to the climate, and I believe the Government would do well
to encourage almost entirely that class of settlers.

Mr. WILSON. I will not at this late hour attempt at
any length to reply to some of the statements made by hon.
gentlemen opposite in reference to the remarks I thought pro-
per to make at the beginning of this debate. I do not know
that I should have referred at all to any of those statem ents
had not the various reports been brought forward to sub-
stantiate the assertion that the immigration policy of the
Government was really in the interest of the labor com-
munity. We have heard a great deal of the reports of the
Province of Ontario. We have been told that the Ontario
immigration report strongly favors the bringing out to this
country of a supply of farm laborers, as the supply was not
equal to the demand. I have taken the trouble to look over
tl~e varions reports. I have not only examined the reports of t
the Provincial Commissioner of Agriculture,but I have looked
oarefully MBino the statistical returna of the Bureau of Indu.

tries to which a very large number of farmers make reports-
It is only natural, it we look to the various agents in the
different Provinces for information, that they should make
favorable reports, because they know full well that if they

I made unfavorable reports in reference to the needs and
requirements of the country, their usefulness would be gone
and they would no longer keep their positions or draw their
large salaries. The argument, therefore, of the Minister of
Agriculture is not one that should weigh heavily with us in
considering this matter. The hon. Minister defied me or
any one to show wherein one single line of the letter was
not correct in any particular. I accopt.that challenge, and
1 think I will prove from reports from various parts of the
country, that the importation of agricultural labor into this
country is not countenanced by ihe majority of farmers,
and that instead of the report of tho Bureau of Industry
sustaining that opinion, it condemns the Minister in toto,
as regards the remarks he made to Mr. Ingram. To show
I am not misrepresenting the case, take the May number of
the Bureau of lndustry. On page 54 we find:

'. The supply of farm labor of this year seems to be fully equal to the
demand, and the rate of wages for the working season is les. than it wa
for the last year."
If you would examine the various reports coming from the
different farmers throughout Ontarioyou will find that nine
out of ten of them state the same thing, and it is upon those
reports the secretary has compiled his. This is one instance
in which the facts do not agree with this letter, and I sup-
pose it is very unfortunate for the facts.

Mr. CARLING. Road that portion of the letter which you
Say is incorrect.

Mr. WILSON. I am glad to satisfy my hon. friend:
" As respects agricultural laborers and domeatic servants, I find from

the reports of all the Dominion agencies that there has been a steady
demand for this kind of labor, and I find the mne fact very strongly
reported by the Bureau of industries of the Ontario Government in their
report for last year."

Mr. CARLING. I have last year's; at least I had it just
a short time ago.

Mr. WILSON. I will pass my hon. friend the volume,
and allow him to read it.

Mr. CARLING. Ilow often published ?
Mr. WILSON. The first number 15th May, 1885, and I

have the August number of 1885.
Mr. CARLING. Take the later one.
Mr. WILSON. I will give the lon. gentleman the whole

of them, and i think I will be able to show he was a little
previous in writing the letter he did, without carefully
examining into the facts of the case. On page 31 of the
August number, it is said :

" The labor supply for hay and harvesting is reported to be this year
quite adequate for the needs of the farmers in every section of the Pro-
vince."
Does that bear out my hon. friend's letter to Mr. Ingram?

Mr. CARLING. The Commissioner of Agriculture in
Ontario sums up all these monthly reports in his own
report to Parliament, and it was the annual raport I read
in which hie stated thore was not a supply of agricultural
laborers and domestic servants equai to the demand.

Mr. WILSON. Admitting that, it does not substantiate
the letter. Will the hon, gentleman now deny that portion
of the letter in which he said that the Bureau of Industries
for Ontario reported as ho says they did. If he deniea the
correctness of that letter, which he as not denied sofar,
which he as sent to the Knights of Labor and artisans in
St. Thomas in order to mislead them, in order to convey to
them a false impression ; if he will now deny the correct-
noes of that letter and promise me he will write a letter
admitting the error, I will not go futther. But Ihat i not
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1885, but i wi take tie numbers for 1884-85, as shown
by the Auditor's report. We find, under the head of
assisted passages, 10,897 adults at $4.86¾ a head and
2,491 adults at $4 a head. What is the cause of
this difference ? Why is it $4,86 in one case and $4 in
another? We find, further, 2,028 children under 12 years,
at $2.75 per head. Those are domestic servants and farm
laborers, no doubt. These liitle creatures would do a very
large amount of work indeed. Ilhen there are 223 children
under one year, at 24J cents per head. These are domestie
servants, no doubt. They would probably require a ser-
vant or two to take care of them. Further on we find a
very strange item ; and, if you look at the Auditor's report,
you will find some very strange developments. There is an
amount for commissions to steamship companies' agents on
aduits' passages at $5 a head. The Minister of Agriculture
says they take all the preclaution and every means to prevent
any people coming from that distance, except the class which
they are desirous of bringing to this country, domestic
servants and farm laborers. Does not my hon. friend know
full well that the breach of the rules, if they have any, is
winked at, and that many of those who come out here under
the pretence of being farm laborers are not farm
laborers. If the hon. gentleman only brought ont,
under the enormous expenditure which took place
during 1885, 7,000 laborers ard domestic servants, 1 say
that the system of assisted passages and the system of
advertising, the whole system of the Government in refer-
ence to immigration, is a mistaken policy. I am perfectly
satisfied that any number of immigrants should go to the
North-West or to my hon. friend's territory in Algoma, but
I complain that, after this enormous amount of money bas
been expended, my friend from Algoma finds that, though
we have a magnificent heritage there, there is no one to
take possession of it, and that in the North-West only some
7,000 actual immigrante have gone there, while we have

Mr,. WMBON

Motion agreed to.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 11:40 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TuEsDAY, 13th April, 1886.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY.

Mr. McLELAN moved that this House do, on Thursday
next, resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to consider
the following iResolution:-

That it is expedient to confirm the agreement, made subject to the
approval of Parliameat, between Her Majesty the Queen, acting for the
Dominion of Canada, therein represented by the Honorable A. W.
McLelan, Minister of Finance, therein called the Government, and the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, therein called the company, repre-
sented by the chief executive officer thereof, in the following form aid
words :

"(1.) That inasmuch as the amountactually advanced to the company
by the Government on account of the sum of $20,000,000, secured by the
first mortgage bonds of the company, to the amount of £4,109,500 ster-
ling, is $19,150,700, it is agreed that the company shall repay to the
Government with interest at the rate of 4 per centum per annum, as pro-
vided by the Act 48-49 Victoria, chapter 57, the said sum of $19,150,700,
such payment to be made in two equal instalments, the first of which
shall be paid on the first day of May next, and the second thereof on or
before the first day of July next, both with interest as aforesaid.

" (2.) That upon full payment of the said two cash instalments and
interest as hereinbefore provided, the land grant of the coripany shall
be reduced by such number of acres as shall be sufficient, computing the
'value tbetsof at $1.50 per acre, to extinguish the balance of the loan of
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all. He asked me for another number. Take the Novem.spent a hundred million of dollars of the public m8ney in
ber number, 1885, it says: addition to probabty fifty millions of private fands,

" There has been an abundant supply of farm laborers throughout thehcap
country during the season, and the general tendency of wages is gener- in public works, and the Government has been Iavish
ally reported as downward." rallyreprtedas owawrd. inspending the public meney in every Department

Mr. CARLING. That is late in the fall. without the resuit which should take place. fow
rercan we sustain a policy which has been without any

Mr. WILSON. Why did the hon. gentleman notre favorable resu fo Canada? I therefore feel that h
to the August number when the employment of labor was shoutd not continue this policy any longer. I coutd under-
in full blast. Why did he not say: '- Oh, that was the sum- stand the case with which the MiDister of Agriculture
mer," when the report said there was an ample supply of satisfied my hon. friend from West Toronto (Mr. Beaty).
labor. Not only that, I will read a reply given to a ques- He said hiewas 50 delighted to know that the Government
tion asked by the secretary of the Bureau of Industries, bY only assist farm taborers and domestie servants and do not
one of the hon. gentleman's Conservative friends, a man rendor any assistance to the artiban or the mechanic. He
who, no doubt, cheered him lustily as a faithful Conserva. may be satisfled, but I advise him, before he presents him-
tive, Mr. Hagens: self again in West Toronto, te satisfy bimself thoroughly

" Wages are not likely to advance, as farmers will work within their that that class atone is the one aided. This system, I have
own limit uritil there is more remuneration for their producta." no0hsitation in saying, is not carried on entirely in the

18 Goseratîe ho aysdrsînclytha waos reinterests of immigration. I betieve there is not a more
Here fruitfl source of extravagance and the usetess expenditure
going down, who says plainly enough thatthere is not that of the public funds than the immigration fund. I suppose
demand which was reprdsented by my hon. friend the Min- it weutd not bc in order for me to charge that it
ister of Agriculture. This debate has taken a wide range. is used to a great extent as a corruption fand.
I calculated only that it should take the range intended by I think so, but I suppose I dare mot say s0.
the original motion, but no member on the other side of I believe that there are influences breught to bear and
the House has attempted in any way to justify the position advantagos obtained by the use of this large amount of
which the Government are taking. Those hon. gentlemen money, that the Government are not fally justifled in car-
have not told us plainly and truly that the amount of money rying out. I believe their course in1this matter would not
which they are taking and which they apparently require
for immigration purposes this year will be required, nor te take place inte all their transactions. I hope that we
have they attempted to show that it is iii the interests of wiîî otitinue u agate ibis questk>n, that the Government
the country ibat that amount should be taken. We are told
that, during the year of 1885, 7,000 of these agricultural may feet that this course is unnecesdary at present, and
laboreis and domestic servants were brought out, and that thât they may adopt a wiser course or else give way and
the Department paid some $40,000. I have no means of allow others te tako their places, whe wili adopt a more

prudent course and one botter calculated o u promote the
ascertainingdefinitelywhatwhereuthebnubers during welf o and

soc)r ik-4 can1we. sustain a policyo whichIhas beenarwithoutnany
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$29,880,912, mentioned in the Act 48-49 Victoria, chapter 57, that is to
say, the sum of $9,880,912, with interest at the rate aforesaid to the firet
day of May next; and such reduction shall be effected by the retention
by the Government of lands of equal average quality and value with the
lands constituting the portion of the companys land grant not hereto-
fore disposed of by the company.

4(3.) That upon the settlement of all accounts respecting the said
authorised loan of $29,880,912. and payment and settlement as afore-
said of all eums of money due thereon, all the bonds of the company
secured exclusively upon the land grant of the company, commonly
called land grant bonds, now held by the Government in excess of the
sum of $5,000,000 of such bonds held by the Government under the
construction contract of the 21 et October 1880, shall be cancelled, and
the debenture stock of the Ontario and Quebec Railway Company held
by the Government under the Act 47 Victoria, chapter 61, section 1,
shall be returned to the company ; and the Government shall authorise
the company under section 10 of 48-49 Victoria, chapter 57, to mortgage
the Algoma Branch to such amount per mile as is authorised by the
charter of the company with respect to the main line.

"(4.) That upon the settlement in manner aferesaid of the indebted-
ness of the company to the Government, the company may issue first
mortgage bonds upon the remaining lands granted to them under their
said contract, in such manner as is provided by their charter in respect
of the issue of land grant bonds, and to such amonnt per acre as they
shall deem fit, not to exceed $2 per acre, subject to the approval of the
Governor in Council, all of the outstanding land grant bonds obtainable
being first duly cancelled, and a reserve being made from the new issue
to cover such outstanding land grant bonds as cannot be obtained for
cancellation. And in the event of the company making such issue, the
Government will accept in exchange far the said $5,000,000 of the said
land grant bonds, a like amount of the new issue or bands, such bonds
to be held and dealt with in the sane manner as the Government were
by 44 Victoria, chapter 1, intituled; 'An Act respecting the Canadian
Pacific Railway,' authorised to hold and deal with the said $5,000,000
no exchanged.

" (5.) That aIl necesary legislation required to carry the provisions
hereof into force shall be aaked for from Parliamen t at its present
Session."

2. That it expedient to provide-
(a.) That the Government aad ihe company be authorised respec-

tively to carry out and perform the conditions of the said agreement,
according to their intent and purport; provided that the Governor in
Qouncil may extend the time for the payment of the first instalment and
interest mentioned in the said agreement, to a date not later than the
first day of July now next.

(b.) That so soon as the payment sud settlement of the sun advanced
on the said sum of twenty-nine millions eight hundred and eighty thon-
sand nine hundred and twelve dollars, and interest, shall have been
effected, as provided by the said agreement, the company, under the
authority of a special general meeting of their shareholders, called for
the purp ose, may issue mortgage bonds, secured upon the brandh of the
said railway, known as the Algoma Branch, constructed and to be here-
after conetructed, completing the connection betweeu the main lins of
the Canadian Pacific Railway and the River Ste. Marie, which issue
shal constitute a first mortgage and privilege upon the said branch
railway, constructed and t be thereafter constructed, including the
rolling stock and plant applicable thereto, and Upon the tolls and reve-
nues thereof, after deduction from such tole and revenues of working
expenses and of suci rolling stock and plant appertaining thereto, as
shall be declared and descrihed in any deed of mortgage securing snch
bonds, which shall be executed by the company, lu conformity with its
charter. And before the issue of snch bonds, the company shall make
by-laws, prescribing the mode lu which, in case of default in the pay-
ment of the interest on such bonds, or of the capital thereof, the rolling
stock and plant (if any) included in snch mertgage as appertaining to
tle said branch, sha pl e identified, land the tole and revenues deri-
vable from such branch, ascertained and distinguished from the tolls
and revenues of the :nain line, and making such further provisions as
may be juet and expedient for the protection of the holders of the bond
secured upon the aid branch une, without interfering with the rights of
the holders ofother securities of company. Such by-laws to be sub-
mitted for approval to the Governor in Council, and upon snch appro-
val, a certified copy thereof to be deposited ui the office ofthe Secretary
ofstate, and that thereafter snch by-laws shall continue to evalid and
binding upon the company, and shall not be altered or repealed by the
company, so long as the bonde referred to therein shal romain ln force.

(c.) That the mode of securing the said mertgage bonds, and the
rigts, privileges and remedies applicable thereto and available to the
holders thereof, shal be snch as are described in sections twenty-eight,
thirty-two, thirty-three, thirty-tour, thirty-five and thirty-six of the
charter of the company.

(d.) That the company may also issue mertgage bonds to such
amount as they shall deem fit, and as shal o approved by the Governor
oeuncil, and according te the term s of the said agreement, securein
upon the lande of the company to which they shal thoen be entitled
under the provisions of the construction contract executed on the 21st
October, 1880, and thoe provisions of sections thirty, thirty-two, thirty-
four, thirty-five and thirty-six of the charter of the company shal
apply to such last-mentioned bonds : But that lu making snch last-
menutoned issue fe boud, the company shall reserve and place in the
bande of the trustees of the mortgage securing such bonds, if trustees
are created by such mortgage deed, ad if net, thoen in the hands of
some persn or company appointed tor the purpose by the Governer in
Oouncil, an amount of the osd bondn equal in vane teo the land grant

bonds then outstanding and unsatisfied above and beyond the sum of
five million dollars of such bonds in the hands of the Government, the
exchange of which is provided for by the said agreement; and the
bonds so reserved shall not be used or dispoed of for any other purpose
whatsoever, except for providing, by payment or exchange, for the fand
grant bonds so outstanding and unsatisfied.

(e.) That upon the completion of the said Canadian Pacifie
Railway according to the said contract, and upon its being duly
opened for trafflc, the disqualification of the shareholders thereof from
becoming or being members of.theSenate or House of Commons by
reason of their being such shareholders shall be removed,and shall cease
and determine.''

Motion agreed to.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY-EXTENSION FROM
STELL&RTON TO PICTOU.

Mr. POPE moved the third reading of Bill (No. 57) res-
pecting the extension of the Intercolonial Railway from a
point at or near Stellarton to the town of Picton.

Mr. VAIL. Mr. Speaker: Before that motion is put, I
desire to make a few observations on the position of our
railways in the Province of Nova Scotia at the present time.
There are two very important railways in the Province that
are in an unfinished state. One runs from Halifax to Yar-
mouth, a distance of 213 miles. In the centre of this road,
from Annapolis to Digby, there are some eigbteen miles of
unfinished road. The whole line from Windsor to Yarmouth
was subsidised by the Provincial Governmont, and sixty.
eight miles out of eighty two or eighty-three botween Yar-
mouth and Annapolis were completed five or six 3 ears
ago. The remaining distance, eighteen miles, is in an
uncompleted state, and it is very important to the whole
railway system of Nova S3otia that this road or this link
should be completed. It has now been lying in this un-
finished state since, I think, 1877 or 1878. The road be-
tween Digby and Yarmouth was finished about that time,
and this connecting link has been lying partially fiaished
up to the present time for want of funds. This road requires
more attention than the rond to which this Bill refers. Again,
there is a road in course of building between the Windsor and
Annapolis rond, near Middleton, running to the South Shore,
which is being built by a company known as the Nictaux and
Atlantic Company. That road is likewise in an unfinished
state, and work is almost stopped now in cinsequence of the
company not being able to provide funds to complete it.
Again, there has been a great deal said in this House in
regard to a line of railway through Cape Breton. Not a
mile of railway has been built through that island up to the
present time, and it is of the ntmost importance, in view of
the legislation passed here a year or two ago, that some
consideration should be given to the people of Cape Breton
in any expenditure there is to be made at the prosent time
in extension of our railway system. Coming back to the
Bill before the louse, I observe that in 1882 a company
was incorporated by this House called the Atlantic and Euro-
pean Shore Line Company. That company was chartered to
build a road from New Glasgow, in the county of Pictou via
Oxford,to a point on the IntercolonialRailway near Amherst.
That work was commenced and vigorously carried on for
some considerable time, but the company were eventually
obliged to stop work on account of lack of funds. The
completion of that road, upon which a la-go sum of money
has been expended already, would to a certain extent give
the town of Picton the very accommodation that this Bill
is intended to afford. After that company was chartered
they made an arrangement with the people of Pictou that
the rond was to be carried to the town of Pictou, or, at alt
events, connected with it, and one scheme was to build a
bridge across the harbor, connecting the rond and the town
of Picton with the present Intercolonial Railway at
Picton Landing. For the reasons I have stated, this
company have been in difficulties, and have not been able
to go on with the work. Now, it seems to me, inasmuoh
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as it is quite probable that that work may be resuscitated,
and that the necessary funds may be secured for the com-
pletion of that part of what is called the Short Line, it is
not necessary that this large amount should be expended
for the purpose, as I Etated the other day, of
building a second line of railway to the town of
Piotou. If the Short Line is completed, the wants
of Picton town will be fully supplied. It was said by
some person in the fouse that it would be an advantage
to the county to have this large amount of money expended
there. It is true it may be some advantage to the county,
but inaismuch as I understand, and as the Minister of
Railways explained, that it was the intention to purchase
the two linos of railway already built, which would cover
the distance from New Glasgow to the town of Pictou,
with the exception of about seven miles, that the advan-
tages to accrue to the county froin the expenditure of this
money would not amount to a great deal after all, inasmuch
as a great portion of that money is to be expended in the
completion of two very large bridges, which the Amer.
icans or the people of Ontario get the advantage of supply-
ing, as they are now doing, the Province of Nova
Scotia, I do not imagine that the advantages which
Pictou would derive from that expenditure would be
very large. I think the House fully understands the
question after what was said the other day, but inasmuch
as this line may be called the second lino to Pictou;
inasmuch as the road already built will have to be kept
up by the Government; inasmuch as the Govern ment will
prohably be called upon in time to keep up the ferry as
well as the railway; inasmuch as this lino will be an opposi.
tion line to the Government road already built-in vitw of
all these considerations, my opinion is that the money pro.
posed to be expended in the completion of this line would
be much better expended and be of more advantage to the
public generally throughout Nova Scotia, if it were expond-
ed on the unfinished lines already projected and chartered,
and on which a large sum of money has been expended.
I, therefore, move the following amendment:-

Resolved,-That the Bill be not now read the third time, but thatit be
resolved that the expenditure cf so large a sum of money as is contem-
plated by this Bill, in order to provide a second line of railway from
Stellarton to the town of Pictou, is inexpedient, until other railway
accommodation more pressing is extended to other placesupon the main
land of Nova Scotia and the igland of Cape Breton.

Mr. TUPPER. I am afraid the hon. member for Digby
(Mr. Vail) does not pretend to be a practical politician, and
that he does not ever hope to occupy an important and res-
ponsible position in the councils of the country. He surely
has forgotten, when he now proposes to stop this great
public work from being carried on in his native Pro-
vince, that Parliament is already pledged to. its construc-
tion. He surely has forgotten that under sanction of the
vote which was passed last Session, and assented by him as
member for the county of Digby, the Government has
advertised for tenders for the construction of ibis railway,
and offers have been received-if the contract itself has not
already been made-for the prosecution of the work; and
it is a curious time for him to choose to reverse the settled
policy of this Parliament; it is a curious time for him to
attack the policy under which it is proposed to spend a large
sum of money in his native Province. I was not surprised at a
member from the Province of Ontario acting in the spirit of
the hon. member for South Huron in attempting to throttle
this Bill ; but I am amazed that the hon. gentleman from
Digby (Mr. Vail) should give vent to aun expression of
opinion which shows that he is in favor of a dog-in the-
manger policy, and that because some roads have not beeni
built elsewhere in the Province a little nearer Digby,g
therefore we should stop the building of all public works'
in the rest of the Province. He might as well, had he at-
tended to the explanations which were given the other1

Mr. VAL.

night when the House was in committee on this Bill, have
protested against the erection of publie buildings in any
other portion of the Province of Nova Scotia until a rail-
way was built in the county of Digby. He might as well
have protested against the expenditure of public money
generally in the Province of Nova Scotia until bis whims
and fancies were satisfied; bocause, had ho listened to the
explanations given and the reasons advanced for this work,
ho would have found that the proposition is not a proposi-
tion to build a local railway as such, or to extend railway
systems such as those are to which he alludes, but to per-
fect and complote a national railway-the Intercolonial
Railway, a Governmont work, a Government property, and
that property a productive and remunerative one, at least
that portion of it which this Bill proposes to extend
and complote. After the lengthy debate on Friday night,
I think the hon. momber for Digby (Mr. Vail) did well to
make bis remarks as brief as possible, and'I will endeavor
to follow his example. But the bon.-gentleman is not only
astray as regards the nature of this work, which
is not local or sectional in that sense, but ho
is astray with regard to some other matters. He
is astray in regard to some other matters. Although
the bon. gentleman bas attempted to look this subject up,
I think ho is not quite familiar enough with it to enlighten
this Parliament much on its details. For instance, ho says
that in 188. a company under the name of the Atlantic,
European and Short Line Railway Company,was incorporated
and obtained the contract for the building of a work which
included this. 1 beg to give thit statement a denial ; there
was no such co-npany incorporated. A company under
another name, now the Montr< al and European Short Lino
Company,thon the North American and European Short Line
Company, did obtain a charter in 1882 ; but the contract
that company entered into did not provide for this scheme,
nor was the company compelled to build it. The company
thon incorporated did receive a contract in reference to the
mileage subsidy of $3,200 a mile, and under that contract,
in order to obtain that subsidy, was to construct a branch
from the Short Lino systerm in Nova Scotia, so called, to the
town of Pictou ; but how the communication was to be
made was never arranged, and nothing definite was ever
donc in regard to it. The hon. member bas alseo
been misinformed in regard to the negotiations with
reference to bridging the harbor, which took place between
the town of Pictou and that company. The negotiations
ail fell through before anything definite was arrived at, and
no arrangement or agroment was ever made. I think it
is monstrous for the hon. gentleman to repeat again and
again the statement that because these negotiations were
carried on for a while in the years 1882 and 1883, and came
to nought, therefore the demands of the people of that sec-
tion of the country for the completion of this Government
railway should be denied. I think the bon. momber has not
approached this question in the proper spirit. I do not
think ho bas attempted to deal fairly with it. I think the
reasons advanced in committee show conclusively that this
is not a waste of money, that this is not a Bill which will
impose burdens on the people for the gratification of the
wishes of the people there, but that by using the funds that
Parliament now grants every year in connection with main-
taining a connection between the Intercolonial Railway
system and the town of Pictou, this scheme will be carried
out, and will not only meet the wishes of the people there,
but will be of great advantage to the Intercolonial Railway
proper, and thorefore to the people of this country. Now, I
lail to see why the hon. member or why other hon. gentlemen
show such hostility to this scheme, when we remember that
othor branches of the Intercolonial Railway were not attacked.
I cannot remember another instance in which such oppo-
sition was shown towards the completion of terminal facili-
ties for the Intercolonial Rallway or the building of neces-
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sary branches, or an instance in which such an amount of
party spirit was evoked to obstruct and prevent the carry-
ing out of such a scheme, although no other scheme bas
had for its recommendation that strong argument that this
has, that the construction of the work wouad not add to the
taxation of the people in any shape or degree. It is unne-
cessary for me to go fally into that matter again. It was
stated in committee that the Government has to maintain a
most awkward means of communication between the town
of Pictou, a large and important town, and the Intercolonial
Railway, and at acost of 813,000 or*$14,000 a year; and
yet for that same cost this work can be constructed, and
when built will be of advantage, not merely to the town,
but to the Intercolonial Railway itself. The hon. gentle-
man bas again attempted to draw to bis aid sectional feel-
ing, if sectional feelings can exist in the Island of Cape
Breton, and bas endeavored to embarrass the Government by
importing into this question the claims of what are to a
certain extent rival localities; but I am sure from the ex-
pression of the hon. member for Inverness (Mr. Cameron),
as well as others in the Island of Cape Bre.
ton, that they are too old to be caught by a
game like that, and that they are able to show
that they bave no more reason to complain of the Inter-
colonial Railway system being completed and perfected in
the county of Pictou than of its having been from time to
time completed and perfected in the county of Halifax.
The hon. member for Digby bas never attacked grants of
money which have been voted from time to time for add-
ing to the value of the Intercolonial Railway in the county
of Halifax and in the city of Halifax, where he resides;
but ho chooses to attack the expenditure in a county where
ho does not reside. I do not know whether any such
small reasons can underlie bis actions; but it is significant
that far more money than this bas been voted to complete
the terminus and improve the arrangements of the Inter-
colonial Railway at Halifax, and the hon. member has nev&
attempted to arouse sectional feeling in other parts of the
Province against that expenditure. The bon. member may
be a courageous man; he may not know what timidity is ;
but ho would not talk so glibly of the way in which the
people of Pictou town are served by the Intercolonial Rail-
way if ho had occasionally to risk bis life in crossing the
barbor there in winter. I see that the hon. momber for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) emiles. We had evidence of his ignor.
ance of that locality the other evening, and I need only re-
mind him that it is not a laughing matter. If lives as
valuable as those of the hon. member for Bothwell and the
bon. member for Digby have not been actually lost on that
ferry, the lives of animals, valued down there perhaps as
mach as their lives, as well as valuable property, have been
lost in transit from the town of Pictou to Pictou Landing.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It appears to me that
this Bill is out of order. You will observe that clause 3
declares that the money appropriated shail be available for
the construction and acquisition of the work until the work
is completed and paid for. Now, I submit that that is dis-
tinctly in the nature of a grant of public money. The grant
at present available lapses on the 30th of June. Therefore
this Bill ought to have originated in committee, and have
gone through the requisite number of stages. It is an ex-
tension of the terms, and equivalent to a new grant.

Mr. SPEAKER. As I understand it, the money for this
work bas been already voted, and this Bill is only declara-
tory that the work for which the money bas been appro-
priated is part of the Intercolonial Railway.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If you will permit me,
that is not the point. This money, which has been voted,
was granted in Supply, and it lapses altogether on the 30th
June. Now, this Bill goes on to declare that this $250,000
shall b available until the work is completed and paid for.
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It may be, for aught we know, completed in four, five or six
years off, as the necessities of the on. member for Pictou
may require, and I think that is substantially a new grant.

Mr. SPEAKER. It will have to be put in the Supply
Bill again.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But here, Sir, is a new
appropriation of public monies by Statute, that ought te
have originated by resolution in comnittee.

Mr. SPEAKER. This is not appropriating any part of
public revenue. It is money already appropriated.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But only appropriated
to a certain day.

Mr. SPEAKER. Any money that bas not been, or is
not likely to be, expended before the 30th June, will have
to be revoted this year, or it cannot be used. The third
clause says, "the money as appropriated as aforesaid," that
is, appropriated by the Supply Bill ; this Bill does not ap-
propriate it.

Mr. MILLS. Supposing the Bill to be carried with the
provision relating to the expenditure of money, would it
not make that a permanent charge ?

Mr. IVES. This money will not be ail expended before
the 30th June.

Mr. SPEAKER. This money appropriated by the Supply
Bill lapses on the 30th June, and it is only that money
which is appropriated. If it lapses it will not be spent
after the 30th June. It will be available till the work is
completed, but not after the 30th June, There must be a
Supply Bill every year for the money.

Mr. DAVIES. The wording of the Bill will have the
effect of extending the vote for an indefinite time. The
third clause reads: "The money appropriated shall be
available until the work is completed and paid for." In
passing the vote through the Committee of Supply last
year, the House merely authorised the e rpenditure of
money during the current year; but this is an amendment
extending the time, and, after this is passed, the Govern-
ment have authority to expend the amount either before or
after the 30th June. It is practically a revote of the money
voted in Supply last year.

Mr THOMPSON (A&ntigonish). The money was voted
last year for this work, and a doubt bas arisen as to the
right of the Minister of Railways to enter into a contract
by which it is proposed to expend that money. Notwith-
standing the tact that it has been voted by Parliament, his
authority to expend it for the construction of a branch of
the Intercolonial Railway, bas been questioned. The effect
of this Bill is simply to enable him to exercise the power
he bas under the Railway Act in respect of the Intercòlonial
Railway, and to apply the money to that purpose, not as a
revote, or extended vote, but simply to make it available
for the purpose.

Mr. MILLS. I do not think the Minister of Justice quite
apprehends the position taken by the hon. member for
Sonth Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright). The Government
have put a Bill before us which must, so far as this clause is
concerned, originate in committee under a resolution, unless
a sufficient provision was made by the Appropriation Bill
of last year. Now, the Bill is a charge upon the revenue of
the current year only, and lapses at the end of that year,
and a Bill founded upon that appropriation must be con-
sistent with the appropriation iteoif. It must deal only with
the appropriation for this year for work that can be com-
pletedwithin the year. But that is not the intention. The
Minister proposes to take power to construct a railway
which will be a general charge, not upon the revenues of
this year, but upon the resources of Canada. It is a per-
manent charge upon them. If the Bill be carried, it will be
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a permanent charge, no matter whether there was an ap-
propriation made in the ordinary provisions of the year or
not. It will be as much a statutory charge as the charge
for the Governor General's salary, or any other charge
against the revenue of the country. It is not a charge
against the revenues of the year founded upon the appro-
priation made for the year, but a permanent charge against
the revenues of the country. Therefore the appropriation
made last year is not sufficient authority for the third
clause of this Bill.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). In so far as the Bill
affects the construction of the railway by the expenditure of
capital. it must be in order. The appropriation of $250,000
made last Session lasts until the first of July. We have
the right, therefore, without the intervention of the com-
mittee, to say that that appropriation shall, until the first
of July, be applicable for the purpose mentioned in this
Act.

Mr. MILLS. You do not say that.
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). To that extent it is in

order, and if it is in order to the extent of the appropriation.
for one day, it cannot be ruled out of order. The hon. gentle-
man points out that this Bill involves a general charge on
the public revenue, but that would apply to every Bill
under the Consolidated Railway Act.

Sir RICHARD CA.RTWRIGHT. If the words "land
shall be available for that purpose until the work is com-
pleted and paid for " have any meaning, this is a distinct
statutory enactment that the 8250,000 voted up to the 30th
June shall continue to be available for the purpose of car-
rying forward this road until the work is completed and
paid for. It may be those words are wholly and entirely
improper there, but still they remain in the clause, andI
cannot see how it can be contended they do not confer power
to use this appropriation after the 30th June.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I thought I had stated
my view on that point before. It is this: The Bill assumes
that the $250,000 has been appropriated for this work, but
that there is a deficiency in the authority of the Minister to
apply it to this work for want of suitable legislation in the
Consolidated Railway Act. There has been doubt as to the
application of that Act to a work of this description, and
the Bill, without appropriating the money or extending the
appropriation as regards time simply, makes it available for
the purposes of the company.

Mr. DAVIES. The very argument the hon. Minister
uses is one proof that the Bill is out of order, because in
Committee of Supply this House authorises the expendi-
ture of a certain sum until the firet of July, but the Bill
goes further and provides for expenditure beyond that
date,

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). It does not necessarily
go beyond the first of July. It is fully expeoted the work
will be completed at that time.

Mr. DAVIES. Well, that is another question; but we
will keep to the point. The Bill says it shall not be con-
fined to the first of July, but the money shall be available
for all time to come. Therefore, on the face of it, it is a
justification for the expenditure of money which has never
been initiated or voted upon in Commnittee of the Whole.

Mr. IV ES. The hon. gentleman will see the position in
which his contention would place the House. If ho is right
this year, he will be right next year; and if the work could
not be completed by the 30th June, 1887, we could never com-
plete it, because we could not begin it without an Act.
Granted that you cannot do it one year, and granted that
the Supply Bill is only good for one year, you are in a
dilemma, and you could nover do anything at ail.

Mîr. MiLis.

Mr. SPEAKRR. I would suggest that, in order to remove
any doubts as to whether the money is intended to be avail-
able when the vote lapses or the Supply Bill of the present
year lapses, the last words should be struck out of the Bill:

And shall be available for that purpose until the work is completed
and paid for.
If these words are removed, and it were made plain that
there must be a revote, that would remove any doubt, and
I think it is desirable that there should be no doubt that
this is to be revoted.

Mr. MILLS. It will have to go into committee.

Mr. SPEAKER, Yes, after this amendment is disposed of.

Mr. DAVIES. Whatever amendment might be moved
might take a different form. after the clause is amended.

Amendment (Mr. Vail) by leave of the House, withdrawn.
Order for third reading of Bill discharged, and Bill re-

ferred back to Committee of the Whole, amended and
reported, as amended.

Mr. POPE moved the third reading of the Bill.
Mr. VAIL moved the amendment which he had previ-

ously proposed (p. 661).
Mr. WOODWORTH. I do not rise for the purpose of

intimating any intention of voting for the amendment, but I
do think that there is a greatdeal in what the hon. member for
IDigby (Mr. Vail) has incorporated in his amendment-that
is, that there are other portions of Nova Scotia excepting
the city and county of Halifax and the eastern portion of
Nova Scotia. There are eight counties lying south and
west of Halifax, and those counties have not got a fair
share of public money in the extension of railways and the
opening up of facilities for the people of those different
sections. I do think that with the Nietaux and Atlantic
Railway lying there, 75 miles in length, in a state of dela-
pliation and collapse, owing to the want of funds to go on
with it, when Nova Scotia has given $6,000 a mile to that
work, a sum which is totally inadequate to carry it on, and
with the gap between Annapolis and Digby of some
20 miles lying unfinished, with a great deal of
bridging to do-I say I think, in view of these
facts, that the Government should give their atten-
tion to these matters, and other matters connected
with the western part of the Province, and not to give all
the public money to the city of Halifax and the eastern
part. I do not object to give money to the city of Halifax
and the eastern part, where it is needed, and I have no
doubt that this is a very useful work which is contemplated
by this Bill, and that it is very important that it'should be
doue ; but while these things are being done the Govern-
ment should not leave the others undone. While I do not
intend, as I said before, to vote for the amendment of the
hon. member for Digby (Mr. Vail), still I leave it with the
Government to say if they think they have got sufficient
funds-and they ought to know whether they have or not-
whether they eau meet the just and equitable demands
of the western parts of the Province and the island of Cape
Breton, which has no railway at the present time, and
which has been in great need of it for many years. I pre-
sume that the Government know their business, and that
they have undertaken to do this, believing that they will
be able, during this Session, also to provide for the other
parts of Nova Scotia.

Mr. KIRK. Hon. gentlemen on this side of the House
have been charged with opposing this grant because it is a
grant for Nova Scotia. For my part, I repudiate the
charge. I am a Nova Scotian, and i am willing to vote for
any reasonable amount of money, or any amount the Govern-
ment choose to put in the Estimates, for any necessary
public works ; but I am not willing to vote away the peo-
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ple's money, the money that belongs to the people of Nova
Scotia, money which is to be charged to the people of Nova
Scotia, to build a second road for the town of Picton, to
build a road to a town of 3,000 inhabitants that bas already
a road, while, as the resolution put into your hands sets
forth, there are other portions of Nova Scotia proper, and
the whole of the island of Cape Breton, without a mile of
railway at ail. Now, Sir, I agree with what the hon.Lmem-
ber for Digby (Mr. Vail) bas said with regard te the
western counties. Here are several counties, for instance,
Shelburne, Queen's, and Lunenberg, with a population of
60,000, and not a mile of railway in any of these counties ;
yet the town of Pietou must get two railways, while these
have none. Then we have all the county of Halifax east of
the city, and the county of Guysboro', with a population
of over 40,000. These counties also have no railway facili-
ties ; yet, these counties ought to be considered before we
build a second railway to the town of Pictou. Then there
is the island of Cape Breton with four or five counties, and
with an aggregate population of 95,000, with varied
resources of mines, agriculture, and fishing, but with not one
mile of railway ; yet, bere we are asked to vote money belong-
ing to the people of Nova Scotia and to the people of the
island of Cape Breton, in order to build a second railway
to the town of Pictou. Sir, I repudiate the idea that we
oppose it simply because it is going to the Province of
Nova Scotia. It is not money voted to the Province of
Nova Scotia, but it is money voted to the town of
Pictou, which bas already one road. The hon. member for
Prince County, Prince Edward Island (Mr. Hackett), and
the hon. member for Inverness (Mr. Cameron), have
sought to justify this vote because it would give employ-
ment to our people. Why, Sir, are we to vote away money
for the special purpose of giving employment to the people.
If the Government should propose to build a modern Tower
of Babel upon some of the capes of Nova Scotia, would these
hon. gentlemen vote for the expenditure of the money simply
because it would give labor to our people ? Surely not.
Why, Sir, I opposed the expenditure of money which
was voted by this Parliament for a work in my
own county, and that at a time when I was running
an election and asking the votes of the people ; I opposed
the grant because I thought the work was unnecessary, I
considered it an absolute waste of money. Upon that
ground I shall oppose any grant, I care not for what
county, or for what Province. Sir, we are told by the hon.
member for Pictou (Mr. Tupper) that the road will be a
remunerative one. The present road you have there is a
remunerative road, but will it be a remunerative
road if there is another built to perform the same work
that the present road is doing now. If you have to support
two roads to do the same amount of work that is
being done now by one, will the new road then be
remunerative ? I fancy not. Now, the hon. member for
Pictou said that he did not oppose the grant to other
branches. For my part, I did not oppose the grant to other
branches of the Intercolonial Railway, and I would oppose
a grant to no branch if the town to which it was to go
was in want of a railway. I am sure I would not oppose
the granting of money to build any road where I was sure
the publie intereet would be served byit. But it is because
the town of Pictou bas already a road that I oppose the
granting money to build a second one, and that, too, in
view of the fact that provision bas been made by this
Parliament to build a road from Oxford to New Glasgow
which will accommodate Pictou, whether this road is
built or not. Now, Sir, I was sorry to bear a remark made
by the hon. Minister of Justice in his speech upon this
Bill on Friday last, which I cannot allow to pass unnoticed.
I have to make an aology to that learned and exceed-
ingly polite Minister or his high-minded and gentlemanly
reference to myself In the opening sentence of his speech.

Had the hon. gentleman spoken in a higher tone of voice
so that I could have heard him, I would have acknowledged
the generous compliment at once, and I hope it does not
come too late now to be acceptable. The hon. gentleman's
remark is worthy of him, and shows the true inwardness of
the man, and is one for which I shall ever bear towards
him a grateful and kindly remembrance. Sir, theb hon.
gentleman is a very learned, wise and great man-in bis
own estimation, at any rate-and an exoeedingly important
man, and, liko Sir Oracle, "when h. opens bis mouth no
dog must bark." More than all that, he is a very brave
man, which I shall show before I am done. The hon.
gentleman, I have no doubt, bas not forgotten the geo-
graphy of bis own county, a knowledge of which h.
obtained by riding by rail from Halifax to the town of Anti-
gonish and back once or twice a year during the five years he
represented that beautiful county in the Local Legislature.
But a generous nature would have pardoned me if I, in
common with all Nova Scotians, have forgotten that the
hon. gentleman lad been for four years the Attorney-
General in a Nova Scotia Government. And why? Because
those four years of the history of Nova Scotia, so far as
railway enterprises are concerned, formed an entire blank.
That hon. gentleman with his party obtained power in that
Province in 1878 on the cry that Cape Breton and othor
sections of the Province required railways. H. came in ,o
Parliament in that year with a majority of twenty-one in a
Legislature of thirty-eight; and during that whole Parlia-
ment what did ho do to wards providing railways ? The
Government simply re-enacted a law which the hon. mem-
ber for Inverness (Mr. Cameron) the other day said was
enacted by the previous Government for the purpose of
depriving Cape Breton of railways. That was one of tLe
acts which the hon. gentleman performed. I had almost
forgotten another piece of history. The hon. gentleman
also passed an Act incorporating a syndicate, a bogus syndi.
cate, that was to build railways everywhere-a syndicate
that had not one dollar of money and could not obtain one
dollar. Those being the facts, the bon. gentleman might
have pardoned me for having forgotten them. Then we
come to the time of a general election. In 1882 theb hon.
gentleman went to the country having a majority of
twenty-one. How did he return after the battle was over ?

Mr. SPEAKER. I must ask the hon. gentleman to keep
to the tenor of the Bill. The matter to which hoeis refer-
ring has nothing to do with it.

Mr. KIRK. The hon. Minister attacked me on that line.
He pretended to pay me a compliment by saying that I
had forgotten history. I want to point out that h. had
reminded me of some forgotten history.

Mr. SPEAKER. We must try to keep to the subject
under debate.

Mr. KIRK. I have been talking about the han. gentle-
man's performances in regard to railway building.

Mr. THOM PSON (Antigonish). I think the bon. gen-
tleman should be allowed to go on.

Mr. SPEAKER. If the hon. gentleman is allowed to go
on, it will lead to an answer, and remarks will be made
backwards and forwards. Hon. members should keep to
the question under debate.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I hope the hon. gentle-
man will be allowed to finish the speech which h. got some-
body to write for him since last Friday.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I rise to a point of
order. I think the Minister of Justice was entirely out of
order in making such a remark. It is not in consonance
with bis position in this House to throw such taunts across
the floor to an hon. member.
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Mr. BOWELL. The hon.gentleman should have gone
a little further, and said that the hon. member for Guys-
boro' (Mr. Kirk) was distinctly ont of order in reading his
speech.

Mr. KIRK. I beg to say that I have not read my
speech. The remark made by the hon, gentleman is just
such as I might expect f•om an hon. member like the Min-
ister of Justice. That I have notes of my speech indicat-
ing what I intended to say is true. I was going on to
state that the time came when the present Minister of
Justice had to appeal to the country for approval of his
conduet. He went to the country, and how did he return ?
Not in a majority, but a hopeless minority.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Chair, chair.

Mr. SPEAKER. Some hon. members call "chair," and
I must hold that the hon. member, if ho has not the unani-
mous consent of the House, cannot refer to those old mat-
ters.

Mr. KIRK. Ministers should, if they do not wish to
provoke discussion, treat members with courtesy and re-
spect.

louse divided on amendment of Mr. Vail.
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Armstrong,
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Burpee,
Cameron (Huron),
Cameron (Middlesex),
Campbell (Renfrew),
Cartwright,
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asagrain,
Charlton,
Cook,
Davis,
Edgar,

Yass:
Messieurs

Fisher,
Forbes,
Geoffrion,
Gilîmor,
Glen,
Guay,
Gunn,
Harley,
Bolton,
Innes,
Jackson,
King,
Kirk
Landerkin,
Langelier,
Lister,
ReCraney,

Messieurs

McIntyre,
McMullen,
Mills,
Paterson (Brant),

Ray
Rinret,
Robertson (Shelburne),
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Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Springer,
Trow,
Vail'
Watson,
Wells,
Wilson.-5l.

Abbott, Fortin, Montplaisir,
Allison, Foster, Orton,
AM yOtt Gaudet, Paint,
Bmrker, Gauit, Pinsonneault,
Bell, Gigault, Pope,
Benoit, Girouaid, Prun,
Bergin, Guibault, Reid'Biondeau, Hackett, Robertson (Hamilton),
Bourbeau, Haggart, Robertson (Hastings),
Bowell, Hall, Ross,
Bryson, gay, Royal,
Burnham, Besson, Scott,
Burns, Bickey, Shakespeare,
Cameron (Inverness), Hilliard, Shanly,
Campbell (Victoria), Homer, Small,
Cerling, Hurteau, 8proule,
Cochrane, l're,, Btairs,
Colby, Jamieson, Taylor,
Oostigan, Jenkins, Temple,
Ooughlin, Kaulbach, Thompuon (Antigonish)
Coursol, Kilvert, Towanhend,
Oathbert, Kinney, Tupper,
Daly, Landry (Kent), Tyrwhitt,
Daouat, Landry (Montmnagny), valin,
Dawson, Lesage, Wallace (Albert)
Desaulniers (Mask'ngé),Macdonald (King's), Wallace (York),
Desaulniers (St.Maurice) Mackintosh, Ward,

*a ardins, Memter, White (Cardwell),
iokiBon$ MOa&UuM, White(Hsug)

Dodd, Mcarthy, White (Renfrew),
Dugas, McDougald (Pictou), Wigle,
Dund McDougahll(0. Breton), Wood (Brockvile),
Everett, McLelant WoolI (Westmoreland),
Farrow, McNeill, Woodworth,
Ferguson(LeedskGren),Mitehell, Wright.-107.
Ferguson (Welland), Moffat,

Amendment negatived, and Bill read the third time.
&ir RiciaRD CARTWRIGHT.
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REAL PROPERTY IN THE NORTU-WEST TERRI-
TORIES.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish) moved the second read-
ing of Bill (No. 10) respecting real property in the North-
West Territories. He said: Mir Speaker, when this Bill
was introduced I took that opportunity of stating to the
House what the details of the Bill were, in so far as they
were connected with the main principles. I propose, before
coming to the second reading,to confine myself toa statement
of the two principles which appear to me to be involved in
this Bill, and a short statement with respect to the working
of similar enactments in other parts of the world. I am glad
to have the opportunity of making the few statements
which I desire to offer on this subject in the presence of
some gentlemen who have already given the subject a great
deal of attention. I am aware that the hor. member for
Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) on two occasions in two Sessions
drew the attention of the louse to the necessity of adopt-
ing a measure like this with respect to land in the North-
West Territories. And the hon. member for Bothwell,
while Minister of the Interior, introduced a Bill embodying
the same principle, and he carried it through some of its
stages in this House, and I understand he has given the
anbject a great deal of attention since, and has more than
once, I think, brought the matter to the notice of Parlia-
ment. The two principles which, it seems to me, are in-
volved in this Bill, and to which alone'I propose to draw the
attention of the louse this afternoon, are these: First, the
Bill proposes to give, in relation to titles to land in the
North-West Territories, facility of proof; second, it proposes
to simplify dealings with land in theNorth-West Territoriesk
As regards the first, the mode by which facility of proof
is to be attained, is principally the adoption ofthe
system of certificates of title, issued by registrars of the
different districts of the North-West, which certificates of
title shall be indefeasible and inoontrovertible evidence of
title. The House is quite aware, Sir, without my going
into detail this afternoon, of the system which prevalls in
the Provinces with respect to the registration of deeds-
the House is aware that with regard to the proof of
titles there, a great deal of difficulty and expense nearly
always arises, and that as time goes on and titles become
more complicated, and the transactions in land become
multiplied, the difflculty is very largely increased. In
order to establish a title we have to go back to the grant
from the Crown, or so long a period back that there will be
a presumption of a grant from the Crown, and then investi-
gate every transaction that has occurred since that time
in relation to the transfer of the property. We have, how-
ever not ended the dißficulty when we have completed
the searches, because, in relation to each transaction,
whether ii be a conveyance or the transmission of property
by operation of law, we have to extend the enquiry, for the
reason that at every stage of it, questions of fact arise-
questions of pedigree, questions of marriage, questions
of forfeiture-and as to the actual execution of instru-
ments, and while the investigation is exceedingly laborious
and becomes more so as time advances, the uncertainty in-
creases at every stage. We propose, then, in accomplish-
ing what I think a measure like this will aceomplish, to
establish facility of proof of the title by making the certifi-
cate of title which shall be isued by the proper officer safter
due investigation, after due proof, before hin or before some
competent authority-incontrovertible sud indefeasible evi-
dence of title which shall not be contradicted even by the true
owner, in an action of ejeotment, or in any other proceeding.
The second object which we design to accomplish, that is sim-
plification of dealing with land, is aecomphished by establish-
ing uniformity in al eonveyances of the same clasa. We
adopt the system of short forma of conveyance, carrying
the implication of covenants which are not expressed.
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The signature is attested and registration is necessary to vali-
dity, and so fully is this to be the case, that the instrument
will not operate as a conveyance of the property until it is
registered. At the time of the registration of the in-
strument of transfer, the outstanding certificate of title
is to be given up to be cancelled, if the transfer is a com-
plete transfer of the property. If it be only an encum-
brance to the property, the certificate is to be produced, in
order to have a memorandum endorsed upon it indicating
what encumbrance is being made. As I said to the
House, when I obtained leave to introduce the Bill, follow-
ing the system which has prevailed wherever this method
has been adopted, following the system which prevails
with regard to other species of property, the transfer of
which is like the tranfer which is adopted by this Bill-
as, for instance, regulations with respect to shipping-no
trusts are to be recognised on the register, and no limi-
tations affecting titles are to be there noticed. The doc-
trines of notice which affect titles in the Provinces
are to be abrogated, and any trusts are only en-
forcible by the courts of law as against the persons
who ought to be charged with them and not against the
property itself. This is essential of course in order to en-
sure the indefeasibility of the certificate of title, and make
the transactions accomplished preceding it, simple, plain
and effectual. I may mention that the experience in South
Australia, from which colony the Act is principally obtained,
and where it was originally put in operation, has been that
the simplification of the dealing with land, which I have
mentioned as the second principle involved in this Bill, has
been so completely accomplished that transfors, whether by
mortgage or sale, are said to be frequently accomplished in
the space of an hour, and at an expense of 10 or 20 shillingi
at the outside. There is, it is true, some danger of fraud
and of error in relation to any system whatever which aims
at and accomplishes simplification. The more simple, the
more direct, the more rapid these transfers are to be
made, the more danger there is both of fraud and
of error. It is quite true that it is barely possible
that the transfer should be successfully forged, and
succesfully put upon the register, and the legal owner be
deprived 'of his property by virtue of the indefeasible
character of te certificate. It is likewise true
that it is barely possible in the investigation which
the officer has to make before issuing the certificate of
itle, that error may occur both as to persons and to

boundaries. But the experience which 1 am able to refer
to in the working of the Act in other countries, is satisfac-
tory in that respect. Cases of fraud and of error are ex-
eeedingly rare, and an assurance fund has been established
in almost every colony in which the system is worked, by
a small tax on the value of the property as it comes on the
register; and in South Australia a tax of one-fifth of one
per cent. has been found far more than sufficient to estab-
lish a fund for that purpose. I see that in the Act of a
like character which was adopted in the Province of On-
tario for one portion of that Province, the fund was estab-
lished by a tax of one-quarter of one per cent. on the value
of the property brought on the register. Another circum-
stance which gives us some confidence as to the successful
working of the system is, that in countries where it pre-
vails, it has been found so advantageous to the
owners of property that in advertisements, indicating
that properties are for sale, it is put forward
as one of the advantages, one of the inducements to pur.
chasers, that the title has been registered under the Torrens
Act, indicating to purchasers that there is a certainty of a
good title and that the expenses of a long investigation can
be readily avoided. I think, Sir, that the opinion will be
almst unanimous in this House, that while the system
itself, in relation to any country in which it is feasible
to adopt it, has a great many advantages, we have

peculiar facilities for putting it into force in the North-
West, for the reason that we are there--as I stated to
the House when I addressed the House before on this
subject-near the root of the title. Comparatively few
patents of land have issued, the great proportion of land
there is still vested in the Crown, and in relation to those
tracts of land which have been patented, the subsequent
transactions are few in number. We have likewise the
advantage of having in that country a system of surveys
which tends to give some degree of certainty, regu-
larity and uniformity te the boundaries of property
thereby avoiding the complications which have been
suggested as likely to arise in older countries,
were the boundaries are irregular, uncertain and changed
from time to time. We have also the circumstance that in
that country possessory rights are more notorious than in
older portions of the Dominion. I have noticed that when-
ever a discussion hs arisen in older countries as to the pro-
priety of adopting the Torrens system, it has been readily
conceded that in the colonies where it has been adopted it
is a marked success, and the advantages likely to arise from
its application in older countries have only been questioned
on the ground that there are marked distinctions
botween the land systems of older countries and
newer ones, so that the advantages derived froi the
system in nàw countries like the North-West are not
possible in old countries like Great Britain, where
this subject has received a great deal of attention. In
one or two enquiries made by committees and royal com-
missions, after thorough investigation of the subject by the
examination of witnesses and the obtaining of reports from
different colonies where the system has been in force for
some time, it has been conceded in the reports to Parlia-
ment and to the Crown that the systema was succesful in its
operation in the colonies, although as applied to a country
like Great Britain its success might be doubtful. I mention
these circumstances for the purpose of expressing the
opinion, in which I think the House will agree with me,
that the North-West, in its present position, possesses
peculiar advantages for the adoption and trial of this
system. Now, I may detain the House for just a few
moments in reading very brief extracts from the reports
received from different colonies in which the system has
been in operation. In reply to questions put in Lord Kim-
berley's circular sent to the several colonial Governments
for the purpose of ascertaining the success of the system,
the Examiner of Titles in Adelaide stated in 1880:

" Up to the present time no difficulty whatever has occurred in carry-
ing out the ordinary transactions of land, such as transfers, mortgages,
and leases; and there can be no question as regards such transactions.
The Torrens system is a complete success. Land, in fact, being as
easuily and securely dealt with as stock in the funds."

The Registrar General of Queensland states that since
the Act had been brought into force there, 15 per cent. of
the lands which had been alienated from the Crown before
the adoption of the Act had been voluntarily brought upon
the register, and that nearly 4,000,000 acres of lands, which
had been alienated from the Orown since, had been brought
under this system. As regards New Zealand, the report
was equally favorable. "lIn fact, the systen so far hs been
found equal to all the purposes of conveyancing." The
report of the Registrar General of Victoria was:

" The proportion of land under the Act is now about 7,557,000 acres,
or nearly one-eighth of the whole land of the colony. Titles of every
sort and kind, simple and complicated, have been registered, and from
the value of £5 to £10,000 and more. The facilities for carrying out
morta s and paying them off are very great, and thoroughly appreci-
ated bythe pubic. The erpense of either transactions is comparatively
triffing."

From New South Wales this is the report:

" Although the Act has been in operation eighteen years, no com-
pensation has been made for the deprivation of property, nor has any
claim been mustained against the assurance fund, whic at the prisent
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time amounts to £38,000. The popularity of the Act is so well secured,
and the public generally have become so accustomed to our certificates,
and have such faith in their undoubted value, as in many instances to
decline accepting a property unless the title is registered under what is
universally styled Torrens' system."

From Tasmania the statement is:

" The real property Act has now been in operation in this colony for
more than eighteen years, during which time 13,714 dealings, all sorts
included, have been registered, and I consider that indefeasibility of
title has been practically secured, inasmach as I am not aware of any
case in which a registered title has been upset upon reference to the
law courts. More than one-sixth of all the lands alienated from the
Crown in this colony are now under the Act. It may, therefore, I think,
be predicted that the majority of transactions in reai property will soon
be conducted through the lands titles office, which may now be con-
sidered the statutory conveyancer of the colony."

From British Columbia this report came:
" The title to real property bas been greatly simplified, without radi-

cal changes in the general law. Stability of title, with safety to pur-
chasers and mortgagees, has been secured. The ownership of property,
both in town and country, is shown by the register at a glance, and
whether encumbered or not. It increases the saleable value of property.
It enables both vendors and purchasers to accurately ascertain the
expense of carrying out any sale or transfer. It protects trusts, estates
and beneficiaries. It prevents fraudo, and protects purchasers and
mortgagees, and has operated so asuto almost entirely dispense with the
investigation of prior ttile. Loans on mortgage are effected, and trans-
fers of the fee are made, with as much ease as the transfer of bank
stock is made in England, a search of from five to ten minutes
being all that is necessary to disclose the state of any registered title."

I have a report from the Registrar of British Columbia,
coming down to the 31st of December, 1879, in which there
are one or two additional observations which may be of in-
terest to the Ilouse. The Registrar states :

intended, if there are objections, to remedy them. The
first section reads:-" Words directing or empowering a
Minister of the Crown to do any act or thing shall inolude
a Minister acting for him " and so on, in the same direction
as the second.

Mr. MILLS. I called the attention of the Government
to this subject last Session. Of course the patent issued to
a Minister by Ris Excellency on behalf of Her Majesty
authorises the Minister himself to discharge duties pertain-
ing to a certain Department, and the hon, gentleman pro-
vides here to impower one Minister to discharge the duties
of another. That has long been a principle acted upon,
while there was a Minister responsible for the particular
acts done by a colleague in his name and on his behalf,
which it was possible for him to ratify, it seems to me it
ought to be provided for by Statute. What I referred to
last year was that there was no patent issued by the Crown
and no one ever authorised to discharge any duties in
the Railway Department. The Minister of Railways
received bis position when there was no person to
whom the Crown had issued a patent for the discharge
of the duties of that office. The office had been kept
vacant contrary to the intention of the law, and the Minis-
ter of Railways was authorised to fill the office, as Acting
Minister, by somebody in some other way than that which
the law provides under the great seal of the Province. It
is very plain that anyone who so acted was acting illegally.
When the hon. gentleman who is now regularly appointed
Minister of Railways, undertook to discharge the duties of

" Lawsuits with respect to the ownership of registered lands are Minister, without anypatent under the great seal of the
unknown, and must remain exceedingly rare so long as the principles Provin he w
of the present system are in force. Considered in an economi-
cal point of view, I believe it to be unequalled by any system for the was nndertaking te diecharge duties he had no authority to
registration or record or assurances, the registry books alone are about discharge by Iaw. Tho hon. gentleman proposes to provide
one-half less, and one bookkeeper only is necessary, where, under a for a regular instesd of an irregular mode of procoeding, g0
copying Act, at leaut three or four clerks would be required. Up to the
present time the fees of office, though fluctuating, have as a whole been
sufficient to pay all the expenses of the Department." goos on to provide that:
I may mention as one qualification of what I have read, IlAh acts hitherto dons by any Minister of the Orown, acting for
that in British Columbia the system is not exactly the another Minister, or, where suai office wa vacant lu the place of such
Torrens syetem. It is, so far as the registration of titles i Minister, are hereby ratified, eonfirmed and made vaiid.
concerned; but the methods of simplifying the dealings in Mr. POPE. That ie good songe.
land has not been adopted there; but the old system of Mr. MILLS. It would have been botter sense if the hon.
conveyancing, which we propose to abolish so far as the
North-West Territories are concerned, still existe in thatgtlaand hiercoleagues hdofdice, Rs thellency
Province. In Manitoba, as you are aware, the Torrens obviously intended somo one should diseharge its duties.
system has been adopted and is stated to have operated The hon. gentleman's colleagne (Sir Chartes Tupper),
satisfactorily. Knowing that the Bill involves a greatMo
many details, the discussion of which would weary theth nst itutio ,ofate o nd theapoiin o
House and be unproductive of any useful purpose, I confine cinsttutnftecegndge arint o
myself at this stage to these two points, which appear agree with them, the hon, gentleman and hie coleagues
to me to be the principles involved in the Bill, viz., the giv- set the law at defiance by failing te apnint or advise the
ing of facilities for the proof of titles, and the simplification
of proceedings in dealing with real property. For the rea- app on entl an nerte discnarge the dties,
son that the Bill does involve details which require careful and hpon, entLm ertpokete ishargete ito
thought and a comparison of opinions, I propose, if it be thelangapcontmet Lt esippos tas nter into
pleasure of the House, instead of referring it to the Commit- are otactoith cert preaseMinisteoowapro
tee of the While House, which no doubt would be properpwitout a imnt undrathegrat sat.hmocs honw pro
under some circumstances, to refer it to a select committee. pose arhameter afy ailyt h a lnd, u
In moving the second reading, therefore, I move that it beho
referred to a special committee to consist of Messrs. White conteththo idThat e prtiaywhaehis do
(Cardwell), McCarthy, McMaster, Mills, Hall, Davies, Wel- Teejeather cnsdeation;anice, a nilisteial
don, Royal, Shakespeare, Desjardins and the mover. Toei nte osdrto;a 1ie iitra

Motion agreed to, Bill read the seco, ond te dreferred office, under the provision of tis Bi, mght be regularly
Motin aree te IBti eadtheeecnd imesudrefrr1 kept vacant four or five years. ls it the intention of the

to Special Committee.iGoverument that should be doueTTho hon. gentleman

THE INTERPRETATION ACT. might, on the office ofMinieter of Justice becoming vacant,
1permit it to romain vacant, and withont tho appointment

Mr. POPE moved the second reading of Bill (No. 80) te of any person under the great seat undertake to diechargo
amend the Interpretation Act. the duties himself.

Mr. MILLS. Explain. Mr. POPE. Not very likely.
Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman himself raised no Mr. MILLS. WelI, it may net b. vey likely. Weup-

objection to the Acting Minister. The second provision is posed it would b. very unlikely- that the hon, gentleman
Mr. TdToiPSON (Astigonish).
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would undertake to act as Minister of Railways without
being appointed, and yet, notwithstanding the remote pos-
sibility of such an act, it happened, and the hon. gentleman,
under the provisions of this Bill, might keep a Department
without a head for years.

Mr. POPE. Should the neceesity arise, the appointment
would be made; bat, if the necessity does not arise, it
would not.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman sees that the law says
what the necessity is. Parliament has declared that such
an office eis necessary.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

FINES AND FORFBITURES BILL.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish) moved the second read-
ing of Bill (No. 82) respecting the application of certain
Fines and Forfeitures.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the object of
the Bill?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I suppose the hon.
gentleman was not present when I made the explanation.
I introduced it a few days ago, and I then stated that there
were certain Acts of this Parhiament imposing fines, penal-
ties and forfeitures in respect of which there is no provision
as to how thoee fines and forfeitures shall be disposed of.
There is in the Interpretation Act a provision as to how
fines and penalties recovered in a certain way are to be dis-
posed of, but a recent decision of the Supreme Court of the
Dominion has established that that enactment only applies
to*penalties which are recovered in suite for penalties, and
not to criminal proceedings or quasi criminal proceedings.
It is proposed, therefore, by the first section of this Bill to
provide that penalties, fines and forfeitures in regard to
which no other provision is made, shall belong to the1
Crown for the public uses of Canada. By the second clause
we propose to take power to the Governor General to
appropriate those fines and penalties in any manner that
may be deemed for the public interest.

Mr. DAVIES. I think the decision of the Supreme
Court to which my hon. friend refers is not exactly as he
has stated it. It arose under the Interpretation Act, and as
to the application of the fines under the Scott Act. The
Interpretation Act providles that all fines, the mode of
recovery of which was not specially provided for by the Act
which imposed them, should be recovered before a civil
court, and another part of the section provided for the dis-
position of the fines. The question before the Supreme
Court was whether those two portions of the section were
to be construed as one section or whether the latter part of
the section was to be construed by itself, in reference to the
disposition of the fines-in other words, where an Act like
the Canada Temperance Act provided a mode for the
recovery of fines, whether the specific appropriation of
these fines in the Interpretation Act applied; and the court
held, no doubt very properly, that it did not apply in
such cases, and therefore, did not apply to the anada
Temperance Act; therefore all fines levied under that
Act belonged to the Crown, except those levied in the
Province of Ontario. I suppose the main object of
this Bill is to appropriate these funds in a certain
way. I have no doubt, as far as the Maritime Pro-
vinces are concerned, that it is required; but whether
the wording of the Bill will carry out the intention of the
hon. gentleman is a matter of doubt. Perhaps it had better
be discussed in committee, as I take exception to so ne of
the phraseology. The hon. gentleman vests in the Governor
in Council the power of deciding how those fines
should be applied absolutely, and it is questionable whether
that power should be vested in the Governor General in

Council, and whether the House, now that it is seized of
the subject, should not decide how those fines should be
applied. A very large amount of money every year is
irnposed, levied and collected under the Canada Temperance
Act. Whether the House would delegate to the
Governor in Council, the application of those fines
so levied, is a matter worthy of attention. Whether
the person who presecutes, or the municipality in
which the offence je committed, should get a ortion
of the money is a very serious question.In the
smaller towns and cities, the civic revenue used largely to
be augmented by these fines, and now these moneys are
lying there without any power on the part of the civic
authorities to retain them. My impression is that the first
part of the section is a good one, that the fines should remain
in the municipalities; but the second part gives power to
the Governor in Council which I do not know that the
Ilouse is prepared to give them. lu point of fact, it de-
gates to the Governor General in Council the whole power
and responsibility of dealing with the fines collected under
the Act, outside of the Province of Ontario. I think it is
worthy of consideration whether the House itself should not
designate the manner in which those fines should be applied.

Mr. THIOMPSON (Antigonish). There is no objection
to the second reading ?

Mr. DA VIES. None whatever.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think there should be

some provision for a due account of the fines and forfeitures
and moneys received being laid before the House, either by
formal communication within the first fifteen days of the
Session, as in many other cases, or by a regular account
being kept, debit and credit, in the Public Accounts, which,
perhaps, would be the preferable manner of dealing with
the matter. Has the Minister of Justice considered that
point, or has he any proposal to make in reference to it ?

Mr. T HOMPSON (Antigonish). I have not considered
the mode of keeping the account to which the hon. gentle-
man refera, but I will give it my attention.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I would call the attention of the
Minister to the fact that this Bill is not printed in French.
Of course, there is no objection to Private Bills going into
committee without being printed in French, but a Public
Bill is a matter of more moment than a Private Bill. I
merely call attention to it, not to stop the legislation, but I
do not think it is right.

Motion agreed to, and Bill rcad the second time.

SUMMARY PROCEEDINGS BEFORE MAGISTRATES.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish) moved the second read-
ing of Bill (No. 84) to make further provisions respecting
Summary Proceedings before justices and other Magistrates.
He said: The House, I presume, is aware that probably,
the most technical branch of law is that which relates to
convictions for offences against the criminal law, and the
laws imposing penalties of any kind. That branch of our
law has very largely to be administered by magistrates who
are not skilled in legal procedure, in consequence of which
great facilities are given for the setting aside of convictions
which are required by the interets of justice and of order.
This Bill, which has come to this House from the Senate,
proposes to remove some of the technical objections by which
convictions of magistrates are continually defeated, and It is
warmly approved by members of the profession in almost
every part of the Dominion. A statute in the same lins was
passed by this Parliament last Session, but owing to changes
in one or two of the sections, which were altered during the
passage of the Bill through Parliament, it was really made
ineffectual, and the object of this Bill is to invite Parliament
again to reconsider the original propositions of the Bill,
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which were to remove the serious technical objections might make regulations under the provisions of the British
which s- often result in defeating convictions which are North America Act that would have force beyond the
required in the interests of justice. I have a memorandum marine lague. But I think there is a despatch in the
upon the subject with regard to the details of the Bill, with possession of the Government, written by Lord Carnarvon,
which I shall not trouble the House at this stage, but which where our jurisdiction beyond the marine league is contested.
I will give the House more fully when we go into com- Now I can understand how we might htoquire property the
mitttee. same as any private individual, and how we might enter into

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time. a contract with some proprietor for the purpose of holding
Cape Race lighthouse as a private property; but that we

THE LIGHTHOUSE AT CAPE RACE. could exercise any legal jurisdiction over the party who
might be put in charge of that lighthonse, or subject him to

House resolved itsolf into Committee of the Whole to any regulation that might be made by the Department here,
consider a certain proposed resolution (p. 513) on the I do not understand. I think, before we undertake to
subject of the transfer of the lighthouse at Cape Race to acquire the lighthouse, and make regulations with regard
Canada. to it, and to ineur expense, we ought to know in what

(In the Committee.) character and in what way we are doing this. It may be
that this lighthouse, as the hon. gentleman has said, is a

Mr. FO3TE R. The object of the Bill which is to be necessary part of our lighthouse system, and it might be
founded on this resolution, is explained in the resolution considered that the whole island of Newfoundland is a
its3elf. It is to take over the lighthouse at Cape Race, necessary geographical part of our political organisation.
whieh was built and hitherto maintained by the British But it is not so as a matter of law, It is outside of our
Government, and which it is proposed to transfer to Dominion, and so is the lighthouse. I should like to know
Canada. This lighthouse was built somewhere about the in what way we are going to acquire this, and what sort of
year 1856, and the fund out of which the expense of control we are going to exercise over it.
its maintenance has been paid, has been raised by a Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). There can be no doubttax upon shipping passing through between Europe about the soundness of the principle stated by the hon.and America, nortb of New York, of, I think, one- gentleman, but an Imperial Statute bas been passed, or iseighth of a penny per pound. For a number of years on its passage now, through the Imperial Parliament,back the Canadian Government, rather than submit the exactly in the teris of the Bill which my hon. colleagueshipping, going from our ports to the Old Country, to that proposes to introduce in this House. The Bill sets ont thattax, has been itself paying the ta, amounting to some we ave the right to acquire this property by this transfer.8 1,200 per year. The time of the transfer is fixed in the
Bill for the first of July of this year. The fund which bas Sir RICIARD CAR WRIG IT. Does that legislation
been raised in that way from a tax on shipping will amount propose practically to give us jurisdiction over those 309
to somewhere near $100,000, and that fund is to be trans- acres in Newfoundland ?
ferred to Canada, as well as the lighthouse. There are
some 300 acres of land in connection with the lighthouse Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). Yes. The Bill to be
and the lighthouse itself is in a very fair state of repair. introduced hure is a eounterpart of the Imperial Statute.
Under the system of management by the British autho- Mr. VAIL. I know there bas been an arrangement
rities it has cost about $7,000 per year for its main- existing for a long time between the Canadian Governmenttenance; but it can be maintained a great deal cheaper and the Imperial Government in regard to this lighthouse.
by Canada, owing to the contiguity of position and I never could understand why the Dominion should haveother considerations. It is supposed, after fairly estimat- to pay a large sum for the maintenance of this light anding it, that the annual cost of keeping it up will be Newtoundland be exempt from payment. The light is assomewhere in the neighborhood of $1,000, so that we useful to Newfoundland comparatively as it is to theshall have the fund of 8100,000 transferred to us, while we Dominion, and I repeat that I never could understand whyundertake the management of the lighthonse, which bas Newfoundland should not have contributed a certain
cost heretofore, on the average, between $6,000 and 87,000, amount. It is quite true, as the Minister of Marine hasand which, it is behieved, we eau maintain for $4,000. It is said, that under the arrangement there is to be a transfer ofa condition of the transfer that all lighthouse dues will be $100,000, which will be equivalent in interest to the amountabolished, which have amounted to about $1,200 per year, of $4,000; but if the lighthouse has cost $7,000 yearly forso that altogether it seems to me that this arrangement maintenance I do not know how the Minister expects towill be a favorable one to Canada, as the lighthouse belongs maintain the light and keep the building in repair forto our system geographically, and it is very important to $4,000. It las cost us 81,200 a year towards its mainten-our commerce. The necessary legislation bas been pro- ance, and if it can bu maintained without incurring anyvided for in the Old Country, and we now ask for similar additional cost over 81,200, it is desirable to take it underlegislation here. the control of the Dominion Government, because in that

Mr. MILtLS. I do not know in what way the hon. gen- way our shipping will be exempt from lighthouse dues,
tleman proposes that we should exorcise control over the which will be rather a favor to them. It seems to me the
lighthouse and whether it is under the juriediction of Minister of Marine should have entered into some cerre-
Canada or whether we are simply to be regarded as private spondence with the Newfoundland Government and ascer-
contractors acting under the Government of Newfoundland. tained if they would be wilhing to contribute a certain

amount for this light and pass the necessary legislation toI do net know whether the opinion of the Minister of Jus.- flfil terptof the agreement.tice has been taken on this matter, but the ordinary rule their part o
that as been applied to us, I think, since Confederation, Mr. McLELAN. We have already some three or four
is that we have no jurisdiction beyond the marine league. lights on the coast of Newfoundland which we are supply-
and that our jurisdiction is confined within our territorial ing, and judging by the cost of those, we docided that wehimits. I have, on two or three occasions before, expressed I eould maintain Cape Race light at less cost, or at aIl events
the opinion in the flouse that when control was given over for the same aemount we are paying yearly, and the interest
the subject of shipping and navigation, and when control waa upon the sum that wouId be transferred with the lighthouse.
given over maritime defence as well as over land defence, we Having our vessels employed in the service, and visiting

Mr. THoMPsoN (Antigonish).
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the coast where the other lights are, we considered we
could maintain Cape Race light at very much less cost than
is now paid by the British Government; and, therefore, we
proposed to accept the proposition of the Imperial Govern-
Ment to take the lighthouse over and the fund connected
with it.

Mr. DAVIES. What annual charge will this involve
upon the revenue of the country ?

Mr. FOSTER. The expense of maintaining it over a
series of years has reached an average of from 86,000 to$7,000 per annum. It is estimated that it can be maintained
by the Dominion Government for about 84,000 a year.
We came to that conclusion after having gone fully and
thoroughly into the matter. We now pay 81,200 a year
rather than have vessels coming to our ports taxed for light
dues. As has been said, we shall obtain the fund of 81O0,000,'
whioh at 4 per cent. will reach about $4,000 a year. We
shall save the $1,200 and have the interest derivable from
the fund. The cet cannot be more than it is now; the
assumption is that it will be substantially less.

Mr. DAVIES. What gives the hon. gentleman the
assurance that the Government are going to save about
83,000 a year. The light costs now 87,000 'when maintained
by the British Government, and the Minister estimates that
it will cost Canada only about 84,000. On what basis does
he make the calculation ?

Mr. FOSTER. One basis of making the estimate is that
we have already, as has boen stated by my colleague the
hon. Minister of Finance, maintained a number of light.
bouses on thst coast, and we know what the cost of main-
tenance bas been, and what staff is necessary to maintain
the lighthouse at Cape Race. Instituting a comparison of
the cost of those lighthouses to Canada and the expense of
Cape Race lighthouse to the British Government, with whom
the expenses are on a larger scale than in our case, with
these as base+ the estimate was made that the light can be
maintained for abaut $4,000 a year.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman knows that that light-
house is probably of far greater importance than some
others; therefore the expenEe is larger. What is tho state
of repair of the lighthouse at Cape Race ?

Mr. POSTER. I can probably give more information
with respect to that matter when the Bill is before the
House; but I can state generally that the lighthouse is in a
fair state of repair. We have had some examination made
with respect to the matter, and the reports are in the Depart-
ment. Those indicate that the building is in a fair state of
repair, in as good a state of repair as lighthouses usually are,
some expenditure having to be made on them yearly. Of
course it is a large lighthouse, but yet we have the figures
as to the cost of maintenance and the exact number of
employees necessary, and it is not a difficult matter to
arrive at the conclusion that it can be maintaired more eco-
nomically than at present.

Mr. VAIL. I understand that this light has been under
the control of the Dominion Government and that they have
contributed a certain amount annually towards its main-
tenance.

Mr. POSTER. Nothing except the $1,200. In order to
relieve commerce and make it free from Canadian ports to
ports of Great Britain, the Dominion Government volun-
tarily assumed that payment rather than have our vessels
charged with light dues The hon. gentleman is right in
this, that that amount of $1'200 went to the fund and it was
ont of that fund that this expenditure was made.

Mr. MITCEIELL. In regard to the Cape Race lighthouse,
I know some little about it from old associations with the

go

Department, and I may say that it was very necessary for
the trade of Canada. It was originally placed there at the
instance of Canada Canada could not undertake to construct
the fog alarm, so representations were made if my memory,
serves me, by the Department and the work was constructed,
and it has proved of greater service to Canada than any
light or fog alarm that I know of. While it was done by
the British Government on the representation of Oanadian
Ministers, a certain tar had to be levied for the purpose
of maintaining it, and all vessels sailing north of New York
contributed towards that light and fog alarm. But Canada
found the sum so small, involvingr as it did much
trouble to her shi t.owners, that Canada agreed to pay, for
removing the tax on her vessels, $1,200 a year, and they
agreed to pay that and exempt Canadian vessels from the
operation of making entries and all that kind of thing.
Now, I do not know upon whst basis the Minister estimates
the cost of maintaining it, but whatever the cost may be,
and I do not suppose it would be unreasonable, it would be
money well laid out in the interests of Canadian shipping.
I have looked into the matter fully, I have read al Htho
correspondence connected with it and I am satisfied that
the Bill is one in the right direction.

Mr. VAIL. Does the bon. gentleman mean to say that
the lighthouse at Cape Race was erected at the request of
the Canadian Government ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No; what I said was that the fog alarm
was erected by the British Government on representations
made by the Canadian Government as to its necessity, and
the plans and specifications were furnished by the Dapart.
ment over which I had control during my administration.
The estimates of cost were also furnished by us, and it was
at the request, as I say, of the Canadian Government that the
British Government undertook the matter in the interests
of British and Canadian commerce, and the commerce of
the world-or at least that portion of the commerce of the
world north of New York, because all vessels north of New
York sailing to the British Islands had to contribute
towards its maintenance, because it was assumed that they
came in that direction and derived benefit from it.

Mr. VAIL. No doubt the hon. gentleman is right, but
I understood that there was a light on Cape Race before
the Provinces were confederated.

Mr. MITCHELL. There may have been a light, but
there was no fog alarm; probably there was a light. How-
ever, a fog alarm was particularly needed because there was
no point where more shipwrecks, and more disastrous ship-
wrecks, occurred than at that point, owing to the prevalence
of fogs.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If I understand right,
we are to get $100,000, which is equal to $4,000 a year
forever.

Mr. POSTER. The amount accumulated is about
8100,000. That remains with Qanada, we binding our-
selves to keep the light free forever.

Resolution reported and concurred in.

Mr. FOSTER introduced Bill (No. 100) respecting the
transfer of the Lighthouse at Cape Race, Newfoundland,
and its appurtenances, to the Dominion of Canada.

Bill read the first time.

CHIGNECTO MARINE RAILWAY.

Mr. POPE moved that the House resolve itself into Com-
mittee of the W hole to consider a certain proposed ý'esolu-
tion (page 513) respecting the Chigneeto arine ailway.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Explain.

Mr. POPE. The hon, gentleman will remember that
there was a vote for this railway a few years ago-I think
in 1882. The company were to have time to carry out the
arrangement and we were to give them a subsidy upon the
road being built and running to the satisfaction of the
Government. We were to pay them $150,000 a year for
twenty-five years. That is the position in which the mat-
ter stood until last summer, when Mr. Ketchum, the gentle-
man with whom the arrangement was made, asked us to
reduce the time to twenty years, and to increase the amount
correspoudingly to the sum of $170,602, which amount was
arrived at by actuarial calculation. An agreement was
entered into, dependent upon the sanction of the House to
meet those views. There is no other alteration in the
arrangement except one, and that is to this effect; that in
case the earniugs of the undertaking should excecd 7 per
cent. per annum, the company agrees to pay over to the
Government one-half of the surplus profits.

Mr. VAIL.
completed ?

Nothing is to be paid until the scheme is

Mr. POPE. No.

Mr. MITCHELL. On the principle upon which I sup-
ported another vote to-day, I suppose I ought not to vote
against this, because it provides for the spending of money
in the Maritime Provinces, and as we never get anything
like our share of public money, of course I could not con.
sistently vote against it. I will say, however, that of all
the votes I have ever had to give in this Parliament, there
is none that suggests itself to my mind as so utterly
useless as this vote of $3,750,000-because that is
what it will cost before we are through with
it. Of course the country is committed to it.
But they are coming here asking for changes in the condi-
tions under which that grant was made; aid my hon. friend
who always places this question so plausibly before this
House, would only do what, in my opinion, would be in the
interest of the country, he would refuse to make any alter-
ation ; he would say, there is the bond, we have been fool-
ish enough to promise this money, but we are giving it for
a public undertaking, as to which we have to ask ourselves
if the work is ever completed-and I do not believe it will
be-what vessels are to be carried over that railway. There
is, comparatively speaking, no traffic; there have never
been any reliable statistics presented to the flouse to show
what vessels would be carried over it; there is no tonnage
which would be carried to or from the Bay of Fundy that
would not go around ; and there would not be enough traffic
to pay for the grease that would oil the wheels. But we
are facilitating the means of getting money, and I suppose
it would come from foreigners. The only justification I
have for the vote is that it is going into the Maritime Pro-
vinces, and therefore I will not say any more about it, but
I do not approve of it.

Mr. DAVIES. I am afraid I have not reached that
exalted state of political righteousness that, my hon. friend
has. He seems to agree with the moral rule that the lon.
member for Pictou (Mr. Tupper) has laid down, that it is a
crime to oppose any expenditure in the Maritime Provinces
no matter how absurd or ridiculous it may be.

Mr. TUPPER. I did not say that.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon, gentleman did not use those
exact words, but no other inference could be drawn from
his language with reference to the hon. member for Digby.
He said it was a curious time for the Ion. member for
Digby to object to the expenditure of money, and a curious
thing that he should object to the expenditure of money in
the Province of Nova Scotia. Now, I think it is time we

Mr. Porr,

called a halt in these matters, and got our common sense
about us, and judged of the expenditure of large sums of
money on the ground of their utility and necessity, and not
on the ground that they are for the Maritime Provinces. I
have no doubt that within a few days or a few weeks there
will be an application made to this House for the expendi-
ture of a few millions more or less, to build a tunnel between
Prince Edward Island and the mainland.

Mr. MITCHELL. You do not object to that, do you ?

Mr. DAVIES. We will see when the proposition comes
down whether it is feasible or not; but I suppose those
gentlemen who defend the expenditure of money simply
because it is for the Maritime Provinces, would be prepared
to defend that proposition, whether the scheme were prac-
ticable or not. But I think this is too serious a matter to
dismiss with a little badinage. 'This Parliament is not
committed to this expenditure; the country is no doubt
committed by the action of a previous Parliament; but this
scheme, which has been so much laughed at, has never
been seriously discussed in this House, and the House has
never had any statistics on the subject placed before it.

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

After Recess,

Mr. DATIES. I do not want to detain the House from
going into Committee on this Bill. My main reason for
rising at all was to express my surprise that we had not a
little fuller explanation from the hon, Minister as to his
proposed change in the subsidy he proposes to give to the
Chignecto Marine Railway. The hon. gentleman is always
very short, even if not very clear, in his explanations. I
do not think we can complain that he occupies very much
of the time of the House; on the contrary, we can complain
that, being a Minister in charge of a very important Depart-
ment, and controlling the expenditure of a very large por-
tion of the public money, he relies so implicitly on the
confidence his followers seem to have in his prescience and
knowledge, that he is prepared to ask them to go it blind
on nearly every occasion. The lion. gentleman will admit
that on this occasion he has made a somewhat important
change in the terms of the contract, which has not, to
put it mildly, the approval of the practical men; and my
only object in rising was to ask him to give some
fuller explanations than he has done of the scope and
effect of that change. I understand that this Bill, author-
ising a subsidy to be paid to the tune of $8150,000 a year to
this railway company-he proposes now to make it $170,-
000-was one of the last acts done by the last Parliament
just previous to au election. I would not hint in the slight-
est that the vote of this subsidy was intended to have the
sligbtest effect on the vote of the counties through which
this railway was to run. But it is rather remarkable that
the subsidy has lain dormant these four or five years, that
not a single shovelful of clay has been raised or a stroke of
work done during those years, and that now, when it is
believed we are approaching another election, and the
electors of those counties are to be asked again to express
their confidence or want of confidence in the Government,
the terms of the subsidy are changed so largely in
favor of the company. 1 think the hon. gentleman
might have explained to us a little more clearly
whether or not there is any prospect of this com-
pany carrying out this work, whether it has made any, or
what arrangements with capitaliste, whether there is any
possibility of the work being undertaken before another
election takes place, and the terms generally of the agree-
ment which the Department over which he presides entered
into with the promoters of the enterprise after the Act was
passed; because, if I understand the matter correctly, there
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was no agreement made between the Government and the
promoters previous to the passing of the Act. The Act
was a more guarantee passed to secure the support of
capitalists, and the agreement with the Government was
arrived subsequent to its passage. Surely the House has a
right to be informed of any agreement the lion. gentleman
entered into.

Mr. POPE. I laid it on the Table.
Mr. DAVI ES. When ?
Mr. POPE. Some three or four weeks ago.
Mr. DAVIES.. The new agreement?
Mr. POPE. The Act was the old agreement.
Mr. DAVIES. The Act contemplates that the Depart-

ment should enter into an agreement with the promoters.
I want to know if the hon. gentleman did so, and when,and the ternis of that agreement, as well as the terms of
the new agreement he proposes to enter into now. In the
very few remarks he made, so far as I was able to catch
their purport, it was that we are not increasing the liabili-
ties of the Dominion by this change in the subsidy. In one
sense, that is true, but in another sense it is not strictly
correct, when $3,500,000, which we are to pay to a
company, and which was to be spread over a period of
twenty-five years, is now to be spread over a period of
twenty years instead. Although the hon. gentleman is
accustomed to deal with millions, still when it comes to a
matter of 83,500,000 he ought to explain a little more in
detail the nature of the bargain he is making. flowever, I
will not detain the House going into committee on the
resolution, and in committee we can have the explanations.

Mr. POPE. I will explain the matter a little more fully
now if it has not been fully explained before. Some three
weeks ago, this contract, and it is the only one, was laid on
the Table, and the hon, gentleman lad only to look at it and
he would have found out all the conditions and circumstances
made with the company. It is true that the Act was passed
in 1882, and Mr. Keifer, the promoter of the Bill, had not
been able to get up his company until some time last sum-
mer, when he came and said it was desirable this change
should be made. If the work is not built satisfactory to the
Government, there is no harm done, for there will not be a
dollar paid until the work is completed. The hon. gentle-
man knows well that when the Canal Commission was
appointed some years ago, not only to examine Bay Verte
Canal but the Welland and other canals, and report, it
reported in favor of Bay Verte Canal, which, accordingto
them, would cost $6,000,000, but, according to Mr. Page,
would cost from $8,000,000 to 810,000,000. The object cf
this resolution is to keep faith with the Lower Provinces.
This ship canal-

Mr. DAVIES. Does the hon. gentleman believe in it.
Mr. POPE. I have very good authority here for believ-

ing in it. Some of the most scientific mon on this conti-
nent declare here they have perfect confidence in it.
Whether I have or not, I do not know much about it, and I
might be a little sceptical, but I say it is worth trying. If
we can have this for one-quarter the cost of the Bay Verte
Canal, I say let us try it. The hon. gentleman will find, if
it works well, that we will have saved at least two-thirds oft
the cost of the Bay Verte Canal. We felt ourselves bound,
as my hon. friend knows who rather objects to this to-night'
to do something for the Bay Verte Canal. We felt we
ought to keep faith, and so did this House, and when the
Act was brought down by my predecessor, we felt if we
could get this for one-fourth the cost, and if it answered the
purpose, it was worth trying.

Mr. HACKETT. I cannot understand why there should 1
be any great objection to the amendment proposed to the i

Act empowering the Government to enter into a contract
for the building of the Ohignecto Railway. At the time of
Confederation this great work of building a canal, which
would connect the waters of the St. Lawrence with the Bay
of Fundy, was first proposed, and a board of commissioners
was appointed to report on that question. Eminent
engineers were sent to the Lower Povinces to make a
survey of the route and an estimate of the proposed cost.
Mr. Page also made a report in 1871, and a vote of
$1,000,000 was placed in the estimates for the purpose of
commencing this canal. Although there was no specific
pledge made, it was tacitly understood this work would be
commenced in the Lower Provinces, and I hope the policy
of the Government will be to carry ont, as far as possible,
all the pledges made and agreements entered into, whether
specifically or otherwise, with the different Provinces
at Confederation. Hon. gentlemen have charged me
with advocating the work in Nova Scotia, simply
because it would give employment to local labor. That was
not the argument I advanced as I do not care to raise
the sectional cry in this Parliament, but we have heard in
the Lower Provinces, from the hon. gentleman's own sup-
porters and the Grit press of those Provinces, that the whole
expenditure of the Dominion was used in the construction
of public works in the west. While I was advocating,
therefore, the building of the railway from Stellarton to
Pictou, I only brought out the idea that now that the
Government had fairly relieved itself with regard to engage-
ments in the west, it was time they should pay a little
more attention to the east. I am surprised that any hon.
gentleman representing a constituency in the Maritime
Provinces should raise his voice on this occasion to condemn
the building of the Stellarton-Pictou branch, so as to pre-
vent, if possible, the expenditure of money in the Eastern
Provinces, for the hon. gentleman was one of the loudest
among his colleagues in denouncing the Government for
their course in spending the money of the country in the
west. The hon. gentlemanfrom Queen's (Mr. Davios) has
thought proper on this occasion to refer to a projeot
which is now pretty well matured, that of constructing
a sub-aqueous railway between Prince Edward Island and
the mainland. He says we are asked to vote $3,500,000
for the building of the Chignecto Railway, and that the next
startling expenditure will be about 85,000,000 for the purpose
of connecting Prince Edward Island with the mainland, and
he says it is time to stop large expenditures of this kind.
That was not a very patriotic speech of the hon, gentleman.
ie should make no comparison, as regards the scheme
introduced in another branch of the Legislature for the ur.
pose of carrying out the terms of Confederation. hat
scheme has no connection with this. This idea of bnilding
a ship railway will, if carried out, be of great benefit to the
trade of Canada. We know that vessels coming down the
St. Lawrence on their way to southern ports have to cir-
cumnavigate the Peninsula of Nova Scotia, and the building
of a marine railway will at once bring that shipping into
the Bay of Fundy, and thereby reduce the great risk and
expense and time required in coming around the peninsula.
The hon. gentleman said there were no statistics at all in
connection with the matter but that the House had blindly
voted. I would tell him this question was discussed in 1882,
though, of course, young men like him (Mr. Davies) and the
hon. member for Northumberland had not seats then in the
House, and are therefore not qualified to speak on this point,
but we had the figures, statistics and facts before us, and it
was clearly shown by the thon Minister of iRailways (Sir
Charles Tupper), that he estimated 600,000 tons of shipping
and freight generally would be taken across this railway.
This was the report made, that a great deal of the trade
from Upper Canada, from fHamilton, Toronto, Ottawa,
Montreal and Quebec, going down the St. Lawrence and
east for southern ports, would necessarily pas@ over this
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railway, and be c~nvinced this House of the great necessity
for building this railway, and the great benefit it would
prove to be for the trade of Canada. Now, although four
years have elapsed, and nothing very practical has been
done, yet I do hope that the company having seen their
way clear, after having considered the matter and placed
their stock on the European markets-and I believe they
have had a very fair offer of the money-no obstacles will
be placed in the way of the Government carrying this out,
but that Parliament will amend the Bill, and thus keep
faith, as the Minister of Railways said, with the people of
the Maritime Provinces, and will show that no interest
which they had at heart at the time of their entrance into
Confederation will be neglected, but that, now that the
Government have fulfilled the pledges they made in regard
to railway communication with the west, the pledges which
were mae to the Provinces in the east and the contracts
entered into and the promises made at the time of Con-
federation will be carried out.

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). I desire to refer to a
remnarkof the hon. member for Queen's, Prince Edward
Island, (Mr. Davies) who said that so far no money las
been spent and no work has been done on this enterprise,
I bélieve that Mr. Ketchum, the promoter of the enterprise,
lias devoted his time almost entirely for a number of years
to the work of bringing the scheme to its present position,
and that also he as expended a large amount of money,
that he has had a number of surveys made in con nection
with the location of this railway, and that a considerable
amount has been expended in testing the undersoil in the
district through which the railway is supposed to pass, in
order to show that it is practicable. At the present time, that
gentleman is in England negotiating with capitalists, in
order that the company may raise the money which is
necessary to carry out the scheme in view. I feel that that
,gentleman has been justified in taking the course he has
by the action of Parliament in the past in regard to this
matter. I feel that, whether this scheme is practicable,
from an engineering point of view, or not, whether it lias
any commercial value or not, that gentleman, at ail events,
has had good reason to believe that this scheme would
receive the sanction of Parliament, from the fact that, as
the hon. member who last addressed the House has said,
the importance of connecting the waters of the Bay of Fundy
with the waters of Northumberland has been repeatedly
dîseussed in this House and in the press of the
wuntry. Up to this time I believe the importance of this
worýhas nover been called in question. It is no doubt as

the result of the action of Parliament and the discussion
w4ich has taken place, and the general expressions of
public opinion in favor of this work, that the promoters of
thià sheme have been led to devote years to the study and
development of this scheme, and in doing so to expend large
sums of money. I know they have brought this matter to
the attention of eminent engineers both in Great Britain
and America, and in reference to its practicability from an
engineering point of view, I know it has received the sup-
port of those gentlemen. Its commercial value has been
reccgnised by the boards of trade in the varions cities of
this Dominion, and I am led to believe that the promoter
of this scheme is now in a fair way to raise the necessary
capital to enable him to construct the work. However
that may be, after the action which Parliament has already
taken and after the promoter has been led to make so large
expenditure, it wquld be contrary, I believe, to all precedent
that Parliament should even express a want of confidence
in the commercial value of the scheme.

Mr. MITCHELL. Do you believe in it? Do you believe
in it as a commercial scheme ?

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). Whether I believe in it or
not is of no importance to this House or to anyone else ; but,

Mr. BacÂETT.

with regard to the commercial importance of the scheme,
the hon. member who addressed the House last furnished a
number of testimonials in support of the commercial value
of the scheme, which I consider are deserving of far more
weight than any opinion I could express. I believe that Mr.
Ketchum, the promoter ot the scheme, is at present in
London, and I am not prepared to say just what position his
finaincial arrangements stand in, but I am led to believe that
if this legislation which is now asked from Parliament
passes, he will be aole to secure the flnancial aid which is
requisite to enable him to carry through his project. I
cannot see why there should be any objection raised by any
hon. gentleman at the present time to the proposition which
is made by the hon. the Minister of Railways. He does not
ask for any additional subsidy. He si mply asks for a change
in the mode of paying the subsidy, and I think, in view of
the position into which this scheme has been brought, and
in view of what the promoters have been led to do by the
action of Parliament in the past, it would be inconsistent
and undignified for Parliament now to reverse the policy
which it has adopted in the most public and emphatic man-
ner, or even, by refusing to alter the terms upon which the
subsidy granted to this company fis payable, to express any
want of confidence in this undertaking as a commercial
enterprise.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not rise to speak of this meas-
ure particularly, because it passes through the county
which I represent, nor do I favor it because the person who
was mainly instrumental in getting the original Bill
through Parliament was the distinguished gentleman who
previously represented that county, but I am one of those
who believe in this project.

Mr. MITCHELL. As a commercial speculation ?
Mr. TOWNSHEND. As a commercial success. I believe

in it also because the hon. member for Northumberland (hir.
Mitchell) was one of those who pronounced in favor of it;
and not only did he pronounce in favor of it, but members
on the other side of the House did the same. The hon.gen-
tleman may wonder why I make that assertion. I think
he will agree with me when I say that any person who was
in favor of the construction of the Bay erte Canal; any
person who voted for the large amount of money which
was to be expended in that enterprise, must also be in
favor of this one, for the same reasons which exist for con-
structing a canal through the Isthmus of Chignecto exist for
the construction of this ship railway. Now,if the hon. mem-
ber for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) and other gentle-
men will turn to the records of Parliament of ton or fifteen
years ago, they will find, I think, that a Canal Commission
was appointed in 1871 or 1872, who made a most careful
investigation of the matter from a commercial point of
view, and reported unanimously in favor of the project. I
have not before me, at present, the data on which they
based their reasons for favoring the constructidn of that
work, but I know their report was adopted as thepolicy of
the Government of which the hon. member for Northum-
berland was a member. A certain amount of money was
placed in the Estimates for it, but before anything could
be done, the Government had resigned. When the Mac-
kenzie Government came into power they did give up the
project, noL because they believed it would not be a great
commercial benefit to the Dominion, but in consequence of
the immense expense which the construction would entail.
I think the statements I am making will be borne out by
reference to the records. Now, I say that both the party
now in power, and our opponents, are committed to this
project. On referring to the records of Parliament on
the subject of the Bay Verte Canal, it will be found
that Mr. Mackenzie only abandoned it because of the great
expense, and he stated in Parliament that if the ost would
not exceed the amount estimated by the engineers, he would
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go on with the construction of the canal. I think the hon.
member for South Huron (Sir Richai d Cartwright) and the
present leader of the Opposition, when in the Government
at that time, also took the same view. Every argument
in favor of the Bay Verte Canal can be adduced in favor
of this projeet. I do not think that we ought to be called
Upon nw to diseuss the merits of this question because
Parliament is committed to it, and it is only because objec-
tionsehave been raised to it, that [ refer to these matters. I
was surprised to hear my hon. friend from Queen's, P.E..,
(Mr. Davies) come out in oppposition to this Bill. -If there
is any part of the Dominion that is going to gain by
it from a commercial point of view, it is the Province of
Prince Edward Island. That Province is so situated that it
will derive more benefit, in my view, than any other part
of Canada; therefore it seems to me the hon. member for
Queen's is placing himseolf in a position inconsistent with
the interests of his Province. Allusion has been made to
the change-of the terms in which this vote is submitted.
There is no increase of the amount asked from Parliament
It is to be remembered that the company are not to receive
onedollar until they complete the road and operate it; and
more than that, they are not to receive a subsidy year by
year unless they keep it in operation every year, until the
money is ail paid. Therefore, I think the Government have
taken pains sufleciently to guard themselves in this respect.
Now, with your permismion, I will read an extract from a
speech of the late Hon. JohnYoung who was a great authority
on the subject of the trade and commerce of this Dominion.
Speaking of the canals of the Dominion, hoesaid:

1It would be difficult to point out aIl the advantages which would
result to Prince Edward Island, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick by the
construction of the Bay Verte Canal. If the 900-ton propeller could
deliver Canâdian or western products at Rlalifax, or St. John, these
places wonld thus become cheap depôts for such producs. Assored
eargoes of fis hops, shooks, lumber, &c., could be made up at these
ports for the West India Islands and South America, and could bring
back return cargoes from those countries of sugar, coffee, hides, tallow
4c., to be again reshipped as return cargo to Canada, and the Western
States by the inland propeller, and thus be delivered at leu cost by
such means than by any other possible route."

There is also a report from Mr. Patterson, of the Montreal
Biard <f Trade, though I have not it in My possession, in
which he expresses himself in smilar terms a to the value of
the Bay Verte Canal, and my argument, of course, is that
everything favorable to the construction of that work tells
equally in favor of the construction of this. I do not see
how it can be contended that this work will be of no use.
Let hon. gentlemen remember that there are 500 miles of
navigation which will be saved by the construction of this
canal, and it is hardly to be supposed that vessels and steam-
ers from the St. Lawrence are not going to make use of this
route instead of going round the coast of Nova Scotia.
Then is it to be supposed that the fishermen from Glou-
cester and other parts of Massachusetts, are going away
round Nova Scotia and Cape Breton instead of taking a
short route to the fishing ground by crossing on this ship
railway ? This will be the firt great work of the kind that
bas been constructed in the world, and I hope there will be
no disposition on the part of this House to change the
policy already adopted by Parliament, and especially in a
matter of this kind whore the risk is not in any way to fall
upon the Dominion. I am informed that the necessary
capital has been obtained to carry it out, and it has been
taken up by men of the firet standing i England, by dis-
tinguished engineers such as Mr. Fowier and others, who
have pronounced on the feasibility of the work. I will not
detain the House any longer, but I felt that I could not
romain silent in a matter of this great national concern,
and allow it to pass by without making these remarks.

Mr. VAIL. I am sure the members of the Hlous. whoi
have sat here for a number of years are pretty familiar withi
this quwetion, from the fact dat this ship çanal wat madei

to do duty several times before elections were coming
on, t and four 3 ears ago the project was changed into a
marine railway. Finding that the canal could not be carried
ont it was proposed thata ship railway should be
built across the iathmus. The hon. member for Prince
(Mr. Hackett) states that the previous Minister of
Railways gave very full information to this House and
explained that some six hundred thousand tons of shipping
would go over this railway, and the consequence would be
that it would be a paying work, and that there was a
necessity for the railway being built. I think the very tact
that this Act has been on the Statute-book for four years
and nothing whatever has been done in regard to it,
shows p!'etty plainly that it is a work that noither
commercial mon nor capitalists of this country or of Eng-
land have much confidence in. I must protest against
the idea that a vote of this kind of three million dollars
odd, and some $300,000 or $400,000 voted this afternoon,
for.a branch of the Intercolonial.Railway should be charged
to the Maritime Provinces as a Maritime Province expendi-
ture. The Maritime Provinces are not particularly interested
in this work in any way, and notwithstanding the hon.
member for Cumberland (Mr. Townshend) has pointed to a
report made by Mr. Young on the ship canal and the
amount of shipping that would go through and the advan-
tages that would accrue to the people of Nova Scotia, I am
quite satisfied that hon. gentleman could have known very
little about the trade of the Lower Provinces if ho suppoeed
for a moment that vessels from Prince Edward Island would
go through that sbi p canal to reach Halifax. Everyone knows
in Nova Scotia that Prince Ed waid Island bas a much larger
trade with Halifax than with St. John or any other place in
the Lower Provinces, and ho would be a madman who
would take a vessel over this proposed railway down the
Bay of Fundy and round the coast of Nova Seotia to Halifax,
when ho could take his vessel through the Strait of Canso
at much less cost an din much less time to Halifax. 1b8je
rather too late to oppose this grant, if it is teobe carried
ont. I have no objection to it so far as I am concerned,
but it must not be supposed that the work will be of very
great bencfit to the shipping interests of the Maritime Pro-
vinces, because only large vessels would be likely to
use that railway, and one ship in three or four years
might, if freights wore very low in New York or
Boston or some other eastern port, go to Quebec
for a cargo of deals or timber. Any ship going from
New York or Boston round to Quebec to load timber
would never think of going up the Bay of Fundy
and over this marine railway, but would go through
the Strait of Canso and up the Gulf, as they have always
done. It is nonsense to expect that ships would use this
work to any extent. The hon. member for West-
moreland (Mr. Wood) has stated that Mr. Ketchum
spent a good deal of money in connection with this matter
and that ho visited England in order to enlist the aid of
capitalists in the work. He las, no doubt, taken some
trouble, but it will be remembered that that gentleman was
voted a considerable sum of money for an old claim in con-
nection with the Intercolonial, of which payment had been
refused, and it was generally understood in the louse that
the vote was given to reimburse him for the expense of
going across the water in order to carry out this project
and raise the necessary money to build the ship railway. I
did not rise to oppose the proposal, but I thought it noces-
sary to make these observations so that it may be under-
stood what our views are as to the beneit that sh.ipping
would derive from this ship railway, if it were built.

Mr. MITCHELL. Reference was made tome by the hon.
member for Cumberland (Mr. Townshend) in relation to
this matter, and he said 1 was in favor of the Bay Verte
canal. There wa a time in the history of tiU country whon
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I was in favor of it. It was at a time when the country had
not one-fourth part as much debt upon it as it has to-day,
when the resources of the country were not mortgaged as
they are to-day, when the great enterprises we have under-
taken during the last few years-I say it to the credit of the
Federal Government-had not been carried out, when we
had not our present liabilities upon us. It was at a time
too when I felt that in view of the large expenditures that
were being made in the west we ought to use every means
at our disposal to open up the resources of the eastern
portion of this Dominion. I never felt warmly about the
Bay Verte canal, although I supported it, because it
probably would do soma good. When you take into account
the position of Canada to-day, the enormous increase of
debt in the last fifteen years and the great facilities for
transportation now afforded, we know that we possess
means of transportation which the Bay Verte or any other
canal or ship railway could not afford. If I was in favor of that
canal it does not follow that I should be in favor of the Chig-
necto Ship Railway. They are two different things. I have
no hesitation in saying this: That in 1882-and the hon.
member for Prince County referred to the fact that I was
not then in the House, which is true-when this scheme was
proposed, I looked upon it as a vision ary scheme, and every
day s experience tells me I was right in my view. I have tried
to inform myself in regard to trade and commerce. The
hon. member for Westmoreland (Mr. Wood) bas stated his
confidence that the Chignecto Marine Railway could be built.
We all believe that it could be built; that science and
mechanical art in our modern civilisation will enable us to
doalmostanything. I, however, asked the lon. gentleman:
" Do you believe that it can be made commercially to pay ? "
I bave too high an opinion of the honesty of the hon.
gentleman to believe that lie would do other than he did,
evade giving an answer; but he left the impression on those
who bard him that ho did not believe that profitable
commercial results would follow such undertaking.
The hon. member for Prince County referred to the
fact, and he was quoted by the hon. member for Cumber-
land as having furnished valuable statistics in relation to the
question ; I heard of ro statis'ies from the hon. member
for Prince County, I bard statements. He said, would not
ships go from Hamilton, Toronto, Montreal and Ottawa,
down the Gulf and over that marine railway to Boston and
New York. The thing is simply ridiculous. Shipping go
from Ottawa to Boston down through the Gulf of St. Law-
rence and over this marine railway ! The hon. gentleman
could not have meant what ho said. What he probably did
mean was that commerce would go by that route to Boston
or New York from Hamnilton, Toronto, Montreal or Ottawa.
Does not the hon. gentleman know that with the present
railway facilities and the competition of the various rail-
ways, the rates of freight, the time of delivery, the cost of
insurance, and other items enable the freight to be carried
at about one-third the cost it couId be carried if the Chignecto
Marine Railway or the Bay Verte Canal was built. That
is apparent to overyone, and no commercial man wl-o under-
stands his business would pretend to say that if ho wanted
to send a shipment from hore to Boston it would be
preferabie to send it down fiom Ottawa te Montreal;
thence down the enormously long navigation of the St.
Lawrence, thence to go through the Chignecto Railway,
thence to Boston and to New York. Sir, the whole
thirig is simply ridiculous, and is not to be spoken of. The
hon. member for Cumberland (5fr. Townsbend) claims my
attention for a moment in this matter. He argues that
because we may bave bon favorable at one time to the con-
struction of the Bay Verte Canal, we should still be pro-
pared to sustain a motion for the same thing to-day. Sir,
I am one of those who are not afraid, if they have been uin
error in the past in relation to anything, to acknowledge
that error, and te hark bak on that position. I say that
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to-day the Bay Verte Canal would be an act of folly, and
that to construct this Chignecto Ship ]Railway would be an
act of worse than folly, and I speak from a Maritime Pro-
vince standpoint. No man in this House-and I suppose
some men here will not think so highly of me because I say
so-would be more in favor of appropriations and expendi-
tures of the public moneys for the Province from which I
corne, and with which I am associated, than I would,
but I would like to see those expenditures of such a
character and expended in such a way as to do honor to the
country, to do no discredit to this Parliament, to promote the
commerce and civilisation of the localities in which they
are made, and be of benefit to the whole country ; but I say
that to expend this sum of $3,750,000-to spend it as this
money will be spent, if it is spent, if there are fools enough
in England to furnish the capital which is to be brought out
and put into that work-would be an act that will be
pointed to in the future as one of the grand follies of the
age, and in regard to which Canada will only earn contempt
and this Parliament have discredit thrown upon it for
encouraging such an expenditure. Where is the commerce
to come from which would support such an enterprise ? Is
it to come from north of the St. Lawrence to go to New
York and Boston ? Will there be enough commerce trom
that direction to pay even for the grease for the wheels that
this railway will require to run it ? The hon. member for
Cumberland (Ur. Townshend) said that the schooners coming
from Gloucester to the fishing grounds, would supply a
great traffle to that railway. Did the hon. gentleman read
an interview with Mr. Batson-I suppose he did not-who
is a great authority on these matters, the Collector at Glou-
cester, who stated in an interview the other day that there
wore only, I think he said, twenty-eight American fishing
schooners that went from ithe New England ports into the
Bay of Chaleurs altogether last season. Where is the ship-
ping to come from which will pass through that railway
from the North St. Lawrence ? Is it to come from Miramichi,
from Bathurst, from Restigouche, or any of the ports up
the St. Lawrence, until you arrive at Quebee and Montreal ?
I appeal to hon. gentlemen who come from those various
sections of the country to say whether there is any commerce
that will come from those ports t go to the southern ports of
the United States which would warrant an outlay of this
ki nd, which would justify this expenditure of money-money
which might be far more protitably spent in other ways.
The hon. member for Cumberland (Mr. Townshend) has
charged those who are opposing this measure in the House
with a breach of faith. He says the money is voted and
the Act is passed. I look at the Act of which the hon.
member for Cumberland (hir. Townshend) is one of the
corporators, and if he and his associates eau get $3,750,000
pebaps it may benefit the country, and perhaps it may
benefit themsolves; I eau tell nothing about that. But
this I will say, that before we go on to expend such a sum
of money we ought to look carefully into the enterprise.
I am one of those who balieve in keeping the pledged faith
of Parliament, and I am prepared to do it in this case. I
do not oppose giving the money that bas been voted by
Parliament, provided it is given in accordance with the letter
as well as the spirit of the Act. What I do say is that the
Parliament of 1882 made a mistake in granting this money.
It was granted without the matter being sufficiently looked
into and considered, without sufficient evidence being pro-
duced before Parliament that it was a work which would
be profitable; and with the better light which recent
experience has given us, I say that the Parliament of that
day did an act which I cannot pronounce to be a wise one.
Now, the letter of the law I am willing to carry out.
These corporators bave got an Act; they have the facil-
ities and they have the guarantee of the country for
the money. Let them keep to the spirit of the bond.
They agreed to begin it in three yearsand to finish it in
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seven. The Act was passed in 1882, and we are now in the
year after the year when they should have commenced
operations, and what have they doue in the way of com-
mencement beyond speoulating in charters and trying to
raise money upon them. I know of nothing else they
have done, and I think before Parliament lends itself
to a matter of this kind, by amending the Act and
giving them further facilities, we should make careful
enquiry into it. 1, for one, do not hold myself
prepared to amend the defects and give greater
facilities and change and alter the Act to enable
these men to go to the British market and
again perhaps fool the people of that country into
putting money into a speculation which, in my opinion,
will not only reflect discredit upon the country, but be
practically useless, and have us pointed to as we have been
pointed to for the last thirty years by the men who were
induced to put money into the Grand Trunk Railway.
These men have the Act; let them keep it and go on and
do the work if they can, but do not let us endorse them by
giving them additional facilities and additional time, so as to
induce an outlay of capital, which will only result in disas-
trous failure without any benefit to the country. These are
my views, and whether they plesse hon. gentlemen or not, I
have stated them honestly. I am a Maritime Province
man, and I believe in outlays in that part of the country.
I believe in the development of the country where it eau
be done profitably, but I do not believe in uselessly expend-
ing public money on work which will be pointed at in
future years as showing the want of judgment and the folly
of the Parliament of Canada.

Mr. G[LLMOR. I think it would be a great misfortune
and an act of folly if this Parliament and this country
invested $3,750,000 in that undertaking. I cannot conceive
where any commercial interest is going to be advanced by
the building of that railway. I cannot understand how
600,000 tons of shipping are going to pass over it, or 100,000
tons or 50,000 tons. It is quite impossible that it can be
utilised to any such extent as to justify such an expenditure.
I endorse every sentiment expressed by the hon. member
for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) that it is a misfortune
and a discredit to expend the publie money of Canada in
any such undertaking as that. I know that the late Minis-
ter of Railways spoke about 600,000 tons of shipping going
over that railway. Well, he could always make powerful
speeches and great appeals. He used to speak about
600,000,000 bushels of wheat coming down from the North-
West and that was an astonishing argument, but no more so
than to speak of 600,000 tons of shipping coming over that
railway and being lifted up in the air and drawn fourteen or
fifteen miles. If I had a ship of a thousand tons I do not
think I would like to risk it on the railway. In the
first place, there is no argument that I have heai d
in favor of the expenditure, and this is thej way that money
is going to be expended in the Maritime Provinces for
the benefit of the Maritime Provinces. I for one raise my
voice against it. I say that it will be money thrown away
so far as the general interests of the Maritime Provinces
are concerned. I do not like to make appeal with regard
to political and electioneering purposes, but it is very
singular that when an election approaches some person
down in Pictou has to have $150,000 or $200,000 expended
to build a road parallel to an existing line. Just before an
election it is very convenient to have the promise of that
money, and so with the Chignecto Railway. It is very
singular that just about the time they are needed some
enormous promises are made; sometimes the money is
expended, and sometimes it is not; but I tell hon. gentle-
men that the Maritime Provinces will not be benefited by
any such foolish expenditure and waste of public resources.
I do not believe, and I am satisfied that the majority of the

members of this House as well as the country,
do not believe, that our finances are in that condi-
tion to warrant us in expending such enormous sums
of money in projects, which even if completed, would
not compensate, in a commercial respect, for the
expenditure. There is no doubt that railways have largely
taken the place of ships. The fleet of schooners that used to
ply up and down the coasts, giving employment to hundreds
of men, have nearly all disappeared ince the Intercolonial
Railway was built; few vessels carry on that trade now.
What do vessels that go to New York or Boston want to
carry ? The kind of lumber manufactured there consiste of
deals for the English markets; and the vessels carrying
that lumber do not want to cross the Chignecto Railway or
go through the Bay Verte Canal; and what vessels are to
go through ? Fishing vessels that sail in the Gulf would not
avail themselves of that railway if it were built. I think it
is folly to talk about such a work; but now that the subsidy
bas been voted, and the company asks us to renew the con-
tract, I think the House should say that the circumstances
have changed and we do not propose to renew the contract.

Mr. WOODWORTH. I do not propose to occupy the
time of the House for more than a moment in stating my
opinion in regard to this resolution. It has been observed
by the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell),
and justly and rightly observed, that the Act that incorpo.
rated this company, passed on the 17th of May, 1882,
enacted that the work should be commenced within three
years from the passage of the Act, and completed in seven.
In thirty days, or thereabouts, from now, four years will
have expired, and not a blow on this work has been struck.

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). They are doing work
now.

Mr. WOODWORTIH. Doing what?

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). Clearing the track.

Mr. WOODWOIRTH. *Well, although my hon. friend
may think that is commencing the work, and that may be
the letter of the Act, I think he will find that it is not the
spirit of the Act. Men going down with two or three
theodolites, and with two or three levellers, and looking
around and taking lunch, is not commencing the work.
Commencing the work has a technical and proper meaning.
It means some vigor infused into the work ; something
done; something tangible shown, and not merely somebody
going down and looking at it. The company were to com-
plete it in seven yeare, and even if this resolution passed
they could not do so. As bas been observed that at the
time the Act ws passed in 1882, there was a plethora of
money in the Troasury. We had a surplus; we had a great
deal of money to spend, and an experiment might properly
be tried at such a time. That may be a very fair way to
look at the matter, but today we have other works on our
hands. Since that time we have built the Canadian Paci-
fie Railway, which bas cost a great deal of money, and is
to-day costicg a great deal of money; which has taxed
the energies of five millions of people, such as the
energies of no five millions of people were ever
taxed in the history of th wo-ld before; and I say that these
men, not having gone on with their charter, and not having
expended any money within the spirit of the Act, are not
jnstified in coming to us and saying, augment the money,
lessen the number of years, extend the grant, and let us go
on. I have looked at the matter and I know something of the
geography of the country there, and I do not see for the life
of me what is to come over this railway from the Bay of
Fundy to the Straits of Northumberland,or go from the Straits
of Northumberland to the Bay of Fundy. It may be that I
do not know, but I have not been informed. The question
was asked of the able and intelligent member for Westmore-
land (Mr. Wood) whose word in this House on affairs that
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he is acquainted with is credited with a great deal of weight,
and I was curious to see what answer he would give. But h.
carefully and astutely and ingeniously avoided the question
put to him, and did not give hie imprimatur to the scheme.

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). I desire to say that the
impression the hon. member for Northumberland said, and
this hon. gentleman has repeated, that I conveyed to the
House that I had no feiLh in this scheme-

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not say that; I asked if he had
faith in the commercial results of the scheme.

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). I mean the commercial
results of the scheme, and the hon, gentlemen both say that
I conveyed that impression. If they received that impres-
sion, they should not have done so. The whole tenor of
my remarks was that in my opinion it was improper, un-
wise, and uncalled for to raise that question at the present
time - that while it might have been proper to raise it at
the time the company got its charter or asked for the sub-
sidy, yet after Parliament had sanctioned this scheme and
voted the subsidy, and after their action had led the pro.
moters of the scheme to spend a considerable amount of
time and a large amount of money to bring the scheme to
its present position, it was not proper or dignified for
Parliament to disecus the commercial importance of the
scheme, and the whole effect of my remarks was to protest
against that discussion.

Mr. MITCHELL. What I want to get at is this: Does
the House understand that the hon. gentleman has faith in
the commercial results of this scheme?

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). I can tell the hon. gentle-
man that I have a good deal of faith in the commercial
results of the echeme. I do not wish to refer to other
schemes, but I feel tempted to ask the hon. gentleman if he
has faith in the commercial results of some of the schemes
he proposed last Session, and for which h. asked large
subidies.

Mr. MITCHELL. One moment-
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I oannot allow this togo any

further.
Mr. MITCHELL. I have in my hand an amendment

which I think it desirable to propose. What I want to say
is this4 The hon. gentleman asks me if I have faith in the
commercial results of some of the schemes I have submitted
to tis House. I am prepared to answer the hon. gentle-
man, the only scheme I know of that I submitted to this
House was in connection with the Miramichi Valley Rail-
way. I submitted it as an act of public improvement, that
would give facilities-

Kr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Order. The hon. gentleman
ha apoken, and the hon. member for King's has now got
the. fleur.

Mr. MITCHELL. The bon. gentleman had not the floor.
Some hon, MEMRERS. Chair, chair.
Mr. MITCHELL. His honor will find he will beet get

rid of me in this matter-
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The hon. member for Nor-

thumberland has already spoken, and he cannot now address
the House again.

Mr. MITCHELL. I was only going to give an explan-
ation.

Mr. LANDERDIN. Let the hon. gentleman explain.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Order.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am not going to be put down by
him. What I wanted to say to the hon. gentleman was
this-

Mr. WooDwoiRM.

Beme hon. MEMBERS. Chair, chair.
Mr. MITCHELL. Well, I will take another opportu-

nity.
Mr. WOODWORTH. I was going on to say, when I

was interrupted and gave way to the hon. mem ber for
Westmoreland (Mr. Wood) to allow him to make, not only
an explanation, but another speech, for h. speake so seldom
and so well, that I am always glad to give him the floor,
even at my own expense and perhaps against the rules. I
said the hon. gentleman did not seem to have faith in the
scheme itself. Why ? Because the ion. momber for North-
umberland (Mr. Mitchell) asked him the question, and the
answer of the hon. gentleman was not that which he bas
given now, and not that which will appear in ffansard to-
morrow. His answer was to the effect that, well, a great
many persons stated that they had faith in it, there were
reports and different statements of eminent men, much more
able to form an opinion than h.. That was hie answer to
the hon. member for Northumberland, and he will find his
explanation now given, in interruption to me, is entirely
different from the answer he gave to the hon. member for
Northumberland, and Irely on Bansard to prove my version
correct. The hon. gentleman's memory may be. a little
defective to-night, as he will see by Hansard. Therefore,
I have the right to say that h. did not seem to
have any faith in the scheme. Then, as to
the opinion of the Minister of Railways and
Canais (Mr. Pope), neither did he seem to have any
faith in it, for when he was asked the question, he said
there was a lot of documents, that they looked very well,
but he would not read the whole thing; that it was likely
a good scheme, and that if it was not carried out the Gov.
ernment would not spend the money. That was his answer
to the ion. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies); so that we
have no light thrown on the subject, nor can we find any.
body who bas faith in it, because the ion. member for
Cumberland (Mr. Townshend), who supported the projeot,
stated that h. was the successor of the Miniater who pro.
posed this scheme in 1882, and folt bound to stand by it on
that account, and also because it came from the county of
Cumberland originally. So hesu pported it, although h.
did not know much about it. He stated, also, that Mr.
MackeLzie, who was leader of the Opposition when the then
Minister of Railways (Sir Charles Tupper), in 1882, intro.
duced the schcmi, was very much in favor of it.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No, I did not.
Mr. WOODWORTH. Mr. Mackenzie is reported in

Hansard as being entirely the opposite. The hon. member
for Cumberland (Mr. Townshend) stated that Mr. Mackenzie
was in favor of the scheme, and considered it would be of
great utility and advantage.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No, no.
Mr. WOODWORTH. As 1 have here Mr. Mackenzie's

statement when the scheme was introduced, I wili read
just a couple of sentences, which are not contradicted by
any others in his remarks. I quote from page 1471 of the
Bansard of 1882:

"Now when it la said that a canal at this point would be of great
public service, I am bound to say that our experience for two or three
years, leads to the conclusion that the trffic which would pass through
it, would be very small.** I do not say that the scheme is imprac-
ticable, but I doubt very much its utilit from the reports made, froin
time to time, by maritime men on the subjeot. My recollection is that
several New Brunwick members, and those from the neighborhood
opposite St. John especially, were warm in favor of the construction of
the canal, while those from Nova Scotia were entirely hostile to it,
believing that the trade whch would pas through it would be very
much legs than was anticipated by its friends. I think it was rather
conclusively proved that vessels passing to the West Indies would
never seek that route, but that it would be much chesper and better
for them to take a strsight Une eastward, until they reacked the open
ses and got into a direct Une to the West India Isauds. The trade
from Prince Edward Island, andany trade froin the lower St. Lawrence
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to Beston, would uudoubtedly be benefited by a short course there
but that trade is comparatively light."
But the whole scheme seeme to have taken another com
plection to-night. I was not in this House in 1882, and did
not hear these remarks, but, according to Mr. Mackenzie, the
New Brunswick metnbers were in favor of it and the Nova
Scotia mombers were hostile to it.1o-night, on the con-
trary, we find the New Brunswick members hostile to the
scheme, and the only hon. gentleman from Nova Scotia
who has spoken in its behalf, says ho advocates the schome
really because it had been proposed by the hon. member
for Lumberland whom ho succeeded (Sir Charles Tupper),
and although he was not in love with the scheme ho was
the only one who seemed to father it at all. All the New
Brunswick members who have spoken, the hon. members
lor Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor), Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell)
and Westmoreland (Mr. Wood), were certainly not very
great defenders of the project, the hon. member for
Digby (Mr. Vail) opposed it, and the hon. member for
Cumberland stands alone in its favor. This is a very
large sum of money, $3,750,000, especially when we have
all this war debt upon us, when we have our hands full
with schemes that will pay, with railways that will pay,
with canals that will pay, with measures, not tentative or
experimental, but measures already inaugurated, and which
it has been proved to the Administration will pay. If our
Treasury were full, I would not say that this money should
not be granted and expended to try the scheme; but before
people indulge in luxuries they ought to be supplied with
the necessaries. That is the proper economy to follow.
While, therefore, I would be very glad to sec this scheme
worked, I think that with other schemes on hand of
immediate necessity, with the breakwaters, with the piers
that the different maritime interests, up and down our
shores, are trying to have money expended upon, the
people whose representatives we are, who are looking
to us and watching what votes we give, and what
opinions we express, in order to see whether we really
reflect their opinions, who are wide awake to the
interests of the country, who read the papers, who
read everything that concerns the welfare of themselves
and their children-the people will say: Before the
$3,750,000 are granted here upon a tentative measure, give
us the necessaries of life ; and, then, if you have money to
snare, you can afford to spend it generously. I think the
Government ought to pause in this matter, especially as
there is no father for the bantling, especially as there is no
one in love with it, not a soul who will get up and nail his
colors to the mast, and say that this Bay Verte Canal, or
as it is now the ship canal, of ton or twelve miles, is a
necessity in the interest of the country, and should be
attended to immediately. I thonght it my duty, when this
resolution came up, to utter these remarks, which I do in all
sincerity, not wishing to oppose unnecessarily the Govern-
ment in this concern, but to state my opinion that the
Government, unless they have more money on hand than
they have, should pause before putting this sum in the
lEstimates, and proposing this resolution uand asking us to
pass them.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not know any-
thing about the merits of the scheme, although I am bound
to say that the experiment of taking large vessels across by
railway las never yet been successfully tried, whether it
be practicable or not. But what I want to call the atten-
tion of the House to is this: We have had a good deal of
discussion bore as to the true extent of the liabilities of
Canada. I have pointed out a good many times, that in
addition to the debt which we at present possess, there are
very many millions of liabilities which are not usually
taken into account, liabilities contracted under a great
variety of Acts for the promotion of railwyas and similar

se

projects of that kind; and, although, if the faith of the
country is pledged to this, it must be carried out in accor-
dance with the letter of the bond we have entered into, still
it is a very serious consideration for us to remember, that
in addition to the three millions and three quarters which
are demanded by this project, there are probably twelve or
thirteen millions more to which the country is at least
equally pledged for the construction of various linos of rail-

% ways or similar projects; and that, if you add that to our
existing liabilities, it ig only too clear as has been already

r stated, that the sum total will be a very formidable one,
and one calculated to tai the resources of this oountry to
the utmost. I understood that the hon. momber for North-

* umberland (hir. Mitchell) stated that this work required to
3 be commenced within three years.

Mr. DAVIES. By the Act of incorporation.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Thon it is clear that

this company have no locus standi bore at all. This is nearly
the end of the fourth year. I quite agree with everything
that has been said as to the very doubtful nature of this
experiment, and I think the House ought to pause in view
of the certain fact that, over and above our prosent very
large debt, we have many millions of liabilities yet undis-
charged which we will assuredly have to meet.

Motion agreed to, and the House resolved itself into Com.
mittee.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. CHAIR MAN. Shall the resolution be adopted ?
Mr. MITCHELL. Not if I can help it. I was inter-

rupted a short time ago, and I now desire to say what I had
to say then. I simply wish to observe that the hon. gen-
tleman from Westmoreland (Mr. Wood) has chosen to
refer to some scheme which I have had the honor of bring-
ing before this House. 1 am not aware of any scheme
demanding a vote of public money which I have brought
before the House which has not been in the public interest,
or in regard to which it is not recognised, whore the money
has been expended, that it has been of great public service.
I have never had my name in any of these charters and I
have never derived any benefit from them. What I did
was done in the interest of the ublic, and the monoy
that was expended was expende in the public inter-
est. The hon. gentleman does not answer the question
which I asked of him, whether as a commercial undertak-
ing ho believed in the result of this work. 1 have not got
an answer yet from the hon. gentleman from Westmore-
land, but I inferred, and I think I had a right to infer, from
the manner in which ho spoke, that he had no commercial
faith in this undertaking. Now, that was ail I intended to
say some time ago, and ail I intend to say now, and if I had
been allowed to say it then, it would have saved some time
now.DOW.

Resolution to be reported.
Mr. MITCHELL. This is the first time that I ever saw

an important measure of this kind, involving an expendi-
ture of nearly $4,000,000, pass through this House with-
out anyone being able to show any practical benefits to
result from it.

INLAND REVENUE AC1' AMENDAMENT.

House resolved itseif into committee on certain pro-
posed resolutions (page 601) to amend the Consolidated
Inland Revenue Act and the Act amending the same.

(In the Committee.)
On rcsolution 1,
Mr. COSTIGAN. At present, whon a change takes place

in the Excise duties, it involves a hardship to the manufac-
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turers, or it might involve a hardship. For instance, they one rate of duty, at a higher rate of duty after the goeds
may manufacture goods during the month of April. The are sold.
accounts have to be rendered up to the lt of May, cover- Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Ail these parties
ing the whole of April, they may have disposed of part of
their goods affected by the Excise duties. On the 24th Aprily
the Excise duty may have been increased, and, according to and make considerable mney ot of the projected changes
the strict reading of the existing law, they would be obliged orantici ont ti nty deeany special
to pay into the Treasury the difference between the duty as indulgence. The hon, gentleman states, and there is no
it stood when they sold the goods and the duty impoeed doubt le is correct, that these accounts were only fort-
afterwards. It is to remove that objection that the change nigbtly before, and that they may now ho made monthly.
is now proposed. If the goods manufactured are sold before 1 should like to know when that change came into effect,
the increase takes place, they should not become subect to
the duty.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I see clearly enough
what the hon. gentleman proposes to do, but I do not see
the desirability of it from considerations of general policy.
This is practically to offer a sort of premium to the manu-
facturers of spirituous liquors or ales, and I suppose other
exciseable liquors, to make as much as they can in the
early part of the month in which the changes of the reve-
nue take place, and perhaps to sell them. I do not think
that these parties are deserving of any special considera-
tion at our hands, The hon. member explained to us very
learnedly last Session that in the case of spirituous liquors,
and I suppose the same holds to some extent in the case of
beer-if not, his colleague beside him can correct me-it is
not desirable to sell these freshly made. There are special
provisions to prevent their being freshly sold on the
ground of injury to the public health. I think for
that very reason the hon. gentleman's present proposition
is inadvisable. It is not at all desirable that parties
sbould be encouraged to manufacture largely just
before they expect a change in the revenue laws, and should
be encouraged, as they will be, if this passes, to sell their
goods. I think that the old law did no practical harm. It
added a little to our revenue, and prevented, to some
extent, the anticipation of duties which always takes place,
as we have had ample proof time and again, when a new
tariff was proposed. I cannot see that there are any
sufficiently good reasons for this, or that there is any hard-
ship which deserves to be removed, caused by the opera-
tion of this law. We have worked under the old law for a
great many years, and this is the first time I have heard
any serious complaints made of the injury done to manu-
facturers.

Mr. COSTIGAN. This is not at all done with the view
of giving special favors to the manufacturers of spirituous
liquors or beer, nor is it in any way favoring them. It is a
matter of simple justice, and it is only upon that ground
that we propose this resolution. It applies not only to
spirits and beer, but to all classes of goods subject to Excise.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is no other,
except tobacco.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Tobacco, cigars and vinegars-every-
thing that comes under the Excise law. After all, Mr.
Chairman, we are going back to the old law after the expe-
rience we have had upon this principle of three or four
years. I may say, for the information of the House, that
formerly the accounts were made up semi-monthly; now
they cover the whole month, so that the 'operation of this
Act will give less cause of complaint to these men than
when they made up their accounts twice a month. For
instance, importers of goods subject to Customs duties are
not obliged to pay those duties if they can take their goods
out of the Customs at any day of the month and pay the
dnty then actually due under the existing law. Now, there
is no reason why one Department should deal differently
with the public than another Department. This will not
involve any loss to the revenue, but it relieves men from
paying duty, on goode they have already sold, subject to

-Mr ÇoSTIQAN.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The change was made under the Act
of 1883.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Do these monthly
returns vary in the case of different distillers or manufac-
turers, or are they all on a particular day of the month
throughout the Dominion ?

MF. COSTIGAN. In all cases on the first day of
the month, throughout the Dominion.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then the Minister of
Finance has it a good deal in his own hands; if he brings
down his Budget on the first days of the month, he can
prevent any confusion arising.

On resolution 2,
Mr. COSTIGAN. This is to provide that the Governor

in Council may have power to make regulations to dispose
of fusil oil, otherwise than by destroying it. We have
applications from parties engaged in manufacturing chemi-
cal articles, that this fusil oil would be useful in the manu-
facture of their preparations; and instead of wasting that
quantity for which we have to pay the distillers, we pro-
vide that it may be utilised under proper safeguards.

Mr. BLAKE. Has the hon. gentleman found that it is
utilised in other countries?

Mr. COSTIGAN. No, I have not heard that it is.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman

stated just now that he had to pay the distillers. 1 was
not aware that any special allowance was made to them.
What bas he been in the habit of allowing ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. The percentage allowed has not exceded
3 per cent. for such quantities of fusil oil or other refuse as
is separated therefrom by a second process of manufactur-
ing.

Sir RICIARD CARTWRIGHT. That is a reduction in
the tax, I suppose ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. No, it is necessary that that fusil oil
should be taken from the spirits as a poisonous substance,
and it is on that ground that we charge the duty upon the
actual quantity of spirits.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There are other clauses
on which the hon. gentleman hase not touched. What is the
meaning of the provision that abatement for shrinkage is to
be allowed in reference to spirits maturing in ventilating
tanks, and in what respect does it differ or modify the
existing law ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. The only change now proposed is to
take the ground occupied during the discussion last year by
the Department. The present Act provides for the shrink-
age in maturing whiskey or spirits; but it provides that
this process of maturing shall take place in wooden tanks
or vessels. It has been found that the distillers have large
amounts of money invested in copper tanks. During last
year tests and experiments have been made with a view to
establish the fact that the process of maturing spirits may
be effected in copper tanks as well as in wooden tanks.
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That is not yet established, but the Department has suffi.
cient information to show that it may be accom-
plished by ventilation. It was thought at one time that
the whole process of maturing was due to a portion of the
objectionable elements being absorbed in the wooden vossels.
It has been pretty clearly established that while some of
the elements are soaked up by the wood, the greater propor-
tion disappear by evaporation and the action of the air on
the liquid itself, and that by the action of the air upon the
liquid in the copper tanks, the same processcan be carried out.
The only change here is to take power so that if it be estab-
lished that this object can be secured by the use of copper
tanks, the Governor in Council shall have power to allow
maturing to take place in copper tanks as well as in wooden
tanks.

Mr. BLAKE. This subject was up last year, and at that
time the hoin. gentleman stated that he bad not any data
or basis on which he could rely, and the Hlouse, at my sug-
gestion, declined to adopt the proposal. And I do not under-
stand that the hon. gentleman has any more data or proof
to-day. He says some experiments have been made
since the close of lat Session, that they may possibly prove
that the arrangement suggested would be feasible. But the
experiment should be continued, and after it had been ascer-
tained that the new system was practicable, then the hon.
gentleman should ask the flouse to legislate on the basis of
the experiment which had produced such results. These
are very serions questions. It is a very serious question to
understand what kind of special provision in regard to the
tank would accomplish the object, and to what extent eva-
poration would take place; on what principle the abate.
ment should be made. Is it that we in Canada are so far
in advance of ail other countries that we are able to make
a provision in the way of experimental legislation which
has not been made in any other country ? I asked that last
year. The ion. gentleman said ho did not think any such
provision was made elsewhere. If such a provision has not
been made elsewhere, and if the experiments made do not
satisfy even the Minister himself that the proposition is
practicable, the proposal should not be made. This must
come from the distillers.

Mr. COSTIGAN. With regard to the principle of
maturing spirits in wooden vessels I was not aware that that
question was'disputed last year. Last year I stated that so far
as regards the effect of aging or maturing spirits in wooden
vessels was concerned, that appeared to be generally
admitted all over the world, and in Great Britain it had been
acted upon for years-the distillers aging the whiskey in
wooden vessels. The hon. gentleman says the proposal
covered by the resolution is an experiment, and that we
sbould not adopt it until the tests which we have been
making are completed. We do not propose to act before
that time. The distillers, however, have invested very
large sums of money, many thousands of dollars, in erecting
copper tanks-I dare say Gooderham & Worts muast have
eighty of those large copper tanks, which must have cost a
very large sum of money-and it would be an arbitrary
rule, while there is a probability of maturing the spirita in
the copper tanks as well as in the wooden tanks, to say that
the copper tanks shall be swept away and their places
supplied by wooden tanks. We do not say that the law
should recognise copper tanks; but as we have informa-
tion that leads us to believe that probably the same resulta
may be achieved with the copper tanks, that power should
be left with the Goverior in Council. If it can be estab-
lished that the same-results can be reached by maturing
spirits in copper instead of wooden tanks, there can certainly
be no injustice, in the event of the Government being satis.
fied with the experiments, to allow the distillers to use
copper tanks.

Mr. BLAKE. I am sorry the hon. gentleman bas for-
gotten the legislation he propoaed last Session. He made
last Session the same proposal. He struck it out on my
stating that it was an objectionable principle to pass legis-
lation until the exporiments had been comploted. His
proposal in regard to wooden tanks is one thing, and that
in regard to ventilating tanks is another thing. Last year
his proposal was struck out because he did not place him.
self in a position where ho was able to say that experiments
had been completed. This time he says some experiments
are going on; a certain degree of progress las been made ;
and probably it may be found that what he proposes is
practicable. The experiment should go on to completion,
and Parliament should not be asked to legislate in advance.
If the experiments have produced certain results, lot us
have the reports of the Department, let us see what the
experiments are and what are the scientific results;
because we have to consider what abatement should
be made. This has been arrived at by experience
in regai d to wooden tanks, but we have had no experience
in regard to the evaporation with ventilating tanks. This
is a proposal which the distillers have made to the hon.
gentleman, because he says they have a large amount of
money invested in copper tanks. They have told him that
they think they can produce the necessary results with
those tanks at a future day, therefore he says, legislate on
trust. You legislate, you do your duty ; it will be all right,
if it is all right. I say the hon, gentleman has surrendered
to the distillers who have put pressure on him.

Mr. COSTIGAN. We can settle the matter very easily.
The hon. gentleman says when the subject was introduced
last year, on bis raising an objection on this point I allowed
it to be struck out. At that time no experiments had been
made. Now we have experiments, and they have satisfied
me that they indicate that the maturing of spirits can
be done in copper tanks. I have suggested it, knowing
that we have had experiments made during the last few
months, and the best officers of the Department have
reported that they have no doubt that this arrangement
will produce the same effect. The hon. gentleman asked
me for additional information and I yielded to bis request,
and now I ask him to roturn the same favor and allow me
to go on.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not take this to bo a matter of favor
from the hon, gentleman to me or from me to the hon. gen-
tleman. I do not understand those to be the principles
upon which legislation is conducted in this louse, or the
principles upon which it would be proper to conduct it in
any Ho use. It is a question of what is right in the in-
terests of the country. The hon. gentleman has enlarged
his statement because le told us first that the officers of his
Department thought it was possible; a little later he said
it was probable; and now he says there is no doubt
of it. According to the hon. gentleman's process of
reasoning, I am afraid myself that these experiments
which have produced such varying effects in the hon. gen-
tleman's mind, must have been conducted on a distiller's
premises. One would like to know how much information
bas been derived during these eventful nine months,
upon which information the hon. gentleman proposes
to make this change. What principles of action are
to be applied ? You cannot apply the same prin-
ciples as were applied in the case of the wooden
tanks, because there is ventilation from the tanks them-
selves as well as from the ventilating holes and the diaughts
of air. I should say, therefore, that the experiments should
last a considerable time in order that one might ascertain,
first of all, whether the practical results were obtained;
and, secondly, at what rate they were obtained, and at what
rate we should allow abatement. I do not think the hon.
gentleman has shown any greater basis for legislation to-
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diy than he did last year; and I do not tbink we should
allow this large abatement to ho made by the Government
until the Government brings down the practical results of
the experiments, which will show whether the change is a
feasible one or not. I asked the hon. gentleman for the
experience of other countries in which spirits are manufac-
tured, but he is not able to say.

Mr. COSTIGAN. We do not ask power to legislate
directly, but if there is no shrinkage we have no abatement
to make. If the shrinkage does not produce the expected
results, we know what the shrinkage is when the liquor is
matured in the wooden tanks. The hon. gentleman does
not, of course, put confidence in the Government in dealing
with these questions, but such powers are frequently taken
by every Government. We simply ask power in case
these tanks are found to answer the purpose, that the same
law with regard to shrinkage shall apply to them as to the
wooden tanks, but not otherwise.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not think there is any use in my
pursuing this branch of the subject any further. Will the
hon. gentleman state what application is proposed to be
made, mechanical or otherwise, of the fusil oil which is now
destroyed ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. I do not allude to any particular
application.

Mr. BLAKE. Yes, that is the reason I ask.
Mr. COSTIGAN. Some of the manufacturers claim that

they can make illuminating oil of it, and it may be used in
several ways. We simply ask power to have it utilised
without injury to the public instead of destroying it as we
do at present.

Mr. BLAKE. Certainly, but the hon. gentleman bas
passed a law which declares that it cannot be utilised with
safety to the public, but must be destroyed, because that is
the only use which could be made of it-if it can be called
a use.

Mr. COSTIGAN. We propose now to make regulations
to guard its use so that it shall only be used under regula-
tions of the Department.

Mr. BLAKE. Under the law which the hon. gentleman
passed, he prescribed its destruction, and, therefore, unless
some new state of things has arisen, it should be destroyed.
But the bon. gentleman does not tell us that a new state of
things has arisen. It would be easy for him to defend this
proposition, by simply stating the Department had been
shown that a good, safe, mechanical or mercantile use could
be made of the oil. But ho does not say that; he says
somebody has told him that perhaps it might be so used.
All I ask is, who said it, and what use can be madeof it ?

Mr. OOSTIGAN. Most of these communications from
the public come directly to the Cammissioner, who is an
experienced officer, thoroughly familiar with the work of
the Department, and I get my information from him. I eau
furnish the hon. gentleman, to a reasonable extent, at a
future stage, with the informatinn he wants with regard to
the use that may be made of fusil oil.

Kr. BLAKE. I am, unfortunately, unable to make my-
self intelligible to the hon. gentleman. Al I ask him to
do is to show us some reason why the law should be
am ended at present. H1e simply says that if the condition
of things that existed when ho passed the law has changed,
then it would be right that ho should change the law, and I
quite agree with him. But I ask him to say how the con-
ditions have changed, and hoesays ho will give me that infor-
mation at a future stage. Perhaps he will also give me
some information as to the extent that it is possible or pro-
bable that evaporation can go on with the ventilating tanks.

Mr. BLAKE.

Mr. COSrIGAN. I will not promise to do anything of
the kind. I will give the lion. gentleman the information I
promised in regard to the fusil oil. On the other points I
think I have given him ail the information he can reason-
ably desire, and I know the hon.gentleman does not think it
in the public interest that he should have aIl this information
that he callis for. I think the House looks on the proposi-
tion as a reasonable one and will accept it, and with regard
to the uses made of fusil oil under the control of the Depart-
ment, I will furnish information on that subject.

Mr. BLAKE. Whatever the lon. gentleman knows, I
think he had better not say that I know that the informa-
mation I am asking is not required in the public interest,
because he cannot know that. I admit at once that he is a
complete master of his Department. On every occasion be
shows that to the House; but he bas not a knowledge of
the mind or the views of every member of the House.
Now, I conceive it to be a very important question, this
whole question of abatement for the evaporation of spirits.
Last Session we took the views of the bon. gentleman based
on the experience of other countries. We declined, on that
occasion, to take his views with regard to the ventilating
tanks, which were thorougbly theoretical; and now ho says
he has made some experiments which have not satisfied him
so far, and he says h does not intend to act on them before
being satisfied. I maintain that that is putting the cart
before the horse. I maintain that when we are called on to
legislate, we should legislate on experiments which have
succeeded, and not legislate on the theory that if the Gov-
ernment find they can do this or that, the law is to be
changed at their instance. That, in fact, would be abne-
gating our function, and handing them over to the Gover-
nor in Council. Our laws ought to be based on our reasons
being reached, not on the hon. gentleman's, however much
he may be the master ot his Department, saying I won't
put the law in force unless I am satified it should be put
in force.

On resolution 3,
Sir RICHARD CARrWRIGHT. What is the altera-

tion here ?
Mr. COSTIGAN. The object is a further protection to

the revenue, by making provision that malt may not pass
into the hands of persons who might make illicit use of it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I understand that
may be convenient; but in what respect does that differ
from the existing law ? This refers, I suppose, simply to
malt produced in a distillery or a biewery, or does it refer
to malt made elsewhere ?

Mr. COSTIGA.N. Al malt is manufactured under the con-
trol of the Department. This is a protection to the licensed
brewers and distillers as well as to the public.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The hon. Minister will have
to remember that bakers use malt largely. I do not know
whether this will ineonvenience them seriously or not. I
think there might be an exemption made in their favor.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I think under the Act they ean get a
permit to use the very Emall quantity of malt they require.

Mr. BLAKE. There would have to b a permit for each
case-a daily permit.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It would b. a pity to have
the baking industry hampered in that way. I think the
law should be altered to exempt bakers.

Mr. COSTIGAN. When we come to the Bill we can ded
with that without any difficulty by amending the clause.

On resolution 4,
Mr. BLÂAKE. What is paragraph 2 of section 226, which

lie proposes to vary ?
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Mr. COSTIGAN. The effect of the change is to benefit

the manufacturers of chemicals and other products in which
spirits are used, to the extent that the distillers in Canada
will not be enabled to charge extravagant prices to the
manufacturers of Canadian spirits, as by these regulations
they will be brought into competition with foreign distillers.

Mr. BLAKE. What is the variation proposed to be
authorised by the fourth line of this paragraph ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. At present the importer bas topay the
difference between the Excise and Customs duties, and this
authorises the Governor in Council to vary the duty, which
would be oftener les than higher.

Mr. BLAKB. It is proposed to give the Governor in
Council power to lower or increase the duty at their plea-
sure. If power is given to vary, it must be to increase or
diminish. The hon. gentleman said that, under the practi-
cal operation of the law, there was, to a certain extent, a
monopoly among the distillers, who might charge too high
prices to the manufacturer who requires these particular
goods which the distiller produces, and who bas practically
no redress unless he pays the Customs duties, and then the
hon. gentleman proposes to give the Governor in Council
power to vary the duties.

Mr. COSTIGAN. To vary them so far as regards the
difference between the Excise and the Customs duty. The
law allows the goods to come in bond for manufacturing
purposes, and to be taken out of bond at the difference
between the Customs and Excise duties.

Mr. BLAKE. What is proposed to do?
Mr. COSTIGAN. It is proposed to leave that open to be

varied by the Governor in Council as the interests of the
public require.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not know about the interests of the
public; but it seems to me a very extraordinary proposition
that Parliament, which fixes the duties, which fixes the
amount thiat the public or the manufacturer is to pay,
should now be asked to leave it to the Governor in Council
to fix what the rate of payment should be. At present, the
operation of the law is, as the hon. gentleman says, that the
goods which are imported for use as raw material by those
who require them are allowed to be used by those persons
on their paying the difference between the ustoms and
Excise duties. But, under this proposition, the duty may
be varied by the Governor in Council. It may be heightened
or it may be lowered, and there may be an increased charge
at the pleasure of the Governor in Council. The principle
upon which the change is to take place is not stated, and it
is proposed, contrary, as I conceive, to the rules of Parlia-
ment, to give the Governor in Council power practically to
make the impost.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Power to reduce it.
Mr. BLAKE, The hon. gentleman's proposal does not

say it shall be lawful to diminish, but that it shall b. lawful
to vary the charge. A variation must be created by an
increase.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Would the bon. gentleman be satis-
fied if it were provided that it should be a decrease?

Mr. BLAKE. I think it would be an improvement.
Mr. COSTIGAN. I propose to add to the fourth para-

graph: "Provided that no increase shall be made in such
duties."

Amendment agreed to.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman

did not say anything in regard to the efect of this resolutiont
in reference to the prohibition of the removal of methylated
spirite without a permit. What is the reason for that
alteration?t

Mr. COSTIGAN. It is foand that methylated spirits
find their way into public use and are very often sold as a
beverage when mixed with alcohol. That, of course, is
very objectionable, and it is to protect the public against
that that this clause is inserted.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Are there not many
persons who require, in connection with their business, to
have possession of methylated spirits, and would not this
subject a very large number of such persons to be fined if
they were found in possession of any quantity, however
small? I am not conversant with all the trades that use
methylated spirits, but I think that might cover a very
large number of people that, the hon, gentleman would
hardly pro pose to fine for having possession of such a small
quantity of this article. There is a danger in making
them so wide that they will be practically inoperative.

Mr. COSTIGAN. It is difficult to meet all theese pointe
that may possibly arise. But the greater evil is dealt with.
I am informed this same provision is in the English law.

Mr. BLAKE. That may be quite true. But we all
know that if we are obliging those who require to use an
article in numerous trades, to obtain permits, we are put-
ting a considerable restriction upon trade, and considerable
vexation.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the fee
demanded for the possession of a permit ? It is not granted
as a matter of course, I know. I think a considerable fee
is usually required from all parties carrying on business.

Mr. COSTIGAN. No, I think that we shall not ask any
fee at all in such cases as the hon. member suggests.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Io it to be granted as
of courtesy ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I should be glad if the

hon. gentleman would, if he could, give us some details,
when this comes on to the next stage, as to the number of
trades that are affected. My own impression is that a con
siderable number would be affected by it, much larger than
any body would suppose.

Mr. BLAKE. Are methylated spirits used for illuminating
purposes at all ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. In some cases, I am informed, they
are used-not generally.

On resolution 5,
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the variation

between the present law and this provision ?
Mr. COSTIGAN. This change is to facilitate the busi-

ness transactions by the manufacturers in disposing of their
stock. It reduces the quantity required for ex-warehous.
ing, from the present Act. At present the manufacturer
of tobacco from the Canadian leaf labors under a disadvan-
tage from which the manufacturer from the fbreign leaf is
free. The foreign leaf may be brought into the country in
bond, and when manufactured removed in bond from one
warehouse to another, without paying duty until disposed
of, while the Canadian leaf can only be bonded once, and,
therefore, we propose to extend the privilege of removing
tobacco, manufactured from the Canadian leaf, from one
warehouse to another, when the packages are not less
than ten pounds.

On resolution 6,
Mr. BERGIN. Before the resolution is adopted, I wish

to call the attention of the House to the oleomargarine
question. I do not think, Sir, that the Houe and public
generally are seuiciently acquainted with the method o f
the manufacture of oloomargarine, or with the materials
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of which it is prepared. The great centre at which
oleomargarine is prepared, is Hunter's Point, in the State
of New York. It is true, as a gentleman behind me re-
marks, that thore are large factories at Chicago also, but
the manufactories at Hunter's Point are the largest in the
States. At that point the factories are entirely in the hands
of Jews. Dead cattle, dead hogs, dead horses, dead cats,
too, I might say, are used for the production of this article,
which is thrown upon the market as human food, and as a
substitute for one of the most wholesome and healthful foods
employed by the people. Animals which die in the cars
from over-crowding, or are strangled to death, animals that
die from disease, are purchased at a nominal sum by these
people. Hogs that die from disease, from hog cholera, and
from charbon, horses that die, and cattle that die from
pleuro-pneumonia are used in the manufacture; and the
counties around New York furnish a large number of
cattle which die in the distilleries and in the cattle byres
from that terribly infectious disease, pleuro-pneumonia,
and are taken to these factories by the hundred and by
the thousand, many of them in such a state that if you take
hold of thom by the leg you draw the leg off. Those are
thrown into vats where they are subjected to a heat of over
300 dogrees, until the fat separates from the fleash and the
bones and the bides and floats upon the top,,and the offal goes
to the bottom. When this separation takes place, after the
heat bas been applied long enough-a leat that, I make
bold to Eay, does not destroy the germs of disease in those
dead carcasses-the vacuum lump is applied, the vats are
cooled until the temperature comes down to about 150
degrees, when ice is thrown in and after a time the fat
separates and becomes hard. Thon the man-holes are
opened, water is poured in until a couple of feet of water
are between the offal and the hardened fat, the water
is run off, the offal is allowed to escape from
the bottom, the fat is taken out and thon bleached
by the application of sulphuric acid and other
chemicals. It is contended by the parties who own those
factories and make human food out of the rotten, dccayed
carcasses that the chemicals destroy all the diseased parti-
clos. No proof of that has ever been produced. On the
contrary, we know, as was stated by the hon. member for
Dundas (Mr. Hickey) the other night, that where animals,
which died of a certain disease, were buried as deep as eight
or ton foet under ground, a year afterwards healthy animals
feeding on the ground under which those diseased animals
had been buried were infected with the same disease and it
spread among the cattle throughout the surrounding country.
Yet this is the material from which human food, an article
designed to take the place of butter, is manufactured, and it
can be produced at so cheap a rate that it is impossible for
the honest dairyman or for the honest butter-maker to com-
pete. In preparing this food the manufacturers designedly
go to work to deceive. By machinery, after they bave
bleached this fat to the color they desire, by means of
chemicals so as to place the article on the market, they
granulate it so as to give it the appearance of butter.
They imitate what is called gilt-edge butter so closely that
it is impossible for anyone to tell whether it is the gen-
uine article or not. The manufacturera aliso add chemicals
seo as to change the odor to that of first-class butter,
and they add chemicals to give it a flavor. Whether
those chemicals added to make oleomargarine are likely to
add to the healthfulness of the product or not, I leave for
the louse to declare. But I do say that the Government
should hesitate before they allow to be manufactured in
this country or sold here an article which is the product of
rotten and diseased carcasses. What I think the Govern-
ment should do under the circumstances is to issue a com-
mission and send that commission to Chicago and the State
of New York, to Hunter's Point, to see for themselves the
matter from which this oleomargarine is manufactuiud and

Mr. BERaiN.

the way in which it is manufactured, the fraudulent pro.
cesses through which this is being put in order that the
manufacturers may be able to place it upon the market as
human food and so deceive the publie that they will buy
this article as pure butter when they are roally buying the
vilest compound ever manufactured by chemical means.
I think the Government would not err just now if
they were to conficate the oleomargarine that is to-day
in the country. At all events if they do not
do that, I think it is their duty to prohibit the
sale of the oleomargarine now in the country until the
commission reports, and if after the report of that commis-
sion the Government decides to allow oleomargarine to be
manufactured bore, it should only be for exportation.
Canadians ought to be fed upon something botter than oleo-
margarine. We ought not to allow any class of mon to
corne here and impose upon our people as human food that
which we would not give to our dogs if we saw the manner
in which it was manulactured and the materials from which
it is made. It is monstrous to suppose that material like
that should be sold to our people as pure butter, and I think
the Government, now that their attention has been called to
it, and they have, at all events, the evidence I offer them of
the kind of material of which oleomargarine is compounded,
should listen to the suggestions we offer. I am far from
believing that oleomargarine is not a source of disease. I
am far from believing it eau be safely used, and we are yet
to be convinced that many of the diseases to which people
in the large cities and towns are subjected are not the result
of using oleomargarine. At all events, we know that since
the iintroduction of that food certain poisonous blood
diseases have become more frequent and more deadly.
These remarks I offer to the Government in the hope that
they will take heed and that they will not allow factories of
this kind to be established in the country until a most
thorough investigation has been made. I know that of
which I speak. I know that the evil bas grown to such an
extent that the authorities of the United States, not only
the Federal Government but the several State Governments,
have had their attention called to it. Last year a meeting
was held-true it was a secret session-at the Cooper Insti-
tute, in New York city, at which prominent dairymen of the
United States were invited to be present. The most able
of the internal revenue offlcers were present at that meet-
ing. Evidence was produced more terrible. more horrible
and disgusting than anything I have put before the House
to-night with respect to the manufacture of oleomargarine.
Excuses were attempted to be made on the part of manu-
facturers of that vile compound by stating that butyrine
and butyric acids and all the noxious compounds were
removed by the chemicals used in its manufacture. But
they failed to prove their assertion. At that meeting at
which there were present most of the prominent dairymen
of the State, including representatives from Orange
county, which is famed for the character of its butter the
wide world over, probably the most prominent man, who
kept silent during the whole of the proceedings, was the
greatest authority. When asked what ho had to say ho
replied, in a speech characteristie of bis countrymen, lean-
ing bis hands on the table: "I have heard it all. I have
got the best bred and best fed cows in the State of New
York, but I can tell you that the best bred and the best fed
cows are nowhere when they corne into competition with a
dead rotten hog." What that man said in his homely
Yankee phrase was the truth, the whole truth and nothing
but the truth as regards oleomargarine.

Mr. JACKSON. The hon. member for Cornwall (Mr.
Bergin) has been spreading it a little thick. My opinion in
regard to this matter is that hon. members who have been
asking the Government to prohibit the article, do not know
anything about it. I have had considerable experience
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with oleomargarine and butterine. The fact is that this 'we know that many of the diseases which carry off such
article is equal to the common class of butter. If such is large numbers of children, particularly in larger cities and
the case, and if it has been analysed and found towns, are not due to the consumption of these villainous
not to be injurious to the publie health, then I say it compounds. We know that the three hundred and odd
should ho allowed to be manufactured in this country, degrees of heat to which these carcasses are subjected, is
but my opinion is that if it is not injurions to the publie not sufficient to destroy all ofthe poisonous germs, and I do
health, it should be allowed to be manufactured free of not think there is anyone in this louse, who gives the matter
Excise, because it will go into common use with the poorer proper consideration, who will for a moment believe that it is
classes of the country, and if it cannot be detected from as well to fill the stomachs of our people, ho they adults or
butter it must be a good article. I have seen the article. children, with the fat from rotten or diseased animals, com-
I have bonght it and tasted it, and the sample which was bined with chemicals which we know'are destructive of human
handed round this Chamber within the last few days is a life. I think the Government will receive with consideration
very inferior article. I went to Chicago last tall buying whatI have offered, and I think they will scout the suggestion
supplies for my lumber camp. I had always bought butter, offered by the hon. gentleman opposite. Al we ask the
but on this occasion the dealer asked me why I did not buy Government to do is to enquire whether the statements I
this article, oleomargarine or butterine. I said I did not have made are correct or incorrect. If they are found to be
think it was fit for people to use, and he replied : You are true thon there can be no excuse for allowing oleomargarine
entirely miEtaken ; try it. I tried a sample. I tasted it to be manufactured or sold in this country. If they are
and examined it, and I made up my mind it was equal to found not to be true thon I shallh be obliged to admit what
good, fair butter, and I bought a large supply for one of my the hon. gentleman from South Norfolk (Mr. Jackson) says
lumber camps in Michigan. To tell you the truth of the -that anything is good enough to foed his employecs.
matter, I had always taken in butter before, but the men
always complained that the butter got strong, but since Mr. JACKSON. I did not say anything of the kind, but
this particular occasion there has not been a single com- 'the hon. gentleman is so prejudicod against this article that
plaint against this oleomargarine. They have used it, and ha could not deal with it fairly. I said if it was not injur-
of course they did not know it was oleomargarine ious to the public health-as the Minister stated it was

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear. not-if it could be produced so that consumers could not
tell it from butter, we should allow the consumers to have

Mr. JACKSON. So long as they did not know it, and it. Tho hon. gentleman referred to me as though I fed my
so long as they thought it was good butter, and if it was not men on poor articles. If they will go to my lumber camp
injurious to health, I do not see why they should not use it. in Michigan they will find that Michigan lumbermen do not
My opinion is that the Government, instead of puttiug an starve their men. They foed their mon on the best there is
Excise duty on the article, should reduce the Excise so tha, to be got, and I say that the butterine that I supplied trose
it could be manufactured in this country. The general mon was equal to, if not botter than the butter which I had
public cannot tell it from butter, and it can be used by the always supplied them. They found no fault with it, but
poorer classes because it is botter than some butter. If the hon. gentleman is so prejudiced that he could not look
they cannot tell it from butter, and if it is not injurious to into the matter fairly.
health, let them stamp the article for what it is ; do
not deceive the people, but allow it to be manufactured in Mr. TAYLOR. I am glad to see that what opposition
this country, as it is cheaper and botter for that purpose. I exists to the policy of prohibiting the manufacture of oleo-
believe it would be doing justice to the poorer classes of this margarine comes from the other side of the House. I would
country, if, instead of putting the Excise duty at 8 cents, it like to ask the hon. member for South Norfolk (Mr. Jack.
should ho reduced to 4 cents, or taken off entirely. son) if ha informed his mon to whom he fed this oleomar-

Mr. BERGIN. I did not suppose the day would ever garine or butterine what the article really was? fHe says
corne when any man in the Parliament of Canada would that the Government should properly brand the article, but
dare to stand up and advocate the feeding of the product of did ha brand what ho fed to his mon; did they know what
suai rotten carcasses as I have described to the people of t his it was ? My hon. friend from North Leeds was sent a sample
country instead of butter. But when, in addition to his of oleomargarine yesterday. A friend of his who was in
hardihood in advocating that view, the hon. gentleman tells the States bought two pounds, at 9 cents a pound, and that
us that ho has been in the habit of feeding it to his em- sample is in the louse, and it was that sample which I
ployees; that ho found it to be cheaper than butter, and showed my hon. friend yesterday. It requires an expert to
that they did not find it to be worse than the butter with tell it, if it was only nine or ton days old when it was on
which ho fed them, all I can say is, I can well believe it. exhibition. I wonder if the hon. member for South Nor.
But, Sir, we know that butter will become rancid and folk (Mr Jackson) would like to have the farmers of his
strong, and w know that oleomargarine remains always county compote on the market with this article which sells
Lhe same rotten thing, with Lte snmell and taste disguised t or 9 cents a pound ? I think that hon. gentleman made
the end. It cannot get worse. IL may ho good enough in a speech a few years ago in favor of lowering the standard
that hon. gentleman's opinion to feed to the men h employs, of oats from thirty-four pounds a bushel te hirty-two
but it is not good enough to foed to good, honest Canadian pounds a bushel, so that farmers could get as much for
citizens. It was urged very strongly the other day, in the thirty-two pounds of oats as they used to get for thirty-four.
progress of this debate, that on account of its cheapness That was the substance of his argument. Now, he wants
it should be admitted as human food, but I contend that them to put their butter in competition with oleomargarine
this is an argument which should be scouted. We, Sir, in at 9 cents a pound. 1 am glad the lumbermen that he
this Parliament have a duty to performa to the countryfed with this article were in the United States and not in
We ought not to permit anything which is diseased or Canada. I am glad to know there is not a gentleman on
poisoned to ho used as human food. We owe it also to the this side of the liouse who favors the production of that
farmers of the country that we should protect them. Theirs article in Canada.
is the largest and most powerful interest in the country, Mr. GILLMOR. Well, Sir, the Government the hon.
and we ought not, because there are men who think that gentleman supports intend to have it manufactured here.
anything is good enough to feed those whom they employ, la that the way the hon. gentleman wants to protect the
to allow poisonous products of this kind thobe introduced farmers-to force them into competition with oleomargar-
into the country and used daily for human food. Ho-v do iine manufactured in this country as well as that imported
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from the United States. I, myself, made some remarks on
this matter the other day, and I certainly was not aware
that the article was made from the decayed bodies of ani-
mais. I really cannotconceive of that; 1 think there must
be some mistake. I know that some years ago, when I was
in New York, I found that the poor people of that city
were in the habit of buying an article of this kind because
they were not able to buy butter, and I am sure it was a
healtby article. I do not think there ean be any objection
to it if it is not injurious to public health; but if it is to be
manufactured, and if those who manufacture it will be buy-
ing the dead bodies of horses and cow-s, as we are told they
do in the United States, I tbink both its manufacture and
importation should be prohibited.

Mr. IRVINE. I have nothing to say in favor of the manu-
facture of this article. I think there is plenty of butter in
the country, and it is cheap enough. But while I am of that
opinion, 1 think the statements made by the hon. member
for Cornwall (Kr. Bergin) are very highly colored and
very much exaggerated. If we took all the dead animals
in the country, I think they would yield very little fat out
of which to make oleomargarine. I have never seen the
ai ticle; but I have alway a understood that it was made
principally out of tallow. We know that the Price of tallow
is from $4 to $6 per cwt., and tallow is certainly not an
unwholesome article; and at that rate olemargarine could
be manufactured and sold at a handsome profit for 8 or 9
cents a pound. But this is the first time I have learned that
there were so many dead animals in the country or that
there was so much fat in them. The hon. gentleman sneered
at my hon. friend about feeding his men on that article.
which was good enrugh for people on the other side of
tbe' line. I know the average American, and ho is quite
as able to tell a good article when he sees it as a Cana-
dian. If olcomargarine is anything worse than the butter
which cornes from Ontario down to St. John, N.B., it is
certainly not worth much. I am willing that the article
should be put alongside of butter, and I will guarantee
that you will not deceive a New Brunswicker with it.
You might deceive an Ontario man, who has eaten the
stinking stuff which is sent down to us, but not a New
Brunswicker.

Mr. GAULT. If this article is ail that it is represented
to be, I think we should not manufacture it in Canada to
send to people on the other side of the Atlantic. I know
that a man was arrested in Liverpool for selling spurious
butter there, and he had great difficulty in getting away.
If this article is what the hon. member for Cornwall says
it is, it should not be allowed to be manufactured at ail.
But I hope the members who represent farming constituen-
cies will make it a point to go around and ask the farmers
to instruct their wives how to make butter. A great deal
of the butter we get in Montreal is not fit for use.

Mr. FISHER. Before this resolution passes I should
like the Minister to make some explanetions with regard
to the means he intends to use for restricting the manufac-
ture and to insist on a healthy product being put on the
market, if after what we have heard it is possible that
oleomargarine can be healthful.

Mr. RESSON. I should be glad if the Government
would lake the whole matter into consideration as to
whether there is not enough butter in the country and
whether the price of it is not sufficiently low as to make it
unnecessary to permit the manufacture of an article of this
kind at all. There is not a gentleman in this House iden-
tified with the agricultural interest who does not know that
there is abundance of butter produced in this country and
that the larger proportion of it is very good indeed. It is
only the handling that it gets in the country stores that
makes it inferior for use by the time it reaches a dietance

from where it is made. After it bas passed through the
bande of many country merchants, by whom a variety of
quantities are packed together in tubs, is then shipped in
hot cars, i frequently left standing on the wharves of
towns and cities on the way to its destination, and
is then retailed in some filthy store. It is not reason-
able to suppose that farmers' butter will always
be as nice as the tasteful housekeeper would like to
have it on the table. If we have a quantity of butter that
is inferior in its quality when it reaches the market, is it not
fair to assume that it would be unwise to introduce a sub-
stitute even in our own market for those who are obliged to
buy a poor article, when that substitute is more unhealthful
still than the strong-tasting butter that is so properly
objected to now. I do not think it would improve the man-
ufacture of butter in Canada, or that it would give employ-
ment to many extra hands; and it would b. simply, as
appears from what the hon. member for Oornwall says, to
get rid of the dead stock, such as cattle dying on railway
trains, or in passing from one stock yard to another. Now,
I think the Government ought to prevent both the manu-
facture and the importation of it. If 8 or 10 cents a
pound is not sufficient duty, I would certainly advise the
Government to put on sufficient to prevent ite importation
altogether. There is no necessity for it. utter is
cheap, and our people are not so poor that they can-
not buy good butter and pay the price for it.
There may be some poor families who cannot afford to buy
the best butter; but is it advisable to put an article in their
way which is going materially to damage the health of the
family as well as the reputation of our butter in the market?
What would be the result ? You would put on the market
here an article that would enter into competition with dairy-
made butter, the product of our farms. And as hon. gentle-
men say that you cannot even detect the one from the other,
what would be the result ? It would probably be to force
on the foreign market, as best Canadian dairy butter, an
adulterated substitute. I should be glad if the Government
would take means, as they can, to prevent the manufacture
of oleomargarine, by imposing so high an Excise duty on
it that it would be impossible to manufacture it with any
profit.

Resolutions reported and concurred in.

Mr. COSTIGAN introduced Bill (No. 101) to amend the
Consolidated Inland Revenue Act of 1883 and the Acts
amending the same.

Bill read the first time.

SUPPLY.

Hc use again resolved itself into Committee of Supply.

(In the Committee.)
Departm:nt of Indian Affirs.......... ........... 36,257 50

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The emall increases on this
item are as follows :-Chief clerk, an increase of $50, the
ordinary increase; in the third.class clerks, there are two
increases of $50 each; second-class clerks, also $50
increases. The fact is they are all increases of $50, except
those of Mr. Shore and Mr. Hunton, who have a 8100 increase,
because they passed on special subjects and obtained each
850 besides the statutory increase; in the third-class, there
are two increases. In the one case the clerk receives $612
and in the other 8500. Then the housekeeper has an increase
of $30, which brings him to $400, and the messenger bas also
an increase of $30, making $375. Those increases are all
ordinary increases.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. I observe a promotion
is mentioned; Who is the gentleman intended to be pro-
moted ?
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Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Mr. McNeill, who is pro-

moted to the first-class at $50. Mr. McNeill had $1,400
and ho will now have $1,450. The first-class begins at
81,400 and goes to $1,800.

Mr. WALLAQE. Did ho pass his promotion examina-
tion?

bir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In all cases of promotion,
they must pass this examination.

Mr. VAIL. Who is the Solicitor for Indian Affairs?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. He is the Deputy Minister

of Justice, who receives $3,600, and these $400 make up
his salary to $4,000.

Mr. VAIL. It would be better to give him $4,000 at
once.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This has been the practice
for many years.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). It would be incon.
venient to have such a difference between him and the other
deputies.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If the Minister of
Justice looks at the next charge, ho will see that other
deputies are marked 84,200 or $4,000, and in one case I
think something more; and, although it is perfectly true,
as the Minister of Public Works remarked, that that has
been the practice, it appears to me that it is a very un-
necessary practice, and that it would be botter to call the
salary of our Deputy Minister of Justice $4,000, instead of
disti ibuting it in two places. In the case of the Deputy of
the Minister of Railways, and I think aiso in the Public
Works, the Deputy Minister has $4,100, the Chief Eugineer
of Canals, $4,500, and so on. I am not objecting to this,
but I really think my hon. friend is right, and that it would
be better to put the two amounts together.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Perhaps so.

Auditor General's Office............................. ........ $21,300
Mr. McLELAN. There were nine third-class clerks

provided for last year, and I think only eight were
appointed. Provision was made for one, but the Auditor-
General did not fill it, and continued a temporary clerk,
and this year he has provided for the appointment of
Mr. J. W. Ried at $800. Last year he was a temporary
clerk. He has also provided for him for special quali-
fications as an accountant. That and the statutory increases
are all the alterations since last year.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Incidentally I might
observe that it appears to me that the question of the dep-
uty heads requires a little consideration. Here is an officer
of very considerable importance, that is to say, the Auditor
General himself, who is in a certain sense our officer, the
officer of the House, and who is the supervisor of all these
parties, and he is put at a considerably lower salary than
most of our deputy heads. I am inclined to think that, now
that officer bas been so many years in the service, and has
proved so efficient an officer and one so useful to the House,
the Statute should be amended so as to put him on an equal-
ity with the deputy heads who receive 81,200 or $4,100.
That, however, is a matter for the consideration of the
Ministers, and one which, I know, must be done by Statute.
It could not be doue by a parliamentary vote.

Department of Finance and Treasury Board.......553,067 50
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There are many

ment. Then there have been two deaths in the Depart.
ment. One officer who died received $1,800, and his place
has been filled by one at 81,475. Another who died was
receiving $1,437, and a promotion was made to fill hi&
place at $1,400. Then, it is proposed in the coming year
to superannate one or two of the officers who are advanced
in years and are receiving high salaries, and to appoint
others at lower salaries, and in this way the saving is
effected, reducing the amount from $57,000 to $53,000.

Inland Revenue Department... .............. $37,760
Mr. COSTIGAN. There is no change in the number of

officers, and the only change in the salaries is the statutory
increases.

Sir RICHIARDCARTWRIGHIT. Looking at it casually,
I should imagine that somebody had more than the statu-
tory increase. I find twenty-four gentlemen among whom
an increase of $1,300 is divided, which is more than 850 a
piece.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I am quite satisfied that there is no
increase except the statutory increases, although apparently
the amount slightly exceeds that. I will get the informa.
tion for the hon. gentleman on concurrence.

Mr. WILSON. I find that in 1884-85, he expended some-
thing like $35,000, and bore we bave him asking for some-
thing like 837,000. Why is ho asking for $2,000 more this
year ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. A portion of the $36,OO voted last
year, was not exponded. But every year we base the esti-
mates upon the same principle, that is, the sum that is
likely to be required. But it sometimes happons that an
office becomes vacant, and no salary is drawn for that office
for sometime, and this accounts for the non.expeuditure of
the whole amount.

Mr. WILSON. Will the Minister please explain why it
was that the whole amount was not expended, and what
offices became vacant ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. I have been so accustomed to be celled
upon to explain increases of expenditure, that it is some.
thing new to be called upon to explain a diminished expen-
diture.

Mr. WILSON. I do not complain of a diminished ex.
penditure, but I do ask the hon, gentleman to explain why
it is that he is asking this year $),000 more than the expen.
diture oflast year for the same service. I want the bon. gen.
tleman to make a closer approximation of the amount that
it will be necessary to expend.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is clear that some-
body here in the second-class ias received more than the
statutory allowance, there are twelve second-class clerks
and they divide among them 8712.50; now it is quite clear
that the statutory incroases would only amount to $600;
therefore some of these persons have received at the rate of
$100 each, who are they and what is the reason for giving
them the extra allowance?

Mr. COSTIGAN. All I can do s toitell the hon. gentle.
man that I will explain this on concurrence.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But when the lon.
gentleman comes down bere and tells us that they are only
ordinary increases, and it turns out that that is not the
case, ho ought to acquaint himself better with the details
or postpone the item.

alterations here and a considerable reduction, which is par- Mr. COSTIGAN. Lt is cuâtemary, wlen gentlemen
ticularly due, I know, to the appointment of the Assistant critfoise the estimates, that where a discrepancy so very
Financial Inspector. liglt occure, te make and acoept the explanation on con-

Mr. MOLELAN. Of that reduction, $1,700 is for the currence. I told the hon. gentleman that there wu appar.
transfer of the Assistant Inspector to charges of manage- entiy, amonget the eecondciass clorks, an inore boyond
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the statutory increase, and I promised him an explanation
on concurrence.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not want to detain
the House upon a matter of $50 or $60 extra, but really I
muet say that the bon. gentleman ought to have acquainted
himself with the details of that kind before asking for the
vote. It is not at all desirable to postpone this to concur-
rence, when nobody can rely on remembering these matters,
and when they may slip through without the slightest
notice.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I may tell the hon, gentleman that I
had been furnished with all the details regarding increases,
but I did not expect to use them to-night, and the officer
who has them bas gone home. But I will furnish the infor-
mation required by the hon. gentleman.

Department of Onstoms .... ............... $33,100

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How bas the Minister
of Customs managed to ask for $1,300 less than last year.

Mr. BOWELL. That is customary in mv Department.
This decrease is partially owing to the fact th-ii Mr. Peachey,
who was formerly chief clerk at $2.400, has been super-
annuated. is position has not been filled, but a third-class
clerk appointed. Then there have been a number of changes.
When an officer dies, or is removed, some one else is appointed
at a lower salary. The only increases that have taken place
have been the statutory increases. The office of assistant
commissioner and chief accountant bas been separated,
and the assistant commissioner now has that work to attend
to exclusively, together with the work that is imposed upon
him ithrough carrying out the Chinese Act. Mr. Watters,
a first-class clerk and assistant accountant, is now made the
accountant, and it is proposed, when he bas passed the pro-
motion examination, to make him a chief clerk.

Department of Postmaster-General.................$168,585

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is a considerable
increase both in number of officers and cost.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. They are the statutory
increases for the first and second-class clerks. The chief
clerk has a statutory increase of $50 and the first-class
clerk has a similar increase. Next come the second.class
clerks. One of these bas been promoted and the vacancy
bas been filled et $100 less. The total increase is $150. Of
third-class clerks there are six, the total increase being
$1,495. In the accountant's office there are some statutory
increases. There are in that office twenty-three third-class
clerks who have obtained statutory increases, the total
increase, after deductions are made, being 81,500. In the
money order office the rincipal increase is $700, being
Increases given to third-class clerks. In the savings bank
office there is a small increase.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Who are the packers,
of whom there are twenty, and what grade do they hold ?

asked for the services of this year, in all, a little over
$3,000,000 on post office service. When yon recolleet
that the total revenue that the Finanee Minister expected
was about $1,850,000, the annual deficiency appears
to be greatly in excess of any addition to the service
that bas been rendered within the last seven or eight
years. In 1878, the expenditure was $1,724,000. .Now,
the expenditure is $1,841,000, and it corresponds precisely
with the increase here. I cannot, for my own part, under-
stand how that can be justified by the growth of the post
office within the last six or seven years. It appears to me
that there is a great laxity in the Department to allow of
such an increase.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There is no doubt there is
a large increase in this Department, but if there is a large
increase in the expenditure, the hon. gentleman will admit
that there is a very large increase in the service. The post
office service in the North-West for example, is extending
every day, and must extend, and it cannot give a return in
accordance with the expenditure. The distances are very
great, the population is scattered and not very numerous,
and yet we have to give them the same postal facilities
that we have for other portions of the country and wait
until the country becomes more settled, when the revenues
will increase. For many years no doubt that service will
not repay the country in that way, but if we do not obtain
a revenue from the post office service, we will obtain it from
the sale of lands, from Customs, Excise, and so on, and so
will recoup ourselves in that direction. The hon. gentle-
man will remember-we have been long enough in Parlia-
ment together for him to remember-the time when other
portions of the country were about in the same
position as the North-West and Manitoba are now,
but matters have improved very much and the revenue
has increased largely. We cannot expect that both ends
will meet for years to come. Nevertheless I may say that, so
far as I recollect, this Department, which at a certain period
I had the honor of administering, is well administered, the
officers are up in their work, and the Postmaster-General
and the previous Postmaster-General have given great
attention to the service, and tried to curtail the expenses as
much as possible. flowever, the wants of the people are
such that we cannot refuse all the applications that are
made. If the Postmaster-General would grant ail the
applications that are made, I am sure that the hon. gentle-
man would see that the expenditure has grown much more
than it bas grown. We have to refuse; we have to select
and do the best we can, and I have no doubt that Parlia-
ment will not refuse to give the necessary amount for this
service, which is a very important one, as the hon. gentle-
man knows.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is true there are
perhaps few Departments as to which the House would be
less disposed to be critical than the post office. But 1must
observe that the deficit has increased enormously. In the
time of Mr. Mackenzie's Administration a very great change
was made. We reduced the rate, if I recollect aright, from

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. They occupy about the 5 cents to 3 cents, and as a matter of course a considerable
same position as messengers, and pass the same examina- loss was inflicted on the revenue at the same time. That,
tion. They are not entitled to more that $500. however, was in a fair way of being recovered, and after

doing that our total deficit was only about $600,000; now it
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. No doubt the $4,000 threatens to be a million and it may be more, it would be a

or $5,000 increases are pretty well covered by the same great deal more if we were to take into account the increases
$50 statutory increases, but I desire to point out that this of this particular Department under consideration. I think
Department is continually increasing its number of this is more than can be fairly accounted for by any growth
employees. The number bas swollen from about 100 to in Manitoba and the North-West. There the total expendi.
188 within the last five or six years. It is becoming a ture would not be more than 8250,000, and it always wae
serions matter. We have here $200,000, including contin- very considerable, even seven or eight years ago. 80
gencies for the Post Office Department under Civil Govern- i though that may aconut for part ofit, it would not acoount
ment. Looking on a little further we have 82,840,000 1 for the whole of it,

Mr. CoesTIAN.
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Department of Agriculture ................................. 0$47,705

Mr. CARLING. The increase amounts to 1,070. The
statutory increases amount to $1,470, but 1his is reduced by
the fact that only $100 was paid for a private seoretary last
year when the usual amount is $600.Then there has been
the death of Mr. Fraser, creating a vacancy which has not
been filled, which with the difference in the amount for
private secretary leaves the increase of $1,070.

Mr. VAIL. I find by the Auditor General's report
that the total amount for extra services in this Department
is over $18 000. That would seem rather irregular. If
these clerks are required in the Department, I think their
salaries should be in the amount we are now voting. I can
understand that it is quite impossible to get along with such
a Department as this without some extra sums in this way,
but this seems an exceedingly large one. Are these clerks
still kept on, and is it the intention to keep them on,
because as the vote stands now it is rather deceptive ?

Mr. CARLING. A number of the clerks have been em-
ployed in connection with the census of the North-West
Territories and criminal and other statistics, and also in
connection with the patent branch. The number of patents
issued ha inereased very largely, while the receipts of that
branch have increased very mucl more than the cost of the
number of clerks employed, and I think a large nunber of
the extra clerks are employed there. The patent fees give
869,000 a year of receipts in round numbers.

Mr. VAIL. We have the amounts which go to make up
this surn summarised in the Auditor-General's report. There
is nothing among them for the patent office. Here is one
item, for instance: M. C. Woods, 70 hours, at $1 an hour.

Mr. CARLING. M. C. Woods is not employed in the
Department at present.

Mr. VAIL. I am not charging my hon. friend with any
neglect of duty. I am simply pointing out that this requires
somoe explanation.

Department of Marine..................................... $23,912 50

Mr. VAIL. low is it that the Minister of Marine has
not allowed his clerks the $50 increase ?

Mr. FOSTER. They have been allowed the $50 increase.
The number of clerks is the same, but one clerk has been
transferred from the Departnent of Marine to the Depart-
ment of Finance, by which a savin of some $400 has been
made; and the regular increases $50 taken in connection
with that, make up the whole increase of $40.

Sir RICHARD CAR TWRIGHT. Who is the clerk that
has been transferred ?

Department of Publie Worka....................... ..... $0,020

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The increase is altogether
due to the $50 increases.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I observe tat the
clerks must be of the highest quality, beoause it does not
seem necessary in any Department to deprive a single man
of the increase.

Department of Railways and Canals........$47,447 50

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Are these all statu.
tory increases too?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigenish). There are the various
increases, and there appears to be a second.class clerk pro-
moted to a first-class clerk-I cannot give his name.

Mr. VAIL. What is the meaning of the note at the
bottom of the page :

" An Order in Oouncil dated 18th December, 1882, allowed $2,000 a
year to Mr. Schreiber, au hief Enineer of the anadian Pfol Rail-
way, to be paid out of the appropriation tor that railway."
Is it intended to have an engineer appointed for the
Canadian Pacifie Railway now that it is supposed to be
completed ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That will be continued
until the railway is completed.

Mr. VAIL. This vote is not to come into effect until the
lst of July, and the railway will be completed before then.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Ris regular salary is 84,000.
The note is only to show the committee that basides that
lie has 82,000 as engineer of the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
but it is not noted here.

Resolutions to be reported; Committee to sit again.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 12:20
a.m., Wednesday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNZsDAY, u.I- April888.

The SPEAKEa took the Chair at Three o'elock.

FRAYERa.

FIRST READING.
Mr. FOSTER. Mr. McLelan. He was private eecretary Bill (No. 99) relating to Druggists (from the Senate).

In the Department. 1 -(Mr. ickey.)
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There appears to be

precisely the same number of clerks.

Mr. FOSTER. There is the same number. One has
been transferred as I have stated, and a third-class clerk
has been appointed at $400.

Sir RIGHARD CARTWRIGHT. What salary had
Mr. McLelan ?

Mr. FOSTER. I think it was $900.

Department of Fisheries...... .............. $13,100

Mr. FOSTER. There are regular statutory increases
and there is to be a promotion to the place of a second-
class clerx who died. Otherwise the number of clerks is
the esame as before.

BUSINESS OF THE SESSION.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would suggest to the leader of the
House whether, in view of the fact that it looks as if we
were to have a fairly short Session, it would not be well to
facilitate the business of the Hlouse by taking up these
Notices of Motion end pass through al the undisoussed
ones, so that the Departrments could get the papers ready
in order to bring them down te the .ous and thas avoid,
as much as possible, any delay in our private legislation.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In answer to the hon. gen-
tleman I may say that it is our desire to meet the wishes
of the House, and the wish seeme to be general to have as
short a Session as possible. But I would say to the hon.
gentleman that as to-day we only go on to six o'eloek with
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the Notices, we might proceed as usual to-day, but that on
Monday, when we take up Notices, we will be prepared to
meet the view of the hon. gentleman, if it is the desire of
the House, and go through Notices which are not opposed,
and then proceed to the other business of the House.

LETTERS PATENT FOR INDIAN LANDS.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN (for Sir JoHN MAODoNALD)
moved for leave to introduce Bill No. 102) to expedite the
issue of letters patent for Indian Lands. He said: The
object of this Bill is to place the issue of letters patent for
Indian lands in the same position as the issue of letters
patent for the ordinary lands of the country. It provides
that a Deputy Governor may be appointed by the Governor
General, who shall have power, under the instructions of
the Governor, to sign those letters patent! that the Super-
intendent-General of Indian Affairs or his Deputy, or some
other person thereunto specially authorised by Order in
Council, may sign those letters patent; and that they may
be registered in the Department of the Secretary of State,
and be signed by the Secretary of State or the Under
Secretary of State.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

THE FISHERIES OF MANITOBA.

Mr. ROYAL asked, Whether, in view of the exportation
which has been going on for the last two or three years, it
is the intention of the Government to make provision for
the effectual protection of the fisheries in the Province of
Manitoba ?

Mr. FOSTER. The Government is now making provision
for the more efficient protection of fish in Manitoba. There
is an inspector, Alexander McQueen, residing at Winnipeg,
and itl is proposed to increase the number of local guardians.
It is also intended to fix the close season in Manitoba for
whitefish from the lst of November to the lt of February,
giving the Indians only permission to fish through the ice
for food, but not for export or for sale, and to charge a
license fe for seine and net fishing.

HARBOR MASTERSHIP OF SA RNIA.

Mr. LANDERKIN (for Mr. LisTER) asked, 1. Whether
W. F. Taylor was lately appointed to the office of harbor
master at the port of Sarnia ? and if so, what is the date of
his appointment, and how is he compensated ? 2. Is the
Government aware that the said Taylor has left Canada and
removed to the United States, and that before removing he
appointed a deputy to discharge the duties of the office?
and if se, was such appointment made with the authority of
the Government, or is it the intention of the Government
to sanction such appointment ? 3. H[ave representations
been made to the Government, by petition or otherwise, with
a view to the abolition of the office of harbor master at the
port of Sarnia? and if so, is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to abolish the office ?

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. W. F. Taylor was appointed to the
office of harbor master at Sarnia on July 25, 1885. Ie
was compensated by fees. The Government has been made
aware that the said Taylor has left Canada and removed to
the United States, and that before leaving he appointed a
deputy to discharge the duties of the office. The appoint-
ment was not mae with the authority of the Government,
and it is not the intention of the Goverument to sanction
such appointment. Representations have bcen made to
the Government to abolisih the office of harbor master at'
Sarnia. It is not the intention of the Government at pre-
sent to abolish the office.

Sir HEo'on LANGEVIN.

THE GEOLOGICAL DISPLAY AND THE COLONIAL
EXHIBITION.

Mr. HOLTON asked, Iow many members of the staff of
the Geological Survey have been sent to England in connec.
tion with the Colonial and Indian E xhibition ? What duties
have been assigned to each, and how are their expenses to
be met ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell), Four members of the staff of
the Geological Survey have gone to England in connection
with the Colonial and Indian Exhibition: Dr. Selwyn, with
general superintendence of the geological, natural history
and raw products, including timber exhibit; Professor
Macoun, in special charge of botanical and natural history
collections; Mr. Adams, in special charge of mineral
exhibits ; Mr. Willmott, in charge of minerals, and giving
general assistance. The travelling expenses of these gen-
tlemen are paid through the Department of Agriculture on
exhibition account. Their maintenance in London will be
chargeable against the Geological Survey in the same way
as if they had been working in the field here.

TERMS OF UNION WITH PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND.

Mr. McINTYRE asked, Has the Government received
any communication or communications from the Imperial
Government in relation to the visit of Hlon. Messrs. Sullivan
and Ferguson, members of the Government of Prince
Edward Island, to London, or in relation to the non-fulfil-
ment of the terms of union with Prince Edward Island ?
If so, will such communication or communications, and the
answer of the Dominion Government thei-eto, be laid before
this Parliament ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. There has been no communication
sent to the Government since these gentlemen left for
England.

Mr. DAVIES. That is not the question, whether any
communications have been received since they left.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The question, as I have it here in
French, is whether the communication had been received
since they left, relative to their visit to London; and I said
there has been no communication, since they left, received
-ither from the Imperial authorities or from themselves.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. Minister will see that the ques-
tion is alternative-Has the Government received any
communication in relation to the visit of these gentlemen ?
Such communication may have been prior to their going to
England, or subsequent. It also asks: fias any communi-
cation been received in relation to the non-fulfilment of
the terms of union with Prince Edward Island ?

Kr. CHAPLEAU. That is not the same question. There
were some communications informing the Government of
the demands made by these gentlemen to the Imperial
authorities before their departure, and since nothing has
been done. If such communications are asked by the
House, they can be laid before Parliament.

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). I desire to call the atten-
tion of the House to a question of privilege, before the
Notices of Motions are gone on with. In the Ottawa .Free
Press, of the 13th of April, 1886, I read an editorial para-
graph in reference to myself, which is as follows :-

" Mr. Kirk, of Guysboro', brought to the attention ot Parliament yes-
terday a matter which was so grossly dishonorable and unfair on the
part of the person responsible tor it, that Mr. speaker unhesitatingly
pronounced it to be very improper, and stated that he would aIl the
attention of the chairman of the Debatea committee to the subject. It
appears that by an arrangement with the pablishers of the officiai
Hanard, individual memberi are permitted to obtain at a nominal price
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to cover expenses, reprints of their speeches as officially reported; and
these are circulated with the official headings and the officialimprimature.
But Dr. Cameroa, of Inverness, thought he could do better than that.
He obtained a pamphlet printed with the official heading, and the of-
fficial imprimature, containing a report of a debate, together with such
portions of the division list as usted bis own peculiar views as to
' political exigencies.' The cooked pamphlet also boasted this head-
ing : 'Better terms for Nova Scotia-The insincerity of the Grits ex-
posed-Only one from Ontario and one from Quebec li favor of better
terms for Nova Seotia-The member for Guysboro' caught in his
own trap by ameron (Inverness) and McDougall (Cape Breton).'
Dr. Gameron can circulate any falsehood lie pleases so long as he does
not libel his political opponentsu; but when lie issues from ithe Parlia-
mentary printing office, with the official heading-the official imprima-
ture-a pamphlet professing to be officiai which is a partisan effusion, he
resorts to a species ef warfre as contemptible as it is dastardly and dis-
honorable. Abuses of this kind of a useful privilege is likely to reault
in its abolition. The only person who condoned Ibis goos offence was
Mfr. Thomas White, and the possible reason he did tu was that Mfr.
Speaker had impartially eondemned, a few minutes before, this abuse of
thse privileges granted to members o! reproducing their speeches."

This editorial paragraph had reference to a discussion on
te question of privilege w Vich took place on the 12th

instant. This question of privilege was raised by the hon.
member for Guysboro' (1fr. Kirk), whose remarks were au
follows:-

4"Before the Orders of the Day are called I desire to direct your atten-
tion, Mfr. Speaker, and the attention of the Honse, to a matter whichhas
just come under my notice. I fid, with respect to a debate whieh
occurred on a motion mov'ed by myself for papers and correspondence
in regard o better terme in the Province of Nova8eotia,that this debate
is published with interpolations and corrections under the official head-
ing of the Debates of the flouse cf Gommons This le dons for the pur.
pose of cpra i l ession, and for he purpose of gvsng te
authority of this House to that false impression. I have the paperhere.
It is under the officia heading: 'fHouse of commons; Fourth Session,
Fifth Parliament, a9 Victoria-Better term to Nova Scotia-The lu-
sincerity of the Grits expoed''

Mfr. SPEAKER. The hon, gentleman must not read a
speech made the other day. Hie should state what the ques-
tion of privilege is.

Mfr. OAMERON (Inverness). It is neoessary to point
ont the remarks made in connectien with this question of
privilege, to show there was no grounsd for them, so far au I
amn conerd. nIfie.oontrary to the rules of te Hlouse
toe do so I shal snbmit, but I shall unquestionably be able
to show, as fab r aus I arn personally concerted, that there was
nither design, ur intention, nor reason why the very strong
language used against me should have been used on that
occasion. To-day I addressed a letter to te firm of MacLean,
Roger & Co., Parliamentery Printers. I have no personal
acquaintance with any member of that firm, or any body in
their employ, and I considered that, to place myseif rigt
before the Hfouse and thie oountry, the proper course for me
to pursue was to address a letter directly to thtese gentle-
men, believing they had honor and honesty enough to
answer tite questions I considered it my duty to ask them.
This morning I addressed them the following letter:

" OrrAwa, 14th April, 1886.
U GENrLERU,-I called at your printing establishment, a few days

ago, and there enquired how muchi, per hudred copies, it would cot to
publish thie debate under the heading-'Money Bubsidy to Nova eotia'
-in it correet Hansard reports f hIe Hous o! Gommons Debates of
tshe lst April, on page 474, ncluding tHe whole debate ou tha subject,
and contamnmg thse 'yeaa' su favor of my amendment to Mfr. Kirk's
motion on that subject, ou page 481. I was then and there informed
that it would coat seenty-ive cents 'per 100 copies,' with any heading
that I migjht desire. I thsen wrote what I considered 1o be a very suit-
ai.l headmg to the sid debate, as follows: 'fBetter terms for Nova
Scotia-The insincerity of the Griut exposed-Only one from OntarLo
and oe from Quebec in favor of bettrere for Nova Scotia-The
member for Guysboro' caught l is own trap by Gameron (Inverness)
and McDougall (Cape Breton).'

''I frankly submit thsat tis was a fairly appropriate heading to the
discuion na queionon. I had a perfect rigt to demand tihis heading
that publision, as it was neither mnilain nor unfair, n the circum-
stances. A nd, as the whol debate on th jet of a ' money subsidy
o Nova Scotia' would be publihed, tise rea e mit infer from tse

facts if the head-lines were incorrect.
As yourrightto publias that debate n that manner under tihe

o-cia heading-' House o! rommons Debates'-was severey criticised,
ln the Hous of Gommons, on a 'question of privilege,' on the 12th
instant, by' several mem b1rt of Pa ame at I bog de mand a #set-

cal answer to eaeh of the following questions, as I did not desire nor
require any violation of your duty to the Hlouse of Gommons :-

(1.) la it most improper for the Parliamentary Printers to publish
statements of this kind ?

'(2.) Have you the right to use the official heading-' House of Com-
mons Debates, 4th Session, 5th Parliament'-over a correct report of
the whole debate on a question of this kind ?

" (&.) Have you the right to state that such an issue was 'printed by
MacLean, Roger & Co., Parliamentary Printers ?

"(4.) Have you given me a correct Hansard report of the debate on
the ' oney subsidy for Nova 8cotia,' on the lst April lait, with head-
ing as agreed upon, and for which I paid you in good Dominion cur'-
rency, before delivery ?

"An early answer will oblige,
" Yours truly,

"H. kUERON (Inverness).
" Mesura. MAOLUAN, RocER k Go.,

"Parliamentary Printers,
"IWellington Street, Ottawa."

To this letter I received the following reply
"IOTTAwA, April 14th, 1885.

" DEAn Si,-We are in receipt of your letter of this day'a date, sub-
mitting to us certain questions, to which you aek us to give categorical
answers. You ask :

"l st. la it most improper for the Parliamentary Printers to publish
statements of tbis kind ?-Answer : We are authorised by our contract
to supply 'any member requiring extra copies of his own or any speech.'

"2nd. Have you the right to use the officiai heading ' House of Gom-
mons Debates, Fourth Session, Fifth Parliament,' over a corrected re-
port of the whole debate on a question of this kind ?-Anuwer: It has
been the invariable practice ;ithe question of right has never arisen; no
matter what the question, if the suoject of debate in Parliament.

" 3rd. Have you the right to statu tat buun as issue was ' Printed by
MacLean, Roger & Go., earliamentary Printers' ?-Answer . Yes ; we
claim the right.

" 4th. Have you given me a correct Bansard report of the debate ou
'the money subsidy for Nova ricotia,' &c. ?-Answur: We gave you
what you ordered, the Banatird report uf tMr. Kirk's speech and your
Own.

"We have the honor to be, your obedieut servante,
"IMAULBAN, IOGRI & 00."

Now, in view of this correspondence, I claim that I had
just as much right to give that heading to that publication
a other hon. members who have given similar headings to
papers published by themselves. i. referred to a number of
pamphlets, issued in a similar manner with similar head-
ings, and, therefore, I claim that 1 have doue nothing that
is not justiiied, nothing but what is done by several hon.
members of this House; that there was nothing either
msbiending or iuniair un the headags of that debate,
and, as far as that i concerned, 1 assume ail the respon-
sibility. I had no intention o circulating the debate except
in my own county, but, owing to the very public manner
in whsich the debate l s been referred to, 1 noW feel at
liberty to give it a little wider circulation.

Mr. KLEK. tir. Speaker-

Mir. SPEAKER. There is no question before the Chair,

THE RIEL QUESTION.

Mr. Landry (Mrontmagny) moved for;
Copies of correspondence, whether by telegraph or otherwise, between

the (*uvernment and £Drg. Jukes, Vaiade ana avell, or any of them,
oftcers of the Government apponted to enquire into the mental con-
dition of Louis Riel.

Sir RECTOR LANGEVIN. 1 asked the hon. gentleman
the other day to be pleased to postpone his mobion and I
would ask him again to postpone it.

FISHI-NG RIGRTS OF INDIANS ON LAKES HURON
AND NiI88ING.

Mr. O'BRIEN movod for:
Copies of petitions or letters from the Indians on the north short of

Lake tiuron or Lake Nipisuing wih reference to their rights of iishing
in those water-, and currespondence on the same subject between the
Department o indian Affairs and the local dupertententa,
He said: By this resoiution of which I have given notice,
and which 1 now beg leave to move, seconed by Mr.
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Dawson, I desire to call the attention of the House and of,
tie Government to a clause of the treaty, commonly known
as the Robinson Treaty, by which the Chippewa Indianason
the north shore of Lake Huron surrendered their lande to
the Government of this country. By this clause the Indiana
reserved the right to exercise in future those rights of
hunting sud fishing which they had hitherto enjoyed. It
is evident, from the terme of the treaty, that they were
apprehensive that that would happen which has since hap-
pened, that those rights would be seriously impaired as the
progress of the country went on. Although it is evident
that, in many respecte, it is impossible to prevent this
from happening, yet if it could be shown that the Govern.
ment of this country, either by its own acts or by the acts
of others, has placed the Indians in a worse position than
that which they occupied before, I think they are entitled to
compensation. The clause in the treaty embraces two
things.-the right of fishing, and the right of hunting. The
right of hunting would be necessarily limited, in the uature
of thinge, as the position of the country changes. It is
worth while to look for a moment at the very close con-
section of the fur trade, from which the Indiane at one;
time derived a very considerable benefit, with the great
events w hich have happened to this country. It was the
fur trade, carried on as these Indiane were in the habit of
uarrying it on, which brought about the disputes between the
English and French colonists, which resulted in devasta-
ting wars, and finally in the conquest of Quebec. It was the
fur trade which led to the sending out in the early days of
this country of the couriers des bois, the progenitors of those
Métis whose discontent with the chauged condition of affaire
was the main cause of that rebellion which we had so much
reason to deplore. And it was the fur trade which brought
into this country the company of Gentlemen Adventurers
trading to Hudson's Bay, who exercised until recent years
almost regal authority over the northern portion of thit
continent. But with regard to the claim of these Indians,
the Government have, for séveral years, allowed these rights
to be impaired. Tbey have established a close season which
has prevented the Indiane from enjoying the right of fishing
as it wa at the time the treaty was made, when there was no
close season. By their legislation in regard to the fisheries,
they have practicallydeprived the Indians of the fishing which
they previously enjoyed, because they have issued licenses
and encouraged in various ways the trade in fishing, which
has destroyed practidally the inshore fisheries which were
for the benefit of the Indians. While it must be admitted
that the hunting, in the nature of things, muet c >me to au end,
yet the fishing is a matter which is very largely regulated
by the action of the Government, and, if it appears, as it
must, that the position of the Indians is very inferior to
what it was when the treaty was made, tbey are entitled to
equitable consideration. There are several ways in which this
can be done; and, as I wish this motion to have a practical
result, I want to point out to the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries one way in which it can be done. At the time
this treaty was made, the Indians could fish where they liked,
and I think it would be only fair if the Depairtment would
agree to set apart some portions of the coast, conven-
iently situated to the Indian reserves, where the Indians
might have exclusive rights of fishing. That ie only a
reasonable proposition. By the action of the Government,
directly and indirectly, the Indians have lost the control of
the fishing, and it would be ouly fair for the Government
now to give them certain places where they would be in
something like the position in which they stood before.
There is another way in which I think the Government
might fairly deal with the Indians. There are many of
the bands whose reserves are comparatively worthless, from
an agricultural point of view. There are others who have
had no timber on their reserves, and consequently have not
had the same income from the sale of timber whieh other
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tribes possess. It would be very simple for the Government,
it would be a very inexpensive experiment, and it would
encourage the Indians to carry on agricultural operations,
which it is most desirable that they should enter into, if
the Government would set apart a small sum of money to
distribute to the bands, on the principle that, if the bands
set apart out of their treaty money any sum for the pur-
pose of purchasing agricultural implements or stock, the
Government would set aside a similar sum. Supposing the
band sets aside $50 or $100, t4e Government should do the
same thing, and place it in the hands of a proper per-
son to purchase these implements or this stock. This
would satisfy the Indians to some extent, and would
also encourage them in agricultural pursuits. I bad the
opportunity, a few years ago, of visiting most of the re-
sei ves on the shore of Lake Huron, and the House will be
gratified to know that those Indians are progressing very
favorably. I was surprised to find suoh oomfortable bouses,
well kept, clean and tidy, well furnished, and comparing very
favorably with many of the houses of the white settlers of
that locality. I notice in their case that they had every
comfort that men living as they do, could possibly possess,
and altogether, so far as a casual observation could lead one
to form an opinion, they were doing as well as they could
desire. Many of them are working in the mills, and many
of them go to the lumber camps and earn fair wages for a
considerable portion of the year. I think the Government
should do everything they ean to encourage thei in indus-
trial pursuits, and in so doing they will, to a great extent,
remove the present discontent which prevails among them
with regard to their rights of fishing and hunting. I cen
assure the Government that this guestion is one upon which
they feel deeply. Fishing, especially, has always been one
of their principal sources of livelihood, and I think the
Department of Marine and bisheries ought to see whether
it cannot, in various localities, set apart a portion of the
coast for their special use and benefit. I think the Gov-
ernment generally might also help to remove their distress
by adopting some measure to encourage them in their in-
dustrial pursuits in the way I have referred to.

Mr. DAWSON. In seconding this motion I may say
that it is not very often that the case of the Indians comes
before this House, and I am sure the House and the coun-
try wili feel very much indebted to the hon. gentleman
for bringing it up. There is o more important question
connected with the Indians than that of their treaty
rights to the fisheries. Their rights to certain fisheries and
to fish everywhere about the great lakes, were secured to
them by solemn treaty. By this treaty they were given
the right to fsh as they had always doue up to one time,
when they relinquisbed to the Government all that vast
territory bordering on the great lakes to the north of Lakes
Huron and Superior. With the leave of the House I will
read a short extract from the treaty by which they relin-
quished their territorial rights:

" And further to allow the said chiefs and their tribes the full and
and free privilege to hunt over the territory now ceded by them, and to
fiash in the waters thereof as they have heretofore been in the habit of
doing."
Now, Mr. Speaker, this right of the Indians to fish, thus
secured them by treaty, has been ignored upon a great
many occasions; and I invite the attention of the Min-
ister of Marine sud Fisheries to the fact that that right
has been so completely ignored that leas;es bave been
given on the grounds where the Indians were accustomed
to fish, and boat licenses have been issued so that people go
wherever they choose, and deprive the Indians of the
food upon which they have been accustomed to subsist.
I am happy to hear the hon. gentleman say that the In.
dians are progressing well, that they are in a comfortable
condition, and that he had seen comfortable Indian bouses
among them. I cau also say, with regard to many parts of



COMMONS DEBATES.
the district I have the honor to represent, that the Indians
are advancing, that they are becoming materially well off,
and that they show every readiness to adopt habits of civili-
sation. Within the bounds of the district which I repre-
sent, there are 12,000 Indians or more. In Algoma proper
there are 5,200 ; then west of the height of land,
on the waters of the Rainy River, there are
4,000, and on the waters of the Moose River, leading
towards Hudson's Bay, there are 3,000 more, and, if I
draw attention to the condition of these people for a
moment I am sure the House will bear with me. Some of
these Indians are engaged in agriculture, and are fairly
well off, especially in certain parts of the island of Mani-
toulin, and aiso in certain sections along the north shore of
Lake Huron; but in some sections on the north coast of
Lake Huron, where they have been accustomed to depend
on the fisheries, they are at present deprived of the means
of living because those fisheries have been leased. Last
faull new fisheries regulations were published which the
Indians did not notice in time. The regulations came upon
them unexpectedly, and deprived them of the privilege of
fishing in the fall, and it was in the fall of the year that
they had formerly been accustomed to lay in their winter
store of fish. But last fall these regulations came upon
them so suddenly that they had not sufficient notice to
prepare themselves. In a particular place called Garden
River, where the people are not Indians, but rather French
half-breeds-and the population on the coast of Lake Huron
are partly French and partly of Indian origin-at this par-
ticular place the people were deprived of the privilege of
fishing in the fall, and the consequence has been starvation
among them in the past winter. I drew the attention of the
Department of Indian Affairs to this matter, and, as usual, met
with a very kind response. They were ready to do everything
they possibly could, and, I believe, they made the poor In-
dians in that section an advance on account of their annuity
moneys, in order to help them through the winter. But
that was not enough, and their suffering has been very
groat. Now, Sir, the Indians of the North-West, when de-
prived of the food to which they had been accustomed
for centuries, the buffalo, received aid from the Government.
The Government had to aid them, because these Indians
are able to take their own part; they are powerful,
and they make themselves fot, and their grievances ring
from one end of the Dominion to the other. But these poor
people on the shores of the great lakes, although they
suffer as much as the Indians of the North-West, from the
white mon coming into their waters, and sweeping off
the food on which they have been accustomed to
depend, their suffering does not attract so much attention.
There is another feature coinected with this question which
the hon, gentleman bas mentioned, and that is that certain
payments were to have been made to these In-
dians under a solemn treaty. The Government of
the day engaged to make certain payments to
the Indians on the great lakes on account of the
lands they had relinquished, lying between the lakes and
the summit of the watershed. Under the two treaties it
is ascertained and acknowledged that there is a sum of
over $A00,000 due to these poor people. Now, Sir, a dis-
pute is going on between the Governmont of Ontario and
the Government of the Dominion, as to which Government
should pay the arrears due to the Indians. The Govern-
ment of Ontario claims that it has nothirg to do with the
Inuians, and the Government oi the Dominion, on its part,
claims that as the land was apportioned to Ontario on
which the payments were, in fact, nmade dependent, on the
sale of the land, and were a lien on the land, Ontario ought
tu pay the arrears. What I maintain is this, that no mat-
ter what Goverument hould ultimately pay the amount,
the Indians in the mean$ime should be paid, and this mat.
ter settled betwoen the two Governments afterwards as to

which should furnish the funds. The Indians in many
places are suffering now; while undoubtedly in many
places they have advanced in prosperty and are very well of,
in other places they are very badly off. There can be no
doubt that this amount is due. It is acknowledged by the
Indian Department and by both Governments to be due
them, and I think the payment of that amount should not
be longer withheld.

Mr. ALLEN. The more I hear of the Indian question
the more I am satisfied that the proper way to treat the
Indians would be to enfranchise them, to give them their
property and let them have possession of it, the same as
white people. The Indian fishermen of whom we have
heard to-day are located along the different rivers and
lakes, but they are not qualified to go into fishing profit-
ably. They depend on white people for their fishing, and
if the fishing grounds were allowed to remain in their pos.
session the Indians would not make them pay. They would
catch some fish for themselves, but it would be a hardship
for the white fishermen on those lakes if any arrangement
should be made to prevent them fishing in al those waters.
The Indians would be far better off if they got their
lands and were taught farming, as a number of them
now cultivate considerable quantities of land. If they
were to attend to their farming business it would pay
them a great deal better than fishing, because they have
not the capital, the experience, or the judgment to guide
them in carrying on the fishing business as extcnsively as
white men do, in large quantities, pack them in ice, and
ship them to the United States. Tho whites engage the
Indians to fish for them, and that is the only way they can
rnake a living at the present lime, and in this way they do
botter and make more money than if they had the fishing-
ground to themselves. I would recommeud the Govern-
ment to act differently with the Indians. Give them their
lands; make them work those lands. They would then be
botter off, be better citizens and more comfortable, and
such a result would be botter for the coutry, better for the
citizons at large, botter for our fishermen, better for all
persons concerned, and would involve less trouble, annoy.
ance and anxiety to the country and to the Government.
But it would be a hardship to fishermen, who have gone to
great expense and labor to establish fisheries, if they were
deprived of those grounds -and at the same time be of
little or no benefit to the Indians, who have not the means
or facilities to work profitably.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I followed what the hon.
gentleman who put this motion before the House, and what
the other hon. members have said on this subject. Of
course, there is no objection to the motion and to the papers
being brought down. The mover of the motion has made
two or three suggestions to the Government. The first was
in regard to the fisheries. ie thinks the Irdians are not
properly treated in that respect, and that a source of
revenne to them, or ot subsistance has ceased, and that
those fisheries are now in the hands of private individuals,
and therofore the Indians cannot use them. I observed
especially what the hon. member for Algoma (MIr. Dawson)
stated when ho read an extract, which I understood teobe
an extract from a treaty made with some of the Indians, by
which it would appear that certain fishing rights were
reserved to them. Of course that Department is not
specially under my direction, and I am not in a position to
answer the hon. gentleman now. But I wilI not fail to call
the special attention of the sub-head of that Department to
the point, so that ho may lay it before the Superintendent-
General as soon as possible. Thore cannot be any inten-
tion on the part of the Government to deprive the indians
of their rights, no matter what those rights are. If they
are entitled to certain fieheries according to their treaty, the
Government will, no doubt, take means to recognise those
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rights, and have them again placed in the possession
of the Indians if possible, and if not, to compensate them
for those rights. Another suggestion is made by the
mover of the resolution, namely, that in order to
encourage Indians to improve their stock and agri-
cultural implements, the Government should give
them an encouragement in money, and that when a baud
of Indians would put aside for that purpose $100
the Government should add an equal sum or other
amount in order to encourage them. This is a
suggestion which I am not ready to say the Government
would accept or not, but it is worthy of consideration ; I
thank the hon. gentleman for haviing put it before the
House. The hon. member for Algoma also spoke of
arrears due to certain tribes amounting to a large sum of
money, and the hon. gentleman said the difficulty is this,
that the question is whether the Federal Government should
pay it or whether it should be paid by the Ontario Govern.
ment. I think if the question has come to that point some
settlement might be found between the two Governments,
the powerful Govormment of the Dominion and the import-
ant Government of that large Province, so that they would
not, on such a question in dispute between the two Govern.
ments, deprive the Indians of that to which they might be en-
titled. Some means must be found by which this difficulty be-
tween the two Governments may be removed and the Indians
have the amount due, if it is due to them. The hon. mem-
ber for Grey (Mr. Allen) made another suggestion. He
would go at once and enfranchise the Indians. I do not
suppose the House or the community would object
to enfranchise the Indians, but only when they are ready
for enfranchisement. They have been under the care of
the Government, which has done everything possible to
improve their position in social life and to educate them, and
there can be no doubt that before mauy years have passed a
large number of Indians will have been enfranchised. But
I differ from the hon. member for Grey, and I do not be-
lieve it would be for the benefit of the communities near
which those Indians live, to enfranchise them before they
are ready. It would not be in accordance with our duty as
a Government and Parliament to give them Derfect liberty
and place them on the same footing as white mon before
they had attained that degree of civilisation and education
which would enable them to advance in life. You do not
do it with children. You try to educate them and bring
them up, and thon, after a number of years, when the
young man or the girl is able to get on in life, then freedom
is given to them, if I may use the word. I think, therefore,
we ehould take care not to enfranchise the Indians too soon,
but as soon as they are ready for enfranchisement then it
should be given them. There is no objection to the motion.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I suppose the hon. Minister
has not forgotten that the very parties he is now condemn-
ing as unfit to manage their own affaire are the parties to
whom he gave the vote last year.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I could answer the hon.
gentleman, but 1 do not suppose that we should, on a side
issue like this, begin again the long discussion we had last
year, in which the hon. gentleman took so prominent a
part

Mn. M.ITLS. We are not beginning a long discussion,
but just referring to the subject and boginning another.

Mr. GUILLET. I feel sure that the granting of the
vote to the Indians would be the means of promoting their
education and preparing them for the exorcise of the fran-
chise. There is good evidence of that in the fact that some
of the hon. gentlemen opposite who were opposed to the
enfranchisement of the Indians have been going among
them-

Mr. SPEAKER. Order.
Sir HzEoR LANGEVI.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It would seem that the
hon, gentleman believes that though the Indians are not
capable of managing their own affaire, yet they are abund-
antly able to manage ours, and I am free to say that I do
not think they could manage them worse than they are
managed at present.

Motion agreed to.

TRIALS FOR TREASON-FELONY AT REGINA, ETC.

Mr. MILLS moved for:
1. Copies of aIl correspondence and telegramu between Henry J.

Clark, Q. , Counsel for the Half-breed or Metis prisoners sentenced to
imprisonment in the gaol at Regina and in the Provincial Penitentiary
of Manitoba, and the Honorable Minister of Justice; together with ail
the depositions or other evidence submitted in favor of the prisoners, and
forming part of such correspondence. 2. Copies of all correspondence
and telegrams between Henry J. Clark, Q.C.,' Counsel for André Nault
and Abraham Monteur, Metis prisoners confined at Regina and Battle-
ford, and the Honorable Minister of Justice; together with all deposi-
tions submitted on behalf of said prisoners.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I may state that there
is no objection whatever to bringing down to the House the
petitions and representations on behalf of the prisoners re-
ferred to in the motion, and these I understand are the
documents which the hon. gentleman principally desires to
have. There is no correspondence with Mr. Clark, except-
ing a letter from him and a letter acknowledging its recei pt
by myself. There are reasons why I think it would not be
expedient to bring that letter down, as I have mentioned
to the hon. gentleman, but I would not urge those reasons
if there appeared to be any information whatever in the
letter itself. If the hon. gentleman will be good enough
to omit that part of the motion I wilI have great pleasure
in bringing down the rest.

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

CLAII OF JEAN BAPTISTE PLANTE.
Mr. AMYOT moved for:

Copies of al documents address2d to the Honorable the Minister
of Railways, praying on the part of Jean Baptiste Plante, of St.Charles,
that his claim for two horses killed on the Intercolonial Railway may be
referred anew to the Dominion Arbitrators.

He said: This is a very simple matter and I am sure that
the Government will think it just and proper to accede to
my request. My object in moving for these papers is two-
fold. I want first to get a copy of the letters in full, and
secondly to draw the attention of the Government to the
tacts of the case. Some two or three years ago when the
St. Charles Branch was undertaken, there was a surveying
party engaged there, and they went on the farm of Jean
Baptiste Plante on which there were two horses among
other cattle. They came back in the evening, and the
next morning it was found that the two horses had left the
farm and were killed on the Intercolonial Railway, which
adjoined the farm. The contention of Plante was that the
gate had been left open by the party, and he claimed to be
paid for his horses. The case was referred to the Domin-
ion arbitrators and a regular enquete took place, and the
evidence was so clear and conclusive that the arbitrators
decided in favor of Plante, and the judgment was that the
Government should pay the value of the horses. Plante
was informed of that and expected his money, but some-
thing or other oecurred and the case was referred back to
the arbitrators"without his knowledge, and a second enquete
took place. He was never informed of it, and new witnes-
ses were heard. Instead of receiving his money, Plante
learned that the case had been dismissed by the arbitrators.
Uearing this, he procured affidavits and established before
the Government the facts of the case-that witnesses had
been heard without his being informed, that they had been
heard ex parte in that second instance. He produced affida-
vite to establish that he had other witnesses to contradict
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those who were heard ex parte, and he applied to have, not
payment for his horses, but a reference to which he would
ba made a party, so that he might be able to cross-examine
the witnesses brought against him and bring forward new
witnesses. The answer of the Railway Department was
that this could not be done. I humbly subrmit that this
should be done, and that a second reference should be given
to him. The papers before the Department establish two
things: First, that he was not aware of the second refer-
ence after the first judgment in his favor; and secondly,
that had he been aware of it he would have not only suc-
cessfully cross-questioned the new witnesses, but would
have procured new evidence, which would have
entirely demolished the case of those who ap.
peared against him in the second reference. Under
the circumstances I hope the Government will again
consider this case. I hope they will take into consideration
that the first case, in which Mr. Plante had an opportunity
to cross-examine the Crown witnesses and to produce his
own witnesses, was adjudged in his favor; that they will
also consider the affidavits which ~proved that he was not
informed of the second reference, and could not cross-
examine the Crown witnesses or produce his own witnesses;
and that they will order a new reference.

Sir RECTOR LANGEVIN. There is no objection to
bringing down the papers; but I am not in a position to
answer the hon. gentleman's suggestion that there should
b. a new reference. I shall call the attention of the Minister
of Railways to that, and he may take it up when he thinks
the matter should be considered.

Mr. BLAKE. I am very glad to hear the hon. Minister
say that, and I think, atter the distinct statements made by
the hon. member for Bellechasse, that some explanation
should be made to the House at a convenient season; be-
cause it is quite clear, from the statement made by the hon.
member for Bellechasse, if he is correctly informed, that
the arbitrators proceeded contrary to the very first princi-
ples of justice. After a decision in favor of this individual,
that an order for a new reference should ho made without
notice being given to him, seems strange; but the order
having been made that that reference should be proceeded
with without notice of the intention to proceed being given
to him, is a violation of the very fundamental principles of
justice; and arbitrators who have done that and are unable
to explain it, have by that action declared themselves dis-
qualified for any further arbitrations.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I did not enter into any ex-
planation on that part of the hon. gentleman's statement. I
aSsumed that he made it on information he received ; there-
fore, I cannot discuss that matter. But I am sure, when the
papers core down, that it will be found that there must be
sorme misapprehension, because, whether a man is poor or
wealthy, if he has a just claim against the Government, of
course the claim must be paid.

Mr. AMYO t. I may say that the notification of the
second trial reached ir. Plante after the trial had taken
place. I do not want to charge the arbitrators with any
improper conduct ; but I must say that they have very
often proved themselves in these cases to be most arbitrary.
I am sure, when the Government examine the papers with
a spirit of justice, they will come to the help of this man.
The killing of his two horses has destroyed about half of
what he is worth in this world.

Motion agreed to.

CLAIMS FOR FISHING BOUNTIES.

Mr. LANGIELIER moved for :

Copies of ail claims for fiahing bounties by Louis Pinanît and Michel
Pinit, of Ste.cérile gBic, fwhermen; of al affdavita or deolaratiout in

support of the said claims ; of aIl correspondence in relation to such
claims between the Department of Fishernes or any other Department of
the Government and the said Louis Pinault and Michel Pinault or other
persons; also of all reporte of fishery overseers in relation to the said
claims.
fHe said: By the Act 47 Vie., chap. 18, the Governor in
Council is authorised to grant every year $150,000 to be
distribated to our fishermen to aid them in building craft
and vessels. During the seasons of 1882, 1883, 1884 and 1885,
Messrs. Louis Pinault and Michel Pinault, both of the parish
of Bic, in the county of Rimouski, were engaged in sea fish-
ing in the schooner Amardda, which they built for that pur-
pose. During those seasons they carried on their fishing for
more than three months in each season, which, I understand,
is all that is necessary, according to the regulations of the
Marine and Fisheries Department, to entitle fishermen to
the bounty under the Statute of 1882. They carried on
their business at a place called St. Margaret's Point, or
Jambon, on the north coast of the St. Lawrence.
They applied for their bounty like all the other
fishermen engaged in sea fishing at the same
place and under the same circumstances, who have all re-
ceived the bounty; but the bounty was refused to these
gentlemen. I cannot briLg myself to believe that it was
refused to them because they did not hold the same political
opinions as the party in power. Until otherwise informed,
I shall be obliged to believe that the Government have been
misinformed by the overseer of the station at which they
were engaged in sea fishing, one Mignault. The answer they
received from the Government was that the overseer had
made an unfavorable report-had reported that they had
not been engaged long enough each season to be entitled to
the bounty. They have sent to the Department a great
number of statutory declarations, showing that the Govern-
ment, if they received such information from the fishery
overseer, had been misinformed. Unfortunately, they have
not been able to obtain redress up to this moment. I do
not wish to detain the House by reading all these declara-
tions. 1 shal content myself with reading two which prove
most conclusively that they were entitled to the bounty,
and that the representations of the overseer, if they were
as stated, were false representations. Here is one of these
declarations:

" 1, the undersigned, Auguste Michaud, of the parish of Isle Verte,
county of Temiscouata, navigator, solemnly declare that the schooner
Amarilda, belonging to Mesers. Louis Pinault and Michel Pinault, of
Bic, has been engaged in sea fishing during more than three monthe in
the summer seasons of 1882, 1883 and 1884, at St. Margaret'u Point, com-
monly called Jambon, on the north coast of the River 8t. Lawrence; that
the said schooner Amarilda has paased the fishing seasons mentioned with
us at Jambon, and I declare that the said schooner Amariida has been en-
gaged in sea fishing exactly in the same manner as the schooner Emeril-
kOn, of which I am the owner, and for which I obtained a fishing bounty,
except for the season of 1883, which I hope to receive."

I shall read another declaration showing the motives of
Mignault for the report he made to the Department :

"I, Thomas Deachàne, senior, of the city of Sherbroke, fisherman,
solemnly declare that the schooner Amarilda, belonging to Messrs. Louis
Pinault and Michel Pinault, of Ste. Cécile du Bie, fshermen, has been
engaged in sea fishing during more than three months during the sum-
mer seasons of 1883, 1884 and 1885 at St. Margaret's Point, commonly
called Jambon, on the north coast of the River 8t. Lawrence.

"I have passed the summer season above mentioned at Jambon,
and I can state and affirm that the schooner Amariida was employed and
engaged in sea fishing, exactly in the same manner as the other
schooners which were fishing at the same place during the seasons above
mentioned, and which have received the fishing bounty. I declare
further, that towards the middle of October, 1884, at Jambon, the
fishery overseer, Mignault, said and declared in my.presence, that as
long as he would be fishing overseer, the Messrs. Pinault would not
get the fishing bounty, and he uased the following words : ' While I will
be fishery overseer i will do al I can, and you will not get the fish-
ing bounty.' "

I call the attention of the Minister of Fisheries to this, that
he may see justice is done to those men. It may be that
the Department has been misinformed, but I am sure, if the
Minister will take the trouble to read the numerons solemn
declarations sent to the Department, he will see that the
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Department has been deceived by the overseer who has a
personal spite against the parties. Those parties, he will
fnd, dre as much entitled to the bounty as any of the other
fishérmen who gave in their declarations.

Mr. FOSTER. I have no objection to bring down the cor-
respondence, though it is very voluminous. The bon. gentle'
man will find from it that there are two sides to the question-
I have not read the whole correspondence, but have acted
largely on information I have received, and I can assure my
ho. friend that, whether the parties he named belong to
one party or the other, the fact has bad nothing to do with
their case, and will have nothing to do with any such claims
in the future.

Motion agreed to.
IMPERIAL TITLES.

Mr. EDGAR moved for:
Return showing:-1. The names of the officers of the Canadian

Militia of the Imperial Army, or of the Canadian Militia Department,
including its political head who received titles, honors or decorations
from Her Majesty in connection with services rendered in repelling the
Fenian raid of 1870, and services rendered in the Red River expedition,
under Colonel Wolseley. 2. The names of the officers of the Canadian
Militia, of'the Imperial Army, or of the Canadian Militia Department,
including it pelitical head who received titles, honors or decorations
from Ber Majesty in connection with services rendered in quelling the
North-West Rbllion of 1885. 3. Copies of reports or recommendations
of Major-General Middleton upon the subject of conferring titles, honors
or decorations upon any of such officers in connection with services in
quelling the North-West Rebellion of 1885.
He sai'd: AltIough I make this motion, I must confess that
the grânting of a few titles more or less is not a subject
about which I individually feel a very profound interest.
I must admit that I may have rather strong views upon
the sbject of titles and decorations which are purely hon-
orary. Perhaps my notions are Republican or Democratic.
At any rate, I do not believe that any Canadians are muchi
better for such titles, and I fail to learn that they are any
the worse for not having them. 1 have a strong prejudice
against Canadians holding titles who do not, directly or indi-
rectly, come from the Canadian people. I do not think we
can be made, and I am rather inclined to think we do not
want to be made, an aristocratic people in this
country. However, there are some amongst us who hold
quite different views on that subject, and I know that
among the military men in this country there are certain
titles which are considered equivalent to professional pro-
motion, and therefore they are valued by our military men.
We are all agreed that the Canadian volunteers did well in
1885; 'we know they did their duty in the first place, and
that in doing it they suffered very great hardships. We
knôw that they not only submitted to hardships, but they
actually fbught in the field and were victorious too, and,
for Canada, there was a comparatively large number of men
engaged. The Fenian raids and the Red River expedition
were trifling affairs, as compared to the troubles in the
North-West, yet the honors, as far as I have been able to
ascertain them from an unofficial source, were showered upon
the officers engaged in the Fenian raid of 1870 and the Red
River expedition. I dare say, when this return is granted
and brought down, we may find that I have omitted a num-
ber, but, so far as I know, in the Fenian raid of 1870, Goneral
Lindsay received a K.C.M.G.; Col. Chamberlin received a
C.M:G.; Col. Fletcher, a C.M.G.; Col. McEachren, a C.M.G.;
Col. Osborne Smith, a C.M.G. Then we come to the blood-
less Red River expedition under Genoral Wolseley, we find
that that distinguished warrior was made K.C.M.G.; on that
occasion Col. Boulton was made C.M.G., Col. Casault,
C.M.G., also Col. 'Feilden, Col. Jarvis, Col. McLeod,
Col. McNeil and Comptroller Irvine. Now, so far as
the woilId knows, only two titles have been conferred upon
the officers connected with the quelling of the rebeliion
of 1885, one a knighthood on the distinguished leader
of the forces in the field, and the other, ako a knight-

Mr. LANJGELIER.

hood, on the distinguished leader of the forces in the
western block. It is true all the brave commanders
of regiments and of brigades and of separate corps
reccived no recognition, but perhaps that omission was
made up for by the honors secured in the western block.
Now, surely, it cannot be that this state of things will be
allowed to remain so much longer. I dare say, if we could
only sec the report of the gallant general, which I have
asked for, if it were consistent with the public interests,
that it should be brought down, that it would be found
that he had promptly recommended a number of his
comrades in arms to a smal share in the honors which
were lavished so largely upon him. Is it possiblo that
there is any hitch ? Is it possible that any different
view has been taken by the general in the field and
the head of the War Department? Perhaps we will
know where the mystery is some day, but, after nearly
a year has elapsed, I think it is time that the public
and the military mon who are concerned should know
something about it. No complaints have been made that I
have heard of by any officer. Canadian soldiers do not
make complaints, but, in the face of what I have told you
about the honors conforied in 1870 and how well we know
they were deserved in 1885, I think an opportunity should
be given to the Government to give a little explanation
to the country. I do not refer at all to the question of
medals or clasps for the men. I think we know from the
public press all that has been done there. We are told that
medals have been struck and sent out to the men, and clasps
for a certain number among them. Now, I believe in
rewarding our brave volunteers in every reasonable way, in
giving them grants of land or scrip, and I believe in giving
most liberal pensions to those who were wounded and have
suffered for the country, and to the families of those who
have been killed. But I cannot say that I sympathise at all
with the idea of giving our volunteers war medals for that
unfortunate affair of 1885. I do not think that we should
give them medals to commemorate a contest which we all
regret, a contest in which the whole power of Canada was
turned against a smail and oppressed and a brave people,
who, after al, aie our icllow citize.ns and fellow Canadians;
and I am very mach mistaken if the volunteers want these
medals. I do not think they have ever asked for themn; I
do not think many of them will wear them, and I doubt if
some of them will accept them at all.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The hou. gentleman ias asked
for a return which, of course, there is no objection what-
ever to bring down; but, in asking for that return, the hon.
gentleman took occasion to express his views as to the
honors which had been conferred upon some Canadians,
and upon the leader of the military force which was sent
out to the North-West to put down the unfortunate troubles
of 1885. The hon. geutleman also took advantage of the
opportunity to express lis views as to the aristocratie ten-
dencies of somo people in Canada, and to state that, so far as
he was personally concerned, his views were more republican
than they were aristocratie, and that ho disapproved of
honors which were conferred upon Canadians and which
did not come from the Çanadian people. So far as the hon.
gentlemen's republican views are concerned, if those views
are merely based upon the question of receiving honors
from the Imperial Government, it is just possible that the
hon. gentleman may not be interfered with in keeping as
long as h cchooses the republican views which he has just
expressed, and that he may not be placed in the rather
disagreeable position to him of having to refuse any honors
which might be conferred upon him. The hon. gentleman
stated that the volunteers of 1885 had done very well
indeed, and I am very glad that the hon. gentleman should
have found one occasion to express what the people of
Canada 4s a whole, I believe, think of the maaer Ii *hich
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the volunteers, during the trying timesof 1885, fulfilled
the duty which was thrust upon them by the circumstancos,
and fulfilied that duty to the fullest extent, botter even than
could have been expected by their own countrymen. But
the hon. gentleman stated that the honors which had been
conferred by our Gracious Sovereign had merely been
conferred upon the general who was in the
field and the general who was in the western
block. I have no manner of doubt that the hon. gentleman
was not consulted by our Gracious Sovereign when she
decided to confer upon those who had taken some part in
the suppression of the troubles in the North-West the hon-
ors which have been conferred. The hon. gentleman went
further, and said that this kind of thing cannot continue
any longer. I have no doubt that, when our Gracious Sov-
ereign reads the utterances delivered by the hon. gentleman
to-day, she will be induced to change her mind, and, in
sending out more hoonrs, so as to avoid the possibility of
making any mistake, will consult the hon. gentle-
man as to who should be the recipients of such
honors and how many of those distinguished marks
of her approbation should be sent to Canada.
Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman also stated that ho disapproved
entirely of war medals having been granted by Her Majesty
to those who took part in the suppression of the robellion
in the North-West. I am not surprised that the hon. gen-
tleman should express himself in that way; I am not sur-
prised that he should feel in that way. When the hon.
gentleman displayed such energy in defending the rebellion
and in defending rebels, it is hardly to be supposed that ho
should consider it fit and proper that medals should be
given to those who took their ives in their hands and went
up to the North-West to put down that very rebellion, and
to put an end to the very troubles which the lon.
gentleman has defended. I can only tell the hon.
gentleman that, in so far as I amn concerned
personally, I attach the greatest importance possible
to the manner in which those troubles were suppressed
by our own people, by our own Canadian volunteers,
and I attach also the greutest importance, as a Canadian,
to the manner in which the distinguished services of our
voluniteers were recognised in England by our Sovereign,
and rewarded by her. It may be that when the hon.
gentleman takes up the returns, which will bo brought
down, ho may find examples, not only in 1885, but during
the troubles which the hon. gentleman has referred to, of
the manner in which our Canadian volunteers have always
behaved when called upon to defend their country and their
flag. It is not a new thing to Canadians to know that
Canadian volunteers, whenever called upon to defend
their country, have done so in a manner creditable
to both themselves and their country. I say
again that I feel very proud, indeed, that the
services which have been rendered by our volunteers have
been recognised in so distinguislhed a manner. The hon.
gentleman bas spoken about other distinctions, and other
honors being conferred. Well, I am not at all in the secrets
of Her Majesty, I do not know whether she intends to con-
fer further distinctions, or to give further rowards, for the
services which have been rendered ; but it seems to me that
we should be grateful for those which have been so far con-
ferred, when Her Majesty considered that it was due to the
valor of the Canadian troops to have these medals struck in
order to commemorate the manner in which they have
fulfilled their duty to their country, and to herself as our
sovereiga.

Mr. GAULT. I was sorry to hear the bon. gentleman
belittle the services of the volunteers who went to the front
at the time of the Fenian raid. I may say that on that
occasion four or five regiments went from Montreal, and
my hon. friend for Montreal East (Mr. Coursol) took off his

gown and put on his sword, and marched out at the head of
his regiment. I think that was a much more serious
affair, perhaps, than that of the North-West, although the
latter was at a much greater distance and more difficult to
put down. But still our volunteers behaved at Pigeon Hill
in the most noble manner, and I have always regretted that
nothing was done to confer any mark of favor upon the
mon and officers who thon went to the front. Many of
them feel, and have felt to this day, I know, that they
deserved sorne mark of' recognition which they could
have shown to their children and I think that if
this had been done they would have prized it very highly.
I regrut exceedingly that nothing bas ever been done by
our Government in that respect. I desire to say, Sir, that
I am very proud, indeed. of the conduct of our volunteers
in the North-West. We all feit, the whole country felt,
that they bad gone forth on a most perilous expedition, and
little did wo know the perils they were to encounter. I am
very glad we have a Minister at the head of the Miitia
Department, a young man, who was able to do the work so
efficiently as ho did; because a great deal depends on him
and on his energy and his efforts. I am also proud that we
had General Middleton to lead our troops, and glad to know
that he displayed the greatest valor, while at the same time
lie did ail ho could to protectthe mon from danger, abd both
the Minister aad General richly deserved the high honors
conferred upon them by ler Majesty.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Before that motion
passes, I would like to say a word or two. I do not precisely
agree with my hon. friend in ail the sentiments he as
expressed. I am inclined to think that so long as we
reaain subjects of a monarchy, honorary distinctions of that
kind, if they are freely and spontaneously tendered may
fairly be accepted. But that is not a point, on which, for
obvious reasons, I wish to prolong discussion. But I desire to
say that 1 think the Ministry themsoIves wilt see, on reflec-
tion, that there is a good deal to be said for the views sug-
gested by my bon. friend who moved this motion. We are
bound, in these cases, to regard the custon of the service.
Now the custom of the English service always has been that
when any success was achieved in the field, the general
officer in command was not the only one to receive a decor-
ation. You must recollect, Mr. Speaker, that in cases of
this kind our volunteers will fool themselves, to a certain
extent, governed by the rules which prevail in Her
Majesty's service, and had this thing happened in the
regular service, there can be no doubt whatever that one
conclusion could have been drawn, and that is, that the
officer in command was the only one who deserved well
of Her Majesty's Government. Now, I am quite sure that
the Ministers, that this flouse and the country, will agree
with me in saying that the officers and men who served on
that occasion deserve ail the recognition that their country
could give them, and, by implication, that they deserve, I
think, the usual recognition at the hands of fier Majosty's
Government. Her Majesty is, of course, as the hon.
member remarked, the fountain of honor, but boing at a dis.
tance of three or four thousand miles she must derive
her information from Her Majesty's advisers on this side
of the ocean. I think, Sir, that when the Government cdmes
to reflect they will see that, bearing in mind the custom of
the English service, this omission to recognise any of
these gallant mon except the officer in command, has been,
to say tho least of it, unfortunate, and that it would be
well that it should be remembered. It is a pity, I think,
that it has not been remembered earlier. Now, I am quite
aware that the distribution of honors of the kind is more or
less inviduous, is more or less troublesome, and it may well
be said tbat, it would give rise to a certain amount of heart-
burning, and that it is unfortunate that anything of the
sort sbould exist on such an occasion. But I submit thát il is
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part of the necessary duties of a Government to make a
selection on their responsibility, after taking all the pains
they can to inform themselves who are the parties best
entitlei to the recognition. Now, Sir, as to these officors, and
in particular to the offcers on whom devolved the responsi-
bility of leading bodies of mon in the North-West, everybody
knows that many of the gentlemen suffered very consider-
able hardship, as did also the men and officers under their
com mand, and ver y probably exposed thomselves to consider-
ablo loss by being ab4ent from thoir ordinary avocations at
such times. But human nature being human nature, it
carinot be wondered at-although I am bound to say I
believe that they have made no sign and given no indica-
tion cf their feeings but it cannot be wondored at if t ose
gentlemen do feel in thoir hearts a little aggrieved at seeing
that their services are itppar ently altogether ignored. I
repeat, Sir, it is unfortunato that they should be ignoi ed.
Tho House should recollect that we were in a very serions
dilemma about a year ago, and it was mainly due to the
gallantry of the officers and men who formed that North-
West expedition, that what might have bee. an exceed-
ingly dangerous revolt, was promptly supp- essed before
it was possible for it to spread to the indian tribes,
and I doubt, with all due.respect to my gallan i friends who
took a share in suppressing the Fenian raid in 1869-70, or
in the first expedition to Red River, if auy men rendered
botter service to their country,-and in rendering service
to their country they rendered service to the British Empire
be it remombered-than did the officers and men that took
a share in the expedition of 1885; and, therefore, althoughl
it is not for me, although it is not for us, to dictate to Her
Gracious Majosty what she should be pleased to do in the
maLter of honors, I think it might be as well that in some
indirect method or fashion that expression of opinion, which
I venture to say is shared by a great manjy gentlemen on
both sides of the Hlouse, should be brought through the
proper channel to the notice o Her Moit Gracions Majosty,
who may, when it is brought before her, be thoroughly
dependedupon to do what is right and proper in this matter.

Motion agreed to.

FLAG TREATY BETWEEN SPAIN
UNITED STATES.

Mr. VAIL moved for:

AND THlE

Copies of all correspondence between the Dominion and the Imper-
lal Governments on the subject of the flag treaty between Spain and
the United States, whereby American products are admitted to entry in
Ouba and Porto Rico on more favorable terms than the products of the

Dominion cf Canada.

He said : This is the third time I have moved for this cor-
respondence. The importance of the subject, and the inter-
est taken in it by commercial men who are engaged in the
trade with the Spanish islands, must be my excuse for
occupying a few moments in making a further explanation
beyond the statements made last year and the year before.
As I stated at that time, previors to 1884, the United States
Government obliged all persons entering goods from Porto
Rico and Cuba to pay 10 per cent. additional over the goods
entered from any other country. But in the beginning of
1884, I think in February, an arrangement was made
between the Spanish Government and the American Gov-
ernment that in consideration of the A merican Government
removing that restriction of 10 per cent. on Spanish goods
brought to the United States or entered in United States
ports, the Spanish Government agreed to place the goods
landed from the United States in Porto Rico and Cuba
on the same footing as goods landed from Spanish
vessels or from Spain. Our annual shipments of dried
fish to Porto Rico alone is about 150,000 quintals. In
addition, we ship a large quantity of pickled fish. Besides
this, we ship a large quantity of fish to the Island of Cuba,

Sir RiOHAnn CAaTwRiT.

The change made in favor of the «United States Government
is equal to about 20 per cent. of the duties paid, and the duty
paid on dried fish by our merchants is about 13 cents per 100
ibs. over what the Americans are called upon to pay on their
fish. In addition, the United States vessels when discharging
cargoes are admitted to entry on payment of 62*! cents per
ton, while our vessels, and, in fact, the vessels of every
other country except France and Germany pay $1.25 per
ton. For loading cargoes our vessels pay $1 per ton
ton while American vessels are only charged 50 cents per
ton. I explained all this to the House in 1884, and the
Minister of Finance replied as follows:-

"lSir LEONARD TILLEY. The attention cf the Governmeut lias
been caled to thi ssubjeet previons to the statement of thehon. gente-
man. We have obtained some information with reference to the effect
of this treaty or arrangement between the two countries, but as far as
we have reeived it, if it includes the question of tonnage, it dos fnot
bear out the etatement he has maie, though I dare eay ho may be right.
The arrangements between Spain and the United States were not reatly
as favorable as those between Canada and Cuba or Porto Rico. There
were charges made that did not exist here. They have been removed
and the United States have been placed in the third list of duties. Thei
Government are quite alive to the importance of having our trade on as
good terms as that of the United States, and no time will be lost in
endeavoring to bring about such arrangements as will place no on muite
as favorable terms as they have.

" Mr. MACKENZIE. What treaty is it that governs the traffic at
present? Is it a recent treaty ?

'' Sir LEO NARD TILLEY. It is an arrangement made, snch as this,
I presume. It is not a treaty.

" Mr. MAC KENZIE. It is independent of any commercial treaty?
" Sir LEONARD T[LLEY. Yes. This isan arrangement by which

this anomalous state of things is to be removed, and, as far as I have
seen the corresponden e, they pripose to go still further and make treaty
arrangements even wider and broader in their operation than those
referred to by the hon. member for Digby (Mr. Vail.) l'his is an
arrangement made by the representative of the United States and the
Spauleli authorities placiag the importe entering into Cuba or Porto
Rico under what is ealled the third Et. There are four rates of duties
and charges, and they are now placed in the third column. The exact
effect of this we have not yet been informed of."

The matter stood over from that time till last year, whon I
again moved in the matter, and went over pretty much the
same ground as I have gone over to-day. I pointed out
thon that a year had elapsed and nothing apparently had
been done. I pointed out that we were placed at a very
great disadvantage; that it was a matter that required the
attention of the Government, and I was a little disappointed
on finding that nothing had been done, so far as I knew, up
to that time. Last year I was in a position to show pretty
conclusively the statements I had made were quite correct,
and I produced at that time a price current from Cuba by
which I showed the exact amount of duty paid on American
goods at those islands, and the duty paid on our goods.
Perhaps I had botter read to the House the short table I
thon submitted, which, however, contains only a few of the
articles. It is as follows:-

A.pples ...............
Beans ........... .........
Bran ............................
Brooms.............
Butter ......................
Bacon..................
Coal il............
Cam.................
Box ehook ............
Weat fleurr............
Cod fish ...............
Hams .................
Smoked herrng .....
Lard ........
White pine lumber.
Mackerel.............-.......
Mess pork ....................

AUl Countrie
exceptSpain and United States.
United States.

$ cte.i
1 47J per 1OOlbs.
1 12- do
0 64 .30 do
3 68 per dozen.
6 ci
3 84
2 90
O 6 *50 per ton.
0 22J each.
6 40
1 12t
3 84 per 100 Ibo.
1 121
4 48J
6 40
1 12t
1 86

$ ets.
1 15 per 100 Ibs.
0 82. do
0 48*30 do
2 76
5 21 do
2 87
2 20
O 49.50
O 15
400O
0 821
2 07
o 821
3 35
4 80
0 821
1 38

Difference.

$ ets.
O 32J
O030
o ie
O 92
1 44
0 47
O 74
O 12
0 07J
0 80
O 32
1 17
O 30
1 13
1 60
0 30
o 48

Now, Sir, the louse will see at once that it will be next t
impossible, with these restriotions qn our trade, for ou
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merchants to compote at all with the United States. O
that occasion the Minister of Finance replied to me as fo
lows :

"I may say to the hon. gentleman who has moved this resolution, th
early after the return of the Bigh Commissioner to London, he was i
structed by the Government to take certain stops with a view to secn
ing the saine advantages to Canada as were secured to the United Stat
by the treatyreferred to. Instructions were given to him to make ce
t-in propositions. If those failed, ho was to make other proposition
Correspondence was entered into between the High Commissioner an
the Imperial Government, and it was settled that he was to act in coi
junction with the British Minister in Spain, in negotiating a treaty(
this kind. It was stated at the time the treaty was made that a moi
extended treaty would likely be arranged between Spain and the Unite
Statos during the summer. t was found that negotiations of a mue
more extended character were bein prosecuted between the represenU
tive of the United States and the Spanish Government. It was foun
desirable-in fact our High Commissioner was communicated with-t
Bay that understanding, as we did, unfortunately, through the Imperia
Government, through the fordig office, that the negotiations, the pro
posals to cover the ground of the treaty to which the hon. gentlema
referred,.would not be sufficient to meet the larger ground through th
negotiations which were going on. Under these circumstances he waite
until the larger treaty was agreed upon, and then he was instructed t
put himself in communication with the foreign office, and the foreig
office with the Government of Spain. The answer of the Spanish Gov
ernment was, that they declined to enter into furher negotiations wit
the representative of the Goverument of Canada until the decision o
the Senate of the United States was known, as to the other treaty ; an
therefore the matter stands in that position until the action of the Sen
ate is known. I might state that it would not be in the public interes
to say what instructions were given to Sir Charles Tupper to cover th
ground of the original treaty. If the treaty made is ratfied the Go
ernment will probably be in a position to give deelded instructions t
the Eigh Commissioner in the larger and more important question
The Government think it would not be in the interests of the public t
state exactly what the instructions were or to bring down the paper
which would show exactly what we propose in the firt place, and the.
as an alternative proposition."

Now another year has passed, and, as far as I know, it seemÉ
that no progress has been made; at all events, we havE
never been told that any progress has been made. We
were told in 1884 that certain negotiations were going on
and that the papers could not be brought down. In 1885
we were told that the correspondence was still going on
and that certain instructions had been issued, but that
nothing could be done until it was decided by the United
States Senate whether the enlarged treaty which had been
entered into early last spring between Spain and the United
States would be confirmed. Now, nearly a year has elapsed
since the Senate of the United States refused to ratify that
treaty, and of course, nothing was done. But the flag
treaty, which affects us really more than the more extended
treaty would if it had been carried into effect, is still in
existence, and I hope that the Govern ment, having had two
years now to consider this question, to carry on correspon-
dence with the British Government and point out the diffi
culties under which our commercial men labor under this
arrangement between Spain and the United States, will be
in a position to tell me that they have made such progress
that in a very short time our merchants will be placed on the
same footing as the United States merchants are at the
present time. I shah not make any further remarks until
lhear the reply of the Government.

Mr. STAIRS, I am sure the hon. member for Digby
(Mr. Vail) in bringing this motion to the notice of the
House and by the remarks which he made, has not in any
way over-estimated the disadvantages under which the
trade of Canada, and particularly the Maritime Provinces,
now labors in regard to the trade with Cuba and Porto Rico
on account of the flag treaty between the United States
and Spain, to whichli he as referred. It is certainly to be
desired that all possible means should be taken by the
Government of Canada to secure from the Imperial Govern
ment equal concessions to our trade. But I must say that
I do not see how the remarks of the hon. gentleman are in
point in this connection. The only object ho can have in
introducing this subject in this way must be to endeavor to
cast some blame on the Government for not doing more

)n than ho thinks they have done. I am quite confident that
)1- the members of the Dominion Government aoknowledge

and recognise as fully as he does the importance of this
at question to the trade of Canada, and are prepared to do
n- everything they possibly can to secure for us equal advant-
r- ages with the United States. I cau state that the more
r- confidently because the hon. gentleman himself in his re-
s. marks a few moments ago referred to the efforts which
d the Government have been making during the past few years
n-
of to secure for Canada equal advantages, by sending their
re High Commissioner in London to Spain, to endeavor to
d secure these advantages. J3ut the difficulty is, Mr. Speaker
h -and I think the hon. gentleman bas hardly been fair in
a-
d bringing this question before the House in the way ho las
o brought it, without acknowledging that difficulty-the
il difficulty is that the question rests not with the Dominion
n Government, but that lu order to get a fair settlement of it
.e we must go to the Government of Spain, and if they refuse
d to enter into treaty negotiations with the Imporial Govern.o
n ment to give us these aidvantages,what more can the Govern-
- ment of Canada do ? I was not a little surprised at the hon.
Sgentleman, in the first part of his remarks, stating that the
d Government of Spain gave these concessions to the United
- States because the United States gave up 10 per cent.
t additional duty which 'they had imposed on products from
e.- Porto Rico and Cuba ; and I would ask the hon. gentleman
a if he would advocate our imposing an extra 10 per cent. on
. Cuba and Porto Rico products, simpîy that we might have
s the privilege of taking it off agai, and thereby induce the
n Government of Spain to give us that advantage. Does ho

think such a dodge as that would be at all likely to
s succeed.
e Mr. KIRK, Just what was done with the National Policy
e0 in the United States.

5 Mr. STAIRS. I beg the hon. gentleman's pardon; I do
, not think the cases are the same at all. Now, I think the

lion. member for Digby would have done the Government
more service if ho had shown the Government and the

i House how it is possible to induce Spain to give us this
treaty. Although ho has not stated any good reasons which
we coud use to induce Spain to give us this treaty, still I
am not without hope that this question will be satisfactorily
settled. -I would impress on the Government the import-
ance to our trade and the trade of the whole country of the
relations between Canada and the Spanish West Indies. I
myself feel its importance, and I may, on a future occasion,
bring it more prominently before the notice of the House
and the country.

Mr. MoLELAN. There is no objection to bringing down
all the papers that can properly be laid before Parliament.
The hon. member for Digby, who moves in this matter,
speaks as if the whole case rested with the Canadian
Government. No doubt it is a great disadvantage to the
merchants of the Maritime Provinces not to be able to trade
with the Spanish West Indies on the same terms as the
merchants of the United States. The hon. gentleman for-
gets that the United States are able to offer greater induce-
ments to Spain for a treaty than the Dominion of Canada,
as their markets are very much larger than ours.
Ho speaks as if we had nothing more to do than to
demand a treaty. We have been in communication
with Spain for a number of years. I think Sir Alex-
ander Galt commeneed the negotiations during the time
he was High Commissioner, and whenever the temper of the
Spanish mind seems t. ho such as to offer the least induce-
ment to our High Commissioner in London to strike for a
treaty, he is there, prepared and watching and anxious to
do so; but to take the ound that all we have to do is to
demand a treaty from STain is not the proper one. The
papers will be brought down.
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Mr. DAVIES. I do not understand why the hon. mem.

ber for Halifax (Mr. Stairs) should have adopted the tone
ho did towards the hon. member for Digby. He reproved
that hon. gentleman for bringing this matter to the notice
of the louse, and at the same time he admitted that the
Province from which he comes had a very great interest at
stake in the proper adjustment of our trade relations with
the Spanish Antilles. The hon. gentleman says ho bas the
most unbounded confidence in the Government that they
will do what is right Well, he may have that unbounded
confidence in the Government; but I do not think the con-
duct of the Government in this matter has been such as to
justify or challenge confidence. The hon. gentleman says
he would like to know whether the dodge of putting on
duties would bring the Spanish Government to their knees,
and bring about the desirable result of reciprocal relations
between Canada and the Spanish Antilles; but the hon.
member for Digby was not making any such proposition,
and that suggestion was a purely gratuitous one. If ho
had made such a suggestion, ho would bave been only
following the line the Government have adopted regard-
ing our relations with the United States. They thought
that by putting duties on United States products, they
would bring about reciprocal relations between this country
and the United States, and what had been the result ? The
result bas been most lamentable. It appears that we are
farther away than ever from reciprocal relations with the
United States. The hon. member for Halifax has misin-
terpreted the object of my hon. friend altogether. He
explained clearly that this is the third time he has brought
this matter before the House, with the object of obtaining
from the Government a statement of what action they are
taking to have Canada placed on the same footing as our
neighbors. He said ho had brought forward this motion
in 18R4, when ho was met with the statement by the
Finance Minister, that negotiations wore proceeding. He
brought it up again in 1885, when he was met with the
statement, that inasmuch as a provisional treaty was made
between Spain and the United States, Spain declined to
enter into negotiations with us on the same ternis
until the Senate had ratified that treaty; but in the
meantime, the old flag treaty is going on, and the pro.
duce of the United States is being admitted into the Span.
ish Antilles on much more favorable terms than ours. Last
year, the hon. First Minister said in reply to the hon. mem-
ber for Digby

"I believe we never stood a fairer chance of making an arrange-
ment with Spain."
Surely, with such language as that coming from the leader
of the Government, it was proper for the hon. member for
Digby to endeavor to ascertain if the Government had doue
anything this year. The hon. member for Halifax is per-
fectly satisfied with the policy they have adopted. As far
as we have been enlightened by the hon. Minister of
Finance, that policy has been a do-nothing policy. He
has not stated that anything has been done during the last
year. He knows that the Senate of the United States bas
not ratified the provisional treaty; ho knows that the treaty
now in existence is the old flag treaty, and ho hears the
statement made by the hon. member for Digby that under
that treaty we are placed at a great disadvantage. The
hon. member for Halifax admits that; his constituents feel
it; they memorialised Parliament and the Government
lst year; they are anxious to find out if the Government
has doue anything; and the statement of the Finance
Minister is that ho will bring down the papers. We want
to know if the Government have done their duty. What is
that duty as stated by the First Minister Iast year ?

" Meanwhile, all we can do is to be constantly on the watch; to be
vigilant. We are vigilant; we believe we have doue everything we
could do; and we wil[ continue to watch every opportunity of pressing
for a treaty."

Mr. MoLcELAN.

We want to know what direction their vigilance has taken;
we want to know what they have done. Burely the louse
is entitled to something more than the bald statement of the
Minister that they will bring down the papers. It appears
that we are in equally as bad or a worie position than we
were in last year; and so far as one dan judge, there does
not appear to be any kind of desire on the part of the
Administration to remove the disadvantages under which
we labor. I think the hon. member for flalifax does not
discharge bis duty by simply expressing to the louse bis
belief that if we had freer trade relations with Cuba and
Porto Rico, it would be a grest advantage. It is his duty
to press upon the Government to take such action as is in
thoir power. The hon. gentleman says we cannot force
Spain into a treaty. Who is asking them to do so? We
want to know if the preper representatibns have been
made; we want to know whether anything has been
done, or whether another year has been allowed to
drag along without anything having been done either by
the Government or by our representative at the Court of
St. James. We have an ambassador there who has been
instructed to exorcise vigilance, which the leader of the
Government last year stated should be exercised in this
matter. Has he opened up any negotiations since the new
treaty with the United States has been refused sanction
by the Senate ? Have the Government attempted to
re-open the old negotiations which have been closed-
negotiations, the object of which was to put us on the samie
basis as that which the United States occupien under the
fiag treaty ? That is what I understand my hon. friend
to have asked for, and it is something which, if obtainable,
would be a great boon to the country, especially to the
Maritime Provinces who are particularly interested in the
matter. Now that our fish is excluded to some extent from
the United States; it becomes doubly the duty of the
Government to try and open to us the ports of other
countries for the admission of our products. I am sorry
that the Minister of Finance is not in a position to be more
explicit; I am sorry he is not in a position to make a satis.
factory statement instead of simply stating that the papers
would be brought down without giving the slightest intima-
tion of the nature of the business done if any, or about
anything pertaining to an object the achievement of which
would be a most desirable consummation.

Mr. VAIL I have not, as the hon. member fer Hal fix
seems to think, desired to cast reflections on the Government
for not having managed this business botter, but I desired
to have some statements from the G>vernment as to what
has been done, especially as I have brought this matter
before the House twice, and that already two years have
elapsed since I first brought it under their notice. I am
much disappointed to-day to find that the Government are
not in a position to tell the House they have done something.
I am aware that any negotiations on out part must be
carried on through the British Government, but I think, as
the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) has said, as we
have an embassador to the Court of St. James and as he
seems to be in close communication with the higher powers
there, he ought certainly to have been iustructed by our
Government to have brought the matter before the Govern-
ment of Great Britain and been able and have had an answer
from them of some kind. I think the Minister of Finance
should have been able to tell the House that the Govern-
ment had given instructions which were carried eut, and
had the assurance of the British Government they were
doing their best to get the restrictions we complain of
removed. I have no desire to say a word against the Gov-
ernment as to their action in a matter of this kind, but we
must presume they have taken some action, and I would like
to know what is ite nature. I know how they are hampered,
and I am willing to make every alo*ancei but I think they
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should be in a position to give some irnformation in refer-!
once to this matter. I know a little about it, more, per-
haps, than I have stated to the House. When I spoke
before, I did not mention the fact, which is a very impor-
tant fact, that both France and Germany are placed in the
sane position as the Unite4 States with regard to the entry
ofgoods in Porto Rico and Ouba. What excuse is there for
any arrangements of this kind going on without the Govern-
ment keeping itself cognisant ofthem, and calling the atten-
tion of the British Government to the fact that here are
three other nations which enjoy the privilege from which
the British people and colonists are shut out? A long
correspondence hastaken place between the BritishGovern-
ment and the overnment ofSpain with regard to the trade
relations between the two countries. The reason given by
Spain for making a special arrangement with the United
States was that the United States people are near neigh-
bors of the islands i question. I think our commissioner
should have told the British Government, if the British
Government did not know it, that the people of the
Dominion of Canada are also near neighbors of those islands
as well as the people of the Inited States, and if
Spain saw good reasons for giving advantages to the United
States on that ground, they had certainly good reason on
the same ground for giving our people the same advantages.
Our people have been laboring under this disadvantage and
our trade las been suffering i consequence, when, I am
satisfied, if the Dominion Government had done their duty
in pointing this out to the British Government, there is no
reason why this restriction should have remained to operate
against us. Because the United States Government charged
goods from Porto Rico and Cuba 10 r cent, more than
tI½ey charged other goods, and agreed to remove this extra
charge on condition that they should have these advan-
tages, there is no reason why Spain should refuse to cede
this right to the people of the Dominion or to the British
people, because it is well known that England is a free trade
country and goods are admitted to England at a much lower
rate of duty than they are admitted into the United States.
The leader of the Government last year in ans wer to the
leader of the Opposition said:

" I think Canada will have more than a fair chance ot making an
advantageons treaty. I cti oaly assure he hon. gentleman that there
will b. no neglect, but that tiiere wili b. continuai watchfalness and
pressure on the part of the Canadian Government upon the Government
of Spain; in the first place, directly through our own officers, and then
constantly, every day, through the intervention of lier Majesty's
Ambasador."

Is it then unreasonable for any hon. gentleman in this
House to ask the Government whether their reticence and
apparent want of action is in accordance with the statements
made by the leader of the Government last year that this
subject had been pressed every day on the Spanish Govern-
ment. What is the result of that constant pressure ? The
Government should say whether they have had any answer
from the British and Spanish Governments, through the
ambassador spoken of in the remarks, which I have
quoted, by the leader of the Government. If so, let us have
it. Do not let three years pass, after having led the people
to suppose something would be done within a given time,
without telling us what has been done. I must say the
Government have been neglectful of their duties in this
matter, when they are not in a position to state that some
progrese bas been made, and that within a given time we
will have the restriction that bears so.heavily on our com-
merce removed.

Motion agreed to.

MEMORIAL OF THE NORTH-WEST COUNCIL.

Mr. WATSON moved for:.
Addreas to His Excellency the Governor-General for a copy of the,

memorial of the North-West ou4Qil presented to the cOrsenwI t by

Messrs. Wilson and Ross, members of said Qonneil, and of any answer
made to said memorial and of any correspondence between the Govern
ment and the Lieutenant-Governor of the North-WeEt Territories or
other parties in reference thereto.
He said: This memorandum ought to be laid on, the Table
and the House made acquainted with the facts and etate-
monts it contains. The North-West has no power to send
representatives to this Blouse, so that the only mans We
have of acquiring knowledge of the local requirements of
the people of that section is the representations made
through the North-West Council. As a member of this
House I feel that the Government ought to make provision,
at the earliest possible moment, for local representation
from those Territories, so that representatives would be
elected there so that they would have part in making the
laws that govern the country. The Government iill find
they are making a great mistake, if they think they will
govern that country successfully by appointing a num-
ber of men from Ottawa to act as t representatives
of that section, to make laws to govern its people.
The North-West Territories to-day have as large a popula-
tion as the Province of Manitoba had when it was granted
responsible Local Government, and 1 do not see any reason
why the Territories should not be granted as many privileges
as are possessed by any other portion of the Dominion.
The Government must have correspondence from the
Lieutenant-Governor of the North-West with reference to
the last Session of the Council, as we are aware, from what
has appeared in the press, that they had a very lively time,
and that the Lieutenant-Governor and his following, if I
may call them so. the members of the Council who are
appointed by the Government, were defeated by the voice
of the people, notwithstanding all the patronage of the
Government in that section of the country. The resalt was
that a very strong memorial was drafted, setting forth the
grievances and the requirements of that section of the
country against the Government at Ottawa, and that a
deputation was appointed, as stated in thia resolution. As
I hope that this memorial will be laid before the louse in
time to be considered before the close of the Session, I shall
not at present detain the fHouse any further.

Motion agreed to.

LIFE-SAVING SERVICE AT PORT ROWAN.

Mr. JACKSON moved for:

Copies of correspondence, not already brought down between the
Government and cth captain of any of the crew of e1 life-saving
service at Port Rewan, Province of Ontario.

He said: I called the attention of the hon. the Minister of
Marine to the inefficiency of the lifa-saving service at
Port Rowan in 1884 and again in 1885. On those occa-
sions I pointed out to the Minister that that was one of the
most exposed points on the whole of the inland waters; I
pointed out that there had been more los of life and pro-
perty in the vicinity of Long Point than at any other place
on the chain of lakes; I stated that the service was not
properly provided for, that the men were only provided
with a second or third-class boat, that they were not pro-
vided with life jackets or even with common life preser-
vers, that they had no lines nor mortars, which are essential
on some occasions, as in 1883, when the brig Siberia was
wrecked there, and the crew had to romain in the rigging
for twenty hours or more, because the men of the Life-saving
Service were not provided with proper apparatus to rescue
them. In order to show what the press of that day had to
say on the subject, I will quote from the Spirit of the Age,
published at Port Rowan, dated lst November, 1883. It
reads as follows:-

" On Tuesday miorning, about 8 o'clock a large three-masted schooner
was seen above thiseport going down the lake. Fro theerrtc course
ot the boat it seee that eimetiug ws weng 11 hti 
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vation was soon verified by her striking heavily on the bar, south of the Bill (No. 89) to incorporate the Kootenay Railway Com-
west light, on Long Point. As soon as it was seen she had struck, pre pany of British Columbia.-(Mr. Small.)parations were made to man the lifeboat and start to the rescue of the
crew. About 9 o'clock she started with- the following crew: Wm. Bill (No. 91) to incorporated the Yarmouth Steamship
Woodward, captain, John Woodward, R. Gifford, A. Nisely, O. Glover, Company (Limited).-(Mr. Kinney.)
W. Glover and F. Pelton. The Hanlan followed with the crew whoCo
had rescued the men off the Vanderbià a couple of weeks ago. On Bill (No. 97) An Act respecting the London and Ontarioarriving a the beach it was found too rough to attempt to reach the Investment Company (Limited) (from the Senate).(Mr.
stranded veusel.l' Ivsmn opn Lmtd fo h oae.(r

This was early in the morning of a certain day; and be- Beaty.)
cause the service was not provided with proper material to Bill (No. 98) to consolidate the borrowing powers of the
give the crew sufficient energy and courage to attempt to Canada Permanent Loan and Savings Company, and to
get to that vessel, these poor people had to remain there authorise the said company to issue debenture stock (from
for twenty hours, till the next morning. the Senate).-(Mr. Small.)

" Early on Wednesday morning Mr. Woodward, captain of the life-
boat, offered to give place to any one who was more competent than CANADIÂN PACIFJO RPILWAY BONDS.
himself, and allow such to select his own crew. Mr. Orooker was
selected, who took withi him the captain, pull ng stroke, Thos. Gordon, Mr. GAULT. I desire to call the attention of the Gov-
bow, Jas. illl, John Baker, W. Glover and C. Glover. Five out of the crnment to a notice that appears in the Free Press this
seven selected were men who assisted in the former resene. They
manned the boat and started for the wreck, which they reached, and, as evening, saying that the Canadian Pacifie Railway Com-
before, succeeded in saving every one on board, and brought them safe pany have received applications for over $60,0,000 of
to shore, where they were well cared for by the light-keeper and his
wife. The captain, first mate and a couple of the crew arrived at this
p lace at 12 o'clock, the remainder of the crew remaining at the Point. that too at a premîum. 1 should ike I know if the Gov-
The following is the captain's statement :-erment have any information on the subjeet, a this is one

" She is named the Siberia, of Kingston, from Toledo to Kingston, of the most important matters that has been before the
loaded with square timber, and owned by Calvin à Son, of Garden
Island. There were eight of a crew and a woman, cook, two horses, country for a long time.
one of which was drowned. She lost her topsail, four other sails and
three jibs. The vessel became waterlogged about 41 miles above Long Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I should be very happy to
Point. answer that question in the affirmative, but 1 arnot in a

" Again has the metal of our brave boys been tried, and again they position to do so. We have no offciaI information inhave proven themselves heroes. All honor to them.
IlTheMcaptairn d.sirAt thank thtm, on behaef of himnetf and crew.i t regard to the matter.

This was not the only occasion that this crew had to risk
their lives witbout proper implements to protect them-
selves. They had to take their lives in their hands, and go
to the rescue of these unfortunates without anything to
protect themselves against accidents. In 1884 another
accident occurred there. I read from the Port Dover
Maple Leaf of 31st October, 1884, one year later. This is
from the Port Rowan News published in that paper:

" The lifeboat stationed at this place was the means of saving a lot
of sailors from being drowned last week. The Fortune, a steam
barge from Buffalo, was wrecked off Port Royal on the evening of 23rd
October. On Friday morning, she was seen from Port Rowan, and the
fc.llowing crew nobly volunteered to rescue the sailors at the risk of
their own lives :-J. C. McCall, R. Orooker, J. Hill, W. Smith, D. Bene-
dict, J Baker, W. Glover and A. Becker. They reached the barge after
a hard struggle, and the whole crew of nine men and a woman were
safely brought back to the village. While giving the boys all the credit
they deserve for their skill and bravery, we think they were a little slow
in getting started. Two hours does not seem long in a warm bouse,
eating a hearty breakfast, but it must have seemed an age to men out
on the cabin of a vessel for ten or twelve hours, exposed to the wind,
with the water splashing over them and cxpecting every moment to be
cast into the lake. Suppose the boat had gone to pieces while the life-
boat was being made ready, and some of the crew drowned, would not
some one have been guilty of a crime ? Just here let us note a remark-
able fact."

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

After Recess.

IN CO qKITTEE-THIRD READINGS.
Bill (No. 52) to reduce the capital stock of the Union

Bank of Halifax.-(Mir. Stairs.)
Bill (No. ,-5) to amend the several Acts relating to the

Board of Trade of the city of Toronto.-(Mr. Small.)
Bil (No. 41) to reduce the capital stock of the Union Bank
of Lower Canada and to change the corporate name thereof
to the "Union Bank of Canada."-(Mt. Bossé.)

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (o. 86) to incorporate the "North American Tele-
graph Company."-(Mr. Taylor.)

Bill (No. 81) to incorporate the Columbia Valley Railway
Company.-(hfr. Tupper.)

Mr. JoxsoU,

PROTECTION OF WOMEN AND GIRLS.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 20) to
punish seduction and like offences, and to make further
provision for the protection of women and girls.-(Mr.
Charlton.)

(In the Committee.)

Mr. CAMERON (Huron.) I desire to draw the attention
of the Minister of Justice to the second clause of this Bill.
The hon. gentleman will observe it provides that any
person who has carr al connection with a female under
promise of marriage shall be guilty of misdemeanor. If
there was no other punishment and no other remedy against
the offender I should have no objection to it, although I
think it might be open to objection. But the hon. gentle-
man will observe that under this clause an accused person
is liable to three different punishments. First, he is liable
to be punished under this clause and to be imprisoned for a
poriod of two years. Under the local law ho is liable to an
action for breach of promise of marriage, and he is liable to
another action for the result of the carnal connection. So
that in reality a man is being punished three times for the
same offence. That is contrary to the policy of the law and
ought not to be. If we had control over civil actions we
could very easily provide for that by inserting a clause in
the Bill that, in case of any prosecution under this Bill,
the right to bring a civil action should cease and be at an
end. But we have no power over that here, I apprehend,
as it is a matter of civil rights which belong to the Local
Legislature. As the Bill stands itleaves a man liable to
pay three times over for one offence, which appears con-
trary te the rule of law and should not prevail.

Mr. CHARLTON. I believe i is a recogniscd pinciple
of the law that a person cannot be tried twice for the same
offence, so that I doubt if any provision would be necessary
to prevent a second trial for the same offence. However,
in the 10th clause an amendment is proposed after the word
" prosecution," which I think will meet the difficulty. It
is proposed to add the words "provided always that pro-
ceedings under this Statute shall be a bar to ail other
remedies."
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Mr. CURRAN. The difficulty mentioned by the hon. dealing is the criminal law, and 1 think Parliament ha&
member for Huron (Mr. Cameron), would not arise in the i

Province of Quebec, as there the promise has to be provedIwith the civil rights of a landiord.
by what we call commencement of proof in writing. Last Mr. CHARLTON. I move that section 4 stand as it was
year when the same section of law was introduced, I gave originally printed, as it wa copied from the Imperial law,
my reasons for opposing it, and I have not changed my except that the age be changed from twelve to ten years,
mind as to the value of the authorities which I cited then. i conformity with our law as it exists at present.
I feel now as I did then with regard to the great risk we are Amendment agreed to.
running of encouraging blackmail by introducing such
legislation as this. That has been proved beyond contr On section 5,
versy by the experience of all countries that have introduced
this system. I was under the impression that the com- Mr. CHARLTON. The first and second sub.sections of
mittee-from the meeting of which I was unfortunately this section were struck ont by the committee, as they were
absent- would introduce into the section a provision requir- held to confiit with the laws of the Provinces with respect
ing that there should be a commencement of proof in writ- to seduction.
ing so far as the promise of marriage was concerned. How- Mr. 9gOMPSON (Antigonish). It seeme to me it would
ever, I understand that certain amendments have been made have beèip better left alone. As it is now you define what
as to the nature of the proof, and that would meet to a great shah be the offence of detaining, but you have not made it
extent the objection I have made to the law as it 1w stands an offence, because you have &truck eut the passages th t

Mr. TwOMPSON (Antigonish). I was in the saite posi- make it an offence,
tion as my hon. friend who has just spoken, in flot being Mr. CHARLTON. That diffeculty would ae met by
able to be present at the meetings of the committee. As restoring the section to its original form. I move, in con-
to the question raised by the hon. member for West Huron formity with the suggestion of the Minister f Justice, that
(Mri. Cameron), I tbink that is purely a question of policy section 5 stand as section 6 in the original Bill oopied from
fbr this flouse, if the -ouse tMinks that the offence is eueAtRe Engish Statute and compiled from section 8 of that
wtticrc we should legisoate against, as a criminal Statutm.offence we should pass the section, but we cannot
make the criminal proceedirigs a bar to the civil Mr. CAM RON (Huron). That clauseeau b passed by
proceedings, even to the extent of providing that the making it a proviso or amendment to section 54 f our
civil proceedingas may be suspended until after the criminal own Statute, which makes it a felony to allure or detain
proceedings have bee m taken, because I take it that the any woman under twenty-one for the purpose of having
function of thishLegis)ature in deaing with offences of this ca ai connection.
kind, is purely in relation to the criminal law. We should Mte. DAVIES. This is nt for th purpose of caai
leave to the Local Legisatures the question cf the curtail- connection
nent of the civil remediesif they are found to be too
severe, afer this fouse Has attached the penalty under the Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Yes, itis.
criminal law. MTHOMPSON (Antigonish). If t is intended to make

Mr. CHARLTON. I would ask the Minister cf Justice this an amendment te the existing aw, that ought te appear
if vie would advise the dropping cf this clausert na lting

proceedings, haverbeenittaken, becausertItakeaitlthat the

Mr. TiOMPSON (Antigonish). Not at al. My view teithesBill itsel It had better be amended, or be stated
is that it must be accepted as i m stands in the Bih, if at al, that these wrds shah be appended to that section.
as attaching the penalties of a misdemeanor to the offence, Mr CAMERON (Huron). I oppsed that portion of
notwithstanding the existence of the civil penalty to the th. Bill enîimely in committee, for the reason that in our
injured party. If it is thought te be to0 severe, Ldo net Prvince tbere exists a provision in our local law cover-
think it eau b. mitigated by any remedy on our part with in l a ltawrrftecniio ftolwi h

akther Provinces, but in our local and municipal laws we
Mr. CHARLTON. Iu the United States and in other have ample power. If passed at alq it should be made

nations where this crime or misdemeanor is deait with at a proviso te, section 54 of our Statute, which I partly
ail, the crime of seductionr under promise of marriage orieadn iWhoever fraudulently allures or takes away or
treated with greater severity than that of afy other offence detains, a woman under twenty-one years of agaeutcf thae
under this law. In New York the penalty for seduction possession or against the will cf ber father or any other
under promise of marriage is a fine of $5,00 and fiv t years person who as care of lier, etc., is guilty 8f felony." The
imprisonment-one or both in the discretion of the court. penalty is much more evere than under the provision cf
In Michigan the fine is heavy and the period of imprisen- the hon. member for Norfolk. If, therofore, this clause is
ment May be ten years in the discretion cf the court. Under te remain in the Bill, t ought te, be a proviso te the one I
these cireumstances, and believing that the betrayal of a have read, or it will co ae ftel collision with il.
waman under promise of marriage is one cf the basest actu
a man can commit. I should b. very reluctant to drop this IMr. TOMPSO (Antigenis). This provision does not
clause of the Bil. seem to be ncessary. I presue the offence io almost

On secion 4,unknowfl in this country, as regards young persons whon eciigt be made victim, and the provisions are suficientas
Mm. CAMUERON (Eluron). By thîs section the Bill regards eIder persns.

interferes with the rig t of the ownercf premises te rent. Mr. CaARLTON. There is one point contained in this
I wilh te draw the attention of th. Minister of Justice to clause which I think is of importance. That is as regards
if, as it is doubtf l in y mind whother this is n t an in-
terarene with propety and civil rights, and whether under emalesineanetheirilin boteionddeaine
pretencen f making this offece criminal it is within thee oebcaseetheyae in possession
competence of this Pareiament te pass a provision like this. prewhich bas beenganed be, a the o i

cfhinkcit crnminamitigctedinysany remedtakenoagapart thth

Mr. THROMPSON (ntigoUnish). I think tt is within should they leave against the wil of the proprieter. This
the power of Parlia ent. The subject with whicsf w. are clause is itendedagt meet that hardship:

89



COMMONS DEBATES. APrIL 14,

Where a woman or girl is in or upon any premises for the purpose of
having any unlawful carnal connection, or is in any brothel, a person
shall be deemed to detain such woman or girl in or upon uuch premises,
or in such brothel, if with intent to compel or induce her to remain in
or upon such premises, or in such brothel, snch person withholds from
such woman or girl any wearing apparel or other property belonging to
ber or, where wearing apparel has been lent or otherwise supplied to
such woman or girl by or with the direction of such person, such person
threatens such woman or girl with legal proceedings if she takes away
with her the wearing apparel so lent or supplied ; no legal proceedings,
whether civil or criminal shall be instituted against her under such cir-
cumstances.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). The object may be
accomplished this way, if necessary to pass the section at
ail: In lino 45, omit the words "a person shail be deemed "
and say it shall be a misdemeanor; again,,on page 3, strike
out the words "whether civil or criminal."

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). This clause of the Bill is
simply au interpretation of our Statute, and our law is suffi-
cienIly explicit on that point. It makes no difference how
or for what reason a person is detained, and Mr. Justice
Taschereau, commenting on this, says it means the more
detention against the will. What necessity is there thon to
put an interpretation on the word "detained." It will
simply complicate the law unnecessarily. I think it would
be botter to strike out the clause altogether.

Mr. CHARLTON. It may be true that Mr. Justice
Taschereau referred to detention, and the law covers that.
But this makes a definite provision with regard to an indefi-
nite abuse, and a woman would not find it necessary to go to
a lawyer to have it explained to her that she might escape
and still use any wearing apparel she has, whether lier own
or lent to lier.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). The section my hon.
friend refers to, and on which Mr. Taschereau has com-
mented, is in the English Act, but in England it has been
deemed necessary to describe that the artifice of keeping
clothing shall be a detention.

Mr. DAVIES. I read the Act differently from the hon.
member from Huron. The Act says a person who "fraud-
ulently " allures or detains. But this section goes further
than is provided by the Statute at all: "detention against
her will, whether by fraud or not."

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). There are three classes of
offences under this Statute. There is one of fraudulently
alluring, and another for taking the woman out by force or
in any other way. That would appear to be the interpreta
tion put upon it by Taschereau and also by Russell. Thon
section fifty-six also provides that whoever unlawfully takes
or causes teobe taken any unmarried girl under the age of
sixteen for any purpose shall be guilty of a misdemeanor.
I think these clauses cover the case.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). As far as I know, the
provision of the Bill is not requisite, but the object of the
introducer of the Bill is to define, or to enlarge the definition
of, the word "detain," and to make it in offence to detain,
not only by fraud or by force, but by using the artifice of
concealing the clothing. Whether it is necessary or not is
another question, but it has been found necessary in Eng-
land. I do not know that it willinterfere with the existing
law. It will be an enlargement of it.

Mr. CHARLTON. This is not a matter that we are
theorising about here. This clause is part of the English
Statute passed last year, and I think we may assume that
the Imperial Parliament, in dealing with this question,
knew something about what they were doing. I think I see
very clearly the necessity for this provision. I think it is
an important practi.al provision, more important, perhaps,
than anything else bearing on that class of cases, so I should
be very loath to see it struck out of the Bill. However, I
will bow to the wish of the Committee if it is thought to

Mr. CHARLTON.

encumber the Bill, and if it is desired to strike it out, let
that be done.

Mr. DAVIES. My hon. friend will remember that the
English Statute was passed under an exceptional state of
things which, fortunately, does not exist in this country.
I agree with the Minister of Justice that there are no cases
of which we are aware which call for our interference in
this matter, and 1 think my hon. friend would be well
advised to drop this clause.

Mr. CHARLTON. Perhaps my hon. friend from Queen's
(Mr. Davies), is not aware that the Statute in England
passed the House of Lords twice, and that it was only the
favorable action of the House of Commons that was neces-
sary to make it law. It was not merely the excitement
which existed last Session which caused its passage, but the
growing public sentiment which had for some time been
surely making its way.

Mr. DAVIES. My only ground is that a new criminal
offence ought uot to be created by Parliament without its
having some facts to justify it. We have already on the
Statute book a law which sufficiently provides for fraudu-
lent detention.

Mr. CHARLTON. I have frequently heard of cases of
of this kind, where females were detained in brothels
because they were unable to leave witbout making use of
clothing which did not belong to them, and feared they
would make themselves liable to criminal proceedings.
These poor creatures were detained in worse than dungeons,
because this threat of criminal proceedings was held over
them in terrorem by those merciless wretches in whose power
they were, and it is for that reason that I am anxious that
this feature of the Bill should be adopted.

Mr. THOMPSON (Autigonisb). I think the object of
the legislation in England was not so much the purpose
which would be met by this clause, as the protection of young
persons, and we have left out those portions of the clause. As
regards criminal proceedings, there would be no danger of
the conviction of a person under such circumstances, and in
regard to civil proceedings, we have no power to legislate.

Section 5 struck out.

On section 6,
Mr. CHARLTON. Here the objection raised by my hon.

friend from Montreal (Mr. Curran) has been met by the com-
mittee, I think, pretty fully. The section now requires corro-
borative evidence to the soduction, as well as the promise of
marriage, and the next clause makes the accused a compet-
ent witness in his own behalf. I do not know of any
provision in any law in the world that so protects the
individual against blackmail as this does. In fact, I fear
that the provisions made for his safety are so great that
they render it almost impossible to procure a conviction.

Mr. DAVIES. I think the effect of the amendment of
this clause by the committee will be simply to nullify the
Bill altogether. The amendment requiring supplementary
evidence in regard to the promise of marriage is very good,
but the other amendment requires additional evidence to
corroborate in some material point the evidence as to seduc-
tion, will render the Bill inoperative. If that is to be
inserted, the committee might as well rise without doing
anything more. We had better either legislate to some
effect or not legislate at alla lt is useless to introduce
words into the Bill which are going to nullify the Bill
altogether. We know that practically it would be imposai-
ble to get this corroborative evidence in ninety-nine cases
out of a hundred, in reference to seduction, wbatever may
be the case as to promise of marriage. I think, as to promise
of marriage, it would be just as well to require some
corroborative evidence, but as to the other it seems to me
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monstrous, and I hope the promoter of the Bill will not
consent to it.

Mr. CHARLTON. If the committee would accept the
clause standing 8 in the Bill as it is printed, and which is an
exact copy of the English Statute, section 3, chap. 69, 48
and 49 Vic., it would suit my views better, of course. Then
it will read as follows:

No person shall be convicted of any offence under this Act on the
evidence of one witness unless such evidence be corroborated in some
material particular by evidence implicating the accused.

Then, in addition to this safeguard, we have in the next
clause, the provision that in every case arising under this
Act the defendant shall be a competent witness in his own
behalf, which provision does not exist in the English Bill;
so that we give a double safeguard, even if we strike out
those words as regards both seduction and the promise of
marriage. If the committee will permit the provision to
stand as it is in the English Statute, with this added saCe-
guard, that the accused shall be a competent witness in his
own behalf, I think the Bill will bo better than with the
other provision left in, which I fear will nullify the Bill
entirely.

The CHAIRMAN. The motion before the committee
now is that the words which were added by the special
committee to whom the Bill was referred namelv :<I"Both

CARRIERS BY LAND.

Mr. McCARTHY moved the second reading of Bill
(No. 7) respecting carriers by land.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). In regard to this Bill
I may say that the Minister of Railways thinks it very
desirable that the commission which he proposes having
appointed should take up this subject and deal with it in
connection with the whole question.

Mr. MOCARTHY. On the understanding that it is to be
dealt with in that way during the recess, I shall ask that
the order be discharged.

Order discharged, and Bill withdrawn.

CONSOLIDATED RAILWAY ACT, 1879.

Mr. McCARTHY moved the second reading of Bill
(No. 8) to amend the Consolidated Railway Act, 1879.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

LAW OF EVIDENCE IN CRIMINAL CASES.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) moved the second reading of
Bill (No. 23) further to amend the law of evidence in
criminal cases.

as to seduction and as to promise of marriage " bestru Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I think I should say a
out, which would leave the clause as it was original ly. word or two on this Bill although in discussing it I am

addressing hon. members who have already debated the
Motion agreed to; yeas 42, nays 23. subject on two or three occasions. I shall confine myself

On section 6 (section 9 in original Bill), to giving my personal views upon the question and I there-
(fore speak altogether for mysolf. I am in favor ofthe principle

Mr. CHARLTON. I move that the words added by the of the Bill and concur, generally speaking, in the argu-
special committee, which are now rendered unnecesary ments by which it is supported. But I am opposed to its
by dropping the clause to which they refer, be struck out. being passed at present simply for the reason that it makes

a most important change in the criminal law, one that has
Motion agreed to, and Bill reported. not yet been adopted in the Mother Country, but which is

Amendments read and concurred in, and Bill read the likoly to be adopted either at the present Session of Par-
third time. bament or at the next Session. It is, no doubt, quite

true that this Bill is framed on the Bill which is likely to be
passed in Great Britain. It may be, however, that the

HOLES IN THE ICE. enactment there will reccive important modifications as it

Mr ROBERTSON (Hlarnilton) moved the second roading goes through Parliament. I understand the probabilities

of Bill(No.2) toamend the criminal lawand todeclare it a mis- are mnuch more in favor eof its pasag durng the present
demeanor to leuve unguarded exposed holes cut in the ice on Session o the Imperial Parpament than they have been
any navigable or frequented waters. He said: I do not think heretofo; but I hink, i respect of tho crimmal law,
I need occupy the time of the House in pointing Out the much more than in repect of any other branch of the law,
different provisions of this measure. it has now been it is desirable to follow the beaten track of legislation and

before Parliament severai Sessions, and no doubt hps been judicial decision. It is very desirablo, at alil events, not to

well considered by every hon. member. The Bill as now adopt so fundamental a change as this is n the whole

introduced is the same as that reported by a special com- system of criminal procedure without either the sanction

mittee te which the 13il1 et last ession was referred. It which such a change would receive from its adoption in the

was entered on the paper but not reached. This Session Mother Country or the advantage of the decisions of the

I have re-introduced the Bill as reported by the commit- tribunals of the Mother Country, which we know are almost
tee, and I hope the Bouse will consider that it is a measure implicitly followed in matters of criminal jurisprudence,
which should receive its sanction. One of the principal and are the safest guides we have in administering that
reasons for the Bill is that experience has shewn that jurisprudence. While, therefore, I am in accordance with
great carelessness is practiced byparties who are en- the hon. gentleman as to the principle of this Bill, I think,
gaged nl hurvesting ce in and about cities and tewns for many reasons, it would be inexpedient to adopt it, and
and the consequence i that very serious loss of life has perhaps more inexpedientjust now, in view of the probability
occurred on many occasions. Only the winter before I of its being adopted in the . other Country in some modified

introduced this Bill, some three years ago now, a valuable ferm. I thn 1t would ob undesirable, and I think that
member of society in Efamilton had occasion to cross over next Session we would probably regret having adopted a
the bay in his cutter, and it being dark ho unfortunately neasure which was found in its passage through the Impe-
drove into an ice hole, and was drowned. His death was rial Parhiament to have undergone important modifications.

a matter of very great grief, and the public were very Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I must confess that I cannot
much excite4 and considered that some legislation should follow very well the logic of the Minister of Justice-it may
take place to compel parties who were making money Out be from my obtuseness, but at any rate I cannot follow
of harvesting ice, to protect the holes they made. him. He says ho is in favor of the principle of the Bill;

Motion agreed to. and Bill read the second time. he thinks it is a good Bill; ho thinks it ought to beçome
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law, but because the Imperial Parliament have seen fit not
to pass it yet, we ought not to adopt it here. I do not
believe in that doctrine. I do not think we should always
follow the lead of English lawyers or the leading strings of
the Mother Country in matters of this kind. If the prin-
ciple is a sound one and the Bill is a good one, it should
become law. It has received the sanction of the English
Parliament several times; it passed the English House of
Lords in 1885 without a dissenting voice, or rather a Bill
of which this one is an exact transcript. It passed the
second reading during the present Session of the present
Parliament in England, I believe without a dissenting
voice, and with the almost unanimous assent of the English
Law Lords, all of whom, with few exceptions, pronounced
strongly in its favor. The principle of the Bill has been
assented to in this Parliament on four different occasions,
and on each occasion with the assent of the First Minister.
It passed through every stage of this House during last
Session; it passed the second reading by a majority of 32,
and it was finally passed in this House and sent to the
Senate, but owing to the late period at which it was sent
there and the pressure of other important business, it did
not receive very much consideration at their hands and the
Bill was dropped without a division. After having already
received the sanction of this Parliament, I do not sec upon
what ground it should not again receive the sanction of
this fouse. If the principle is a sound one, and the Bill
ought to become law, why should we wait another year-
what does the Minister of Justice expect to gain by wai ting
another year ? I will only refer to some of the observa-
tions made by several of the English law lords when this
Bill was before the English House of Lords for the third
time. Lt was introduced during the present Session of the
Imperial Parliament by Lord Bramwell, and a similar Bill
was introduced in the flouse of Commons. The Bill intro-
duced by Lord Bramwell received its second reading on the
10th of March last, and on pressing it on the flouse of
Lords Lord Bramwell made use of the following words:

" Of all persons in the world the man who knew best whether an
accused person was guilty or not was the man who was charged with an
offence, and yet under the present law that was precisely the man whose
mouth was closely shut. It must ho a most grevions thing to an accused
person that when he could prove his innocence he was not allowed to
give evidence. Already steps in the direction of allowing an accused
person to gi ve evidence in bis own behalf have been taken to a limited
extent, and this Bill merely proposed to go further in that path. The
principle of the measure had been recognised in the Criminal Law

mendmentthct which wae passed in the iast Session of Parliaent.
The part of the law cf evidence which hoe proposeci te repeal was the
last remnant of the very unreasonable condition of that law which
existed some fifty years ago."

Why, Sir, it is the law of England now-not to the full
extent it is true, but in many cases of felony and misdemea-
nor. We know that in 1871 the principle was recognised
by the English Parliament in the Plimsol Act which made
it an offence to send an unseaworthy ship to sea, and for
snob an offence the accused person could give evidence on
his own behalf. Under the English election law a person
accused of an offence under that law may give evidence on
his own behalf. On an indictment under the English
Explosives' Act the person accused can give evidence on his
own behalf. Under the law passed last Session by the
Imperial Parliament for the better protection of women and
girls, a law which created new offences, some misde-
meanors, and some felonies, the person accused is a
competent witness in his own behalf. The prineiple
has been recognised in Canada. In 1868, L think
it was, a Bill was passed by the Parliament of
Canada making a person indicted for assault a com-
petent witness in his own behalf. A year or two sub
sequently the provisions of that Bill were extended toi
men indicted for assault and battery, and they can now
give evidence in their own behalf. Under our election law
a man can give evidenceon his own behalf, and to-night a

Mr. CAMaoN (Huron).

Bill bas passed this House of Commons, with the assent of
the Minister of Justice, creating new offences, some misde-
meanors and some felonies, and on an indictment for any
one of thcse offences, the defendant can be a witness on his
own behalf. Now, I say it is an extraordinar y proposition
that having recognised this principle in cases of f elony and
misdemeanor in England and in Canada as well, we should
not now make it the law of the land. Upon that discussion
in the fouse of Lords on the 10th of March last, Viscount
Cranbrook said:

" He felt bound to say that it wae by a gradual growth in hie own
mind that ho had come to the conclusion that what had already been
done in that direction it was almost inevitable that they should go still
further. The principle of that Bill had been partially introduced
already in some cases. The precedent of the Explosives' Act had been
mentioned. It was introduced into a measure which was carried in the
flouse last year ; and if it were accepted to meet the difficulty of g et-
ting evidence in some instances they could hardly reject it in others.

Lord Fitzgerald said :
"He believed that there was no noble and learned lord present who

had a larger experience of the criminal law than ho had. The result of
his long experience had induced him to believe that the present state of
the law inflicted a good deal of hardship, and not infrequently much
injustice. In many cases where a prisoner had been tried on a serious
charge the accused might have been able to dispose of the whole case
against him if the state of the law had allowed him to go into the wit-
ness box and be subjected to examination. Many convictions indeed,
were passed because the accused person was not allowed to give evi-
dence. The Bill being intended to remedy this state of things, ho would
give it his support. If a prisoner was competent to be heard as a wit-
ness they ought to get rid of all those hindrances which at present pre-
vented his going into the witnessbox, and which sometimes led to the
accused being unjustly convicted."

The Lord Chancellor of England pronounced strongly in
its favor, and the late Lord Chancellor in the Session of
1885 gave bis opinion very strongly in favor of this mea-
sure. The Lord Chancellor in the late Conservative Govern-
ment also pronounced in favor of the principle of the Bill;
and with the almost unanimous opinion of the first lawyers
practising at the English bar, the first judges on the E nglish
bench, and nearly all the Law Lords of the House of Loirs in
favor of the Bill. It does appear to me extraordinary that
it should be opposed now. The on. Minister of Justice
also pronounces in favor of the prineiple of the Bill. And
yet, as I understand, the hon, gentleman intends to oppose
its second reading. I have heard no reasons from the ion.
gentleman why 1V should not receive a second readin r. If
the Government undortake to deal with the question, I
would gladly give it up to tbem. I belicve the prin-
ciple of this Bill is a sound one, and ought to have
formed part of our hegislation long ago. Every year
it is left off our Statute-book, a great injustice is
donc. Suppose before Parliament meots again sone un-
fortunate should be improperly convicted because he
could not tell his own story-and we know from the
testimony of some of the first men in England that that bas
taken place over and over again-it would not be a very
pleasant or agreeable reflection for the Minister of Justice
or any other hon. member that that injustice was simply
due to our refusal to pass a Bill which a large majority in
this House admit is based on a sound principle. If any
amendments can bo made to perfect the Bill, I would be
glad to receive them ; but in the meantime I desire to press
the second reading of the Bill.

House divided.

YBs:
Meieurs

Allen,
Armstrong,
Auger,
Bain (Wenworth),
Beaty,
Béchard,
Burnham,
Burpee,
Caineron (Huron),

Glen,
Guay,
Gunu,
Harley,
Billiard,
Holton,
Innes,
Irrin,
Kihvert,

MeNeill,
Mille>
01 Brion,
Paterolo (Brant),
Platt,

Riniret,
Robertson (Shelburne),
Scriver,
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Campbell (Renfrew),

asgrain,
rharlton,
Cockburn,
Cook,
Davies,
Fleming,
Forbes,
Geoffrion,
Gillmor,

King,
Kinney,
Kranz,
Landerkin,
Langelier,
Lister,
McCarthy,
McOraney,
Mclntyre,
McMullen,

Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Springer,
Trow,
Vail,
Wallace (York),
Watson,
Wells,
Wilson,
Woodworth.-57.

Messieurs
Amyot, Farrow, MeLelan,
Bain (Soulanges), Ferguson (Leeds&Gren)Massue,
Baker (Victoria), Ferguson (Welland), Orton,
Bell, Gault, Ouimet,
Bergin, Gigault, Paint,
Billy, Gordon, Pope,
Blondeau, Grandbois, Pruyn,
Bourbeau, Guillet, Rei
Bowell, Hackett, Riopel,
Bryson, Hall, Robertson (Hamilton),
Cameron (Inverness), Hesson, Scott,
Campbell (Victoria), Hickey, Shakespeare,Carling, Homer, Shanly,
Caron (Sir Adolphe), Jamieson, Small,
Chapleau, Jenkins, Sproule,
Cimon, Kaulbach, Stairs,
Cochrane, Landry (Kent), Taschereau,
Colby, Landry (Montmagny), Taylor,
Coughlin, Langevin, (Sir Hector), Temple,
Coursol, Mackintosh, Thompson (Antigonish)
(Jurran, Macmaster, Tyrwhitt,
Daoust, Macmillan (fiddlesex),Valin,
Dawson, McMillan (Vaudreuil), White (Cardwell),
Desaulniers (St Maurice)McCallum, White (Hastings),
Dugas, McDougald (Pictou), Wood (Brockville),
Dundas, McDougall (C. Breton), Wood (Westm'l'd).-80.
Dupont, McGreevy,

Motion for second reading negatived.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 10:15 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

THuaasAY, lth April, 1886.

The SPEAKEa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

VISITS OF MILITIA REGIMENTS TO GREAT
BRITAIN.

Mr. GAULT asked, Have any of the militia regiments of
the Dominion made application for permission to visit
Great Britain this summer, on the occasion of the celebra-
tion of Her Most Gracious Majesty's 50th anniversary of
her coronation, and is it the intention of the Government
to grant their request, when willing to go at their own ex-
pense ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The 5th Battalion of Royal
Scots, Lieut.-Col. Caverhill, have made application to visit
Great. Britain this summer. As the Militia Act has no
force outside of Canada, the men of the battalion would not
be subject to its provisions if taken outside of the country.
It was thought advisable, in consequence, not to grant the
requesté

THE NATURALISATION ACT.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, Is it the intention of the
Goverument during the present Session to amend the
Naturalisation Act, so that those Germans and other aliens
who settle in Canada may be enabled to become citizens

by a more simple, cheap and expeditions method than they
have under existing laws?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I think it is not the
intention.

MAIL SERVICE IN LOTBINIÈRE.

Mr. RINFRET asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to extend a daily mail service to the parish of
St. Narcisse, Newbois Post Office, in the county of Lot-
binière ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This matter is still under
the consideration of the Government. The Postmaster-
General was informed that the service would cost $40,
while it now appears that it would cost at least $200.
Therefore, the Postmaster-General bas not decided whether
he will extend the service or not.

FRAUDS UPON THE REVENUE.

Mr. GAULT asked, Is it truc that extensive frauds have
been committed upon the Revenue by a Montreal firm of dry
goods importers; and, if so, is it true that a compromise has
been effected by the acceptance of a sum of money and a
guarantee given that no further proceeding is to be taken
by the Government, and what was the amotint paid ?

Mr. BOWEL L. There have been frauds discovered on
the part of certain dry goods importers in the city of Mont-
real. A settlement was effected by one of the officers, who
agreed, upon the payment of a certain sum, not to prosecute
beyond that. As soon as the report was shown to me after
its arrival, I at once repudiated, on bebalf of the Govern-
ment, the terms of the settlement, and returned the papers
to the officer in Montreal, instructing him to so inform the
importers. The amount paid and deposited was between
$36,200 and $36,300.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RA.ILWAY-BRITISH COLUM-
BIA CONTRACTS.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. CAsEY) asked, 1. Have sections A,
B, C and D of the Canadian Pacifie Railway in British
Columbia been fully completed according to the specifica.
tions, and has a final estimate been made by the engineer-
in-charge? HRas the work been accepted by the Government,
and taken over from the contractors? HRas it been ac-
cepted by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company? fias
it been completed within the amount of the original esti-
mate ? 2. Why was Mr. Karcus Smith removed from the
position of engineer-in charge and placed in an inferior posi-
tion ? 3. Has the Port Moody contract been completed
within the time limit named in the contract, and according
to the schedule of prices in the contract ? If not, what are
the variations from such time limit and schedule ? 4. Who
is now operating the Canadian Pacifie Railway in British
Columbia ? Does the Governument pay anything towards
the maintenance of that portion of the railway ? If so,
how much, and for what purposes ?

Mr. POPE. Sections A, B, C and D of the Canadian
Pacific Railway in British Columbia have been fully com-
pletod according to specifications. A final estimate has not
been made by the engineer-in-charge; engineers-in-charge
do not issue finial estimates, the chief engineer issues such
estimates; he bas not yet done so in this case. The work
has not been formally taken over in its entirety. It has
not been accepted by theO Canadian Pacifie Railway Com.
pany; it has been compleed within the amount of the
original estimate. Marcus Smith was in charge of the
Emery-Port Moody section, and when the work ws
drawing near completion he was appointed to oversee the
work being done by the Canadian Pacifie Railway
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Company, east from Savona to Eagle Pass, a very important
position, not inferior to that he occupied before, and where
bis services would be of greater value. The Port Moody
contract bas been completed within the time limit named
in the contract. The contract is for a lump sum, and not
a schedule contract. The lump sum was not exceeded.
Mr. Onderdonk is now running trains over the Canadian
Pacifie Railway in British Columbia for the conveyance of
mails.

TERMS OF UNION WITII PRINCE EDWARD
ISLAND.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I wish to supplement the answer I
made yesterday to the hon. member for King's, P.E.I (Mr.
McIntyre), concerning the deputation of the Prince Edward
Island Government to England on the subject of the con
veyance of mails between Prince Edward Island and the
Dominion mainland. My answer was correct, that no com-
munication bas been received from the Imperial Govern-
ment; but on arriving at the Department I made further
enquiries, and I find a despatch bas been received from the
High Commissioner, Sir Charles Tapper, transmitting a
letter of the Colonial Office to him, asking him to be party
to a conference to be held between the Colonial Secretary
and the Prince Edward Island delegation. That despatch in-
cludes also a copy of his answer to the Colonial Office, the
memorial of the delegates, and the answer of Sir Charles
Tupper to their memorial, to be submitted at the confer-
once. These papers are being copied, and will be brought
down when the Address, notice of which appears on the
Notice Paper in the name of the hon. member for King's,
P.E.I., is voted.

STEAMBOAT INSPECTION ACT, 1882.

Mr. FOSTER moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee of the Whole to consider the following resolu-
tion:-

That it is expedient further to amend the Steamboat Inspection Act,
1882.

He said: Since 1870, masters and mates who were granted
certificates by the Marine Department of Canada, have
been allowed equal privileges in the United Kingdom
with masters and mates certificated by the Board of
Trade. The same privilege has now, upon the recom-
mendation of the Board of Trade, been extended by
Order in Council to inelude engineers of first and second
class. The object of the resolution is to prepare the way
for introducing a B:ll to make the necessary legisla-
tion to give effect to that. Other amendments are intro-
duced into the Steamboat Inspection Act. The principal
one provides for the separation of the certificates granted
by bull and boiler inspectors. Under the present law, the
hull inspectors did their duty and gave their certificates,
but their work had to be revised by the in-
spector of boilers. It is proposed now to make
the certificate of inspection ef hulls sufficient
without that revision. It is proposed also to make
the certificates granted to engineers equal to those
granted to masters and mates in point of continuance, as
under the present Act they have teobe renewed yearly.
Under the arrendment proposed, these certificates, once
granted, are beld by the engineers during good behaviour,
or while they fuifil the conditions proposed. This will
reduce the expenses of examination, and remove a grievance
long complained of by the engineers. To obviate danger
from fire on certain passenger steamers carrying between
decks hay and other combustible material, coal oil lamps
cannot be used. This with some minor particulars make
up the resolution.

Mr. Ponp.

Mr. COCKBURN. It is high time some Bill was in-
troduced to amend this Act, and I hope this one will be
sufficiently comprehensive. Otherwise, I will deem it my
duty to offer amendments which will have the effect of
removing any anomalies that the hon. gentleman's Bill may
not deal with. I hope the Bill will apply to ail our naviga.
tion interests, ineluding the minor waters. In the latter a
hardship arises through the fact that fourth-class engineers
cannot get out of that class, and are not allowed to take
charge of a passenger vessel, no matter how small, although
well qualified to do so. I addressed a letter on that subject
to the Department ; and if I find the difficulty is not
remedied in the new measure, I will have to propose an
amendment, and test the sense of the House on the matter.
But I am in hopes that the present Minister of Marine will
ho more practical than his predecessors, and enquire into
the matter. Hitherto the Steamboat Inspection Act
has been the laughing-stock of practical men. They
have laughed at the Ministers and at some of the steamboat
inspectors, and have ridiculed the absurdities and the im-
practicable regulations in regard both to masters and engi.
neers. I cast no reflection. We must judge the measure
on its merits whon it comes ; but I throw this out as a note
of warning that past legislation bas been anomalous and
defective.

Resolution considered in Committee, reported and con-
curred in.

Mr. FOSTER introduced Bill (No. 103) further to amend
the Steamboat Inspection Act of 1882.

Bill road the first time.

CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT AMENDM ENT.

Mr. ORTON. I ask the indulgence of the House to allow
me to introduce Bill (No. 104) to amend the Canada Tem-
perance Act of 1878. As one of the reasons which con-
strain me to introduce this Bill, I have received from the
town of Orangeville, in my county, in which the Act bas
been in operation for twelve months, the following resolu-
tion, a copy of which I have transmitted to the Secretary of
State :

" Mr. Foster moved, seconded by Mr. Booth, that whereas the Scott
Act has been in force from lst of May last without furthering the cause
of temperance or morality, and at the same time a large monetary los
to this town ; that we believe an Act of Parliament cannot be properly
enforced where a large number of the people are opposed to its working,
and only tends to educate the people to be law-breakers rather than
good citizens; that we believe the only suaccessful course for temperance
people to pursue is moral suasion, and that a well-regulated licence Act
is far superior as a temuperance measure than any Act of total prohibi-
tion : Therefore, be it resolved by this council, that the wise course of
the Federal Parliament .to pursue at the present Session would be to
amend the Scott Act by allowing the issue of wine and beer licenses ;
that the clerk forward this resolution to Dr. Orton to present to the
Government."

I move the first reading without further remarks at this
stage.

Mr. BLAKE. What is the object of the Act ?
Mr. ORTON. The object of the Act is to amend the

Canadian Temperance Act of 1878 by allowing the sale of
beer, wine and cider, not containing more than 15 per cent.
of alcohol; and to allow, in counties where the Scott Act
is in operation, the privilege to the people, by a similar
petition of a similar number of the electors in a similar
manner, to have aun election to decide whether the people
shall agree to have beer, wine and eider exempted from the
operation of the Scott Act after a certain time bas elapsed.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

POST OFFICE ACT AMENDMENT.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. As I desire to strike out

one word in the secoùd sub-section of the firat section of
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Bill (No. 77) further to amend the Post Office Act, 1875, I
suppose it will have to go back to Conmmittee of the Whole.
This portion of the section is as follows :-

And if such acknowledgmaent bas not been received by the depositor
through the post within such ten or such eighteen days respectively,
and before or upon the expiry thereof he demande such acknowledz-
ment from the Postmaster-General, by registered letter addressed to him
at Ottawa.

Instead of "registered letter " it should be "letter."
The reason is that, if the man complains of the postmaster,
and has to register the letter, the attention of the post.
master is called to the fact that he is writing to the Post-
master General, so I wish to strike out the word "regis-
tered."

Order for third reading discharged, and Bill referred back
to Committee of the Whole.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. BLAKE. I cannot understand the reason which the

hon. gentleman has given, namely, that in all cases in which
the ackr.owledgment has not come back by reason of some de-
fault on the part of the local postmaster, this is giving that
local postmaster a notice that complaint is being made.
But, on the other hand, the negleoct to send a certificate
may have arisen from several other causes, and very great
difBcultics will, I am afraid, be cre .led if a conclusive title
is to inure to the deptositor, capable of being continued,
simply by the statement that he bas sent a letter and not a
registered letter. There will be disputes as to whether ho
did send a letter or not. How is that fact to be proved ? It
is clear that the object in the original Act, saying "by
registered letter," was in order that there might be a means
of proof satisfactory for the party. But now you say if he
sends a letter it shallh be conclusive evidence during a term
of eighteen days. Now, supposing the letter does not reach
its destination. At a small country office the post-
master knows a good many letters that are sent
besides those which are registered; ho may know
the handwriting of the depositor, for instance. There
is no security, then, that it will go, and there is no proof,
either, to the Department, that such a letter was actually
sent. While we are incurring very considerable liability
in the convenience that we are affording to the public by
these deposits, we are incurring a liability for the honesty
and good management of a large number of officers all over
the country, and the prudent precaution which, up to this
moment, has existed, that the title shall inure only on
condition of a registered letter being sent, is now proposed
to be dropped. I think there are reasons on both sides.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Perhaps so. But the party
who has to send the letter, if he wishes to have a guarantee,
may register it if he pleases. He might do so if he thinks
that will be an additional guarantee to him. But if you
make it an obligation by the Act that ho must write a
letter and have it registered, and if he bas reason to believe
that the acknowledgment lias not been received, and that
it is the fault of the postmaster, thon he will not register
the letter. At all events, it will be for him to decide
whether he should register it or not. The section now
reads:

And if such acknowledgment bas not been received by the depositor
through the post within such ten or such eighteen days respee-
tively, and before or upon the expiry thereof he demands snob acknow-
ledgment from the Postmaster-General, by letter addressed to him at
Ottawa."

But you put here "by registered letter," and compel him
to have tho letter registered, and if ho sends a non-
registered letter he will not have complied with the
law. Then the entry in his book will not ho conclu-
sive evidence of title during another term of ton or eigh-
teen days. So that I roally bolieve, if you do not make it
a necessity for him to register is letter it will be botter,

because you leave it to him to select the one course or the
other.

Mr. BLAKE. This provision has not been insorted for the
security of the depositor at al1 ; this provision as to registra-
tion is a condition imposed by Parliament upon the deposi-
tor for the security, not of the depositor, but of the Depart-
ment and the Government. I quite admit that the depositor
is entitled to register if ho chooses, although he be not
obliged to register ; but it was in order to make a security
to the Department that ho shall perform this duty, which
is the condition of a continuing of the liability on the part
of the Government for money that it may never have re-
ceived. The condition of registering it is a means of being
quite certain that there shall not be a trumpod-up sending
of letters. If no rogistration takes place, thon, after an -in
terval of two or three months, the depositor comes forward
and says : I want my money. The Department replies: But
you never received an acknowledgment from us within
the ton or eighteen days. He answers: True, but Ihave sent
you a letter. low is it going to be proved ; what sort of
proof are you going to admit of that fact having taken
place, which, under the law as it bas been ever since the
system was introduced, was provided for, and it was pro.
vided for by the registration that it is now proposed to alter.

Sir HECTOR LANG[VIN. Of course the hon. gentle-
man knows this is not my Department, but I am informed
by the Postmaster-General that the registration of the
letters was not in the previons law.

Mr. BLAKE. Oh, yes.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. So I am informed, and it is at

bis special request that I am moving to strike out this word,
because the Post Office authorities believe that the word
" registered " should not be there, and they think they will
have a botter guarantee by leaving it to the party to do so
if lie chooses. Of course I admit what the hon. gentleman
says about the guarantee being in favor of the Department;
but, on the other hand, if the postmaster is dishonest enough
not to send the money forward, ho would also take care that
the registered letter did not reach its destination.

Mr. BLAKE. I assumed that the law was the same in
this particular, upon the statement the hon. gentleman
made when le took the first stage in the Bill, because ho
thon informed us that the only change ho was making was
to apply to the North-West Territory and Manitoba. There
is a further change, I see. Upon looking at the Bill I find
that the depositor may demand the acknowledgment of
the Postmaster-General, and if the acknowledgment shall
not have been received by the depositor within ton days, he
shall thon demand a further acknowledgment from the
Postmaster-General. The law up to this time made a still
greater precaution to the Department than even the Bill as
it now stands ; because it was necessary that he should
make a demand through the Postmaster-General, but it was
not necessary it should reach the Postmaster-General. The
demand might be good provided it reached, but if it did not
reach it would not be a good demand. Thon there is a
proposed acknowledgment which ho is to demand by re-
gistered letter addressed to Ottawa, which is a still further
extension of time. There is a very considerable extension
of time even as to the older Provinces, because, whereas
by the existing law you would have to make your
demand on the Postmaster-General within ton days, now
you have only to commence the demand within ton days.
so there is an extension of the time and there is also a re-
laxation of the method. As the hon. gentleman now pro-
poses, the party will make a demand by letter without
registration, and the result may be the Department may
know nothing about it, and yet it becomes liable. This is
a matter, however, to be largely disposed of acording to
the practice and experience of the Departmont I do not
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know in bow many cases it has been found that there have
been defaulta through accidental delay, or mistake or
fraud-because I daresay the first causes are more common
than fraud-or how far the Department has found the law
unsatisfactory in other respects. But in the first instance
when the Bill was presented to the House, it was supposed
only to alter the practice by giving an extension of time-
it was simply provided that the time should be enlarged in
the remote districts of the North-West Territory and
British Columbia. We have, therefore, had no opportunity
of obtaining statistics and information as to the practical
working of the plan, so as to show us that there is an evil
to be remedied. What I fear is that claims will be made
by persons who have not received acknowledgments, on
the plea that a letter had been posted by a man's children
or bis wife at a certain time, and in that way inconclusive
evidence after a lapse of months would be presented in re.
gard to claims pressed against the Department; whereas
that is at present impossible.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentleman may
be correct in what he states that the clause goes a little fur-
ther than was stated when the Bill was rend the first time.
I understood, however, at the time, and the memorandum I
had was to that effect, that this clause was an extension of
the time from ten days to oighteen days as regards the
lNorth-West and British Columbia. Now, as to the regis-
tration of the letter : The Department is of the opinion, and
it is at their instance that the motion is now made, that
there is a better guarantee that the letter would
reach than if the letter was registered, because if complaint
is made, and the district postmaster is actually dishonest,
he would be likely to tamper with a registered letter. His
attention would be called to it, because he would see that it
was registered and addressed to the Postmaster-General. If
the letter was dropped in the post office with others in the
usual way, it would have a better chance of reaching the
Postmaster-General, as the attention of the local post.
master might not have been called to it. There may be
good reasous on both Bides. The registered letter may
reach in very many instances; but, on the other hand, the
Department, which las had experience in this matter, be-
lieves the plan will work much better in the public in-
terest if the letter is not registered. I, therefore, move to
strike out the word "registered " in the 42nd line.

Amendment agreed to.
Bill reported as amended, and read the third time and

passed on a division.

CHIGNECTO MARINE TRANSPORT RAILWAY.
Resolutions (p. 513) respecting the subsidy to the Chig-

necto Marine Transport Railway Company concurred in.
Mr. POPE introduced Bill (No. 105) to amend the Act

to provide for the granting of a subsidy to the Chignecto
Marine Transport Railway Company, Limited.

Bill read the first time.

THE INTERPRETATION ACT.
House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 80)

further to amend the Interpretation Act (from the Senate).
-(Sir Hector Langevin.)

(In the Committee.)
Mr. MILLS. How does the Minister propose to confer

by this first section, power upon a Minister to discharge the
duties that pertain to anoffice,when no Minister is appointed
under the Great Seal ?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). We propose to do so by
Orderin Council; and I would move the insertion of the words
"by authority of an Order in Council" after the word
"Minister " in the 1lth lino.

Mr. BLA".

Mr. MILLS. That might serve very well in the case
of a Minister acting for another who may be absent, but not
in the case of a Minister discharging the duties of an office
which is vacant.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). Of course it is necessary
to make provision for temporary vacancies, and though the
Bill does not designate such a case as that suggested by the
hon. gentleman, yet it seems reasonable to regard such a
vacancy as a temporary vacancy.

Mr. BLAKE. It sometimes happons under the present
regime that they are far from temporary. In one case, I
think the vacancy lasted more than a year.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). The hon. gentleman
must have hope for the future.

Mr. BLAKE. I did hope for a long time, but after long
experience of hon. gentlemen opposite I have ceased to
hope.

Mr. MILLS. There is besides the question of public policy.
The Government have submitted a measure to Parliament to
provide for a certain number of offices. They told us, for
instance, that the office of Minister of Railways was a noces-
sary office, and they provided for it by law. But now the
hon. gentleman proposes te make provision for the dis-
charge of the duties of a Department to which no Minister
has been appointed, and under the conditions of this Bill the
office may continue vacant during the whole period of the
existence of a Parliament, although the law itself requires
that the Minister shall be appointed. Now, while it may
be important, and i think it is important, that some means
should be devised for the discharge of the duties pertaining to
any particular Department of the Government during a
vacancy, it does seem to me that it is also necessary that
Parliament should take care that that vacancy should not
be indefinitely continued, as it might be under the pro-
visions of this Bill.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I do not think the Bill
will effect a change of policy in that respect. There
was necessarily a chance under the existing law of an
office becoming vacant, and it is reasonable that we should
take stops to prevent that vacancy operating to the public
disadvantage. I do not think that making provision for a
contingency of that kind, implies at all a change of policy
or invites the Ministry to hold the position vacant.

Amendment agreed to.
On section 2,
Mr. MILLS. Will the hon. gentleman explain this

clause ?
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). There may have been a

great variety of acts performed by one Minister through the
absence or illness of anothor Minister, and some, of course,
during the vacancy of the office. As to none of these, I am
informed, ias any question arisen by which litigation
might be caused ; but as the doubt las been suggested, it
seems proper to remove any question on the matter, and I
think it is apparent to the House that such legislation is
proper. For instance, it has been found necessary in
many cases during the absence of the Secretary of State,
that some other Minister should sign public documents for
him; in other cases contracta have been signed, performed
and executed, and no question has been raised by the party
interested as to the validity of these act. However, it
seems advisable to remove any doubt on the subject, and
hence this clause.

Mr. MILLS. Can the hon. gentleman say how long the
office of Minister of Railways was vacant?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I think from twelve to
sixtoon months.
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On section 8, report, will be found a statement of a considerable amount
MKr. TRHOMPSON (Antigonish). This bas been inserted of the fines and forfeitures which have come into the Do-

because the issue of public Statutes and private Statutes minion Treasury under these provisions. It is true, most
has been very much increased since the Act of 1867, and it of these fines and forfoitures have been returned by Federal
has been considered reasonable that a larger share of the officers, and the returus, which have been heretofore made
expense of printing should be borne by persons who have by the convicting justices, have been comparatively few.
obtained private Acts. Some returns, however, have been made, and the returns

can be enforced under this provision. I admit that itBill reported as amended, read the third time, and passed. seems desirable to have a more efficient machinery,

APPLICATION OF CERTAIN FINES AND POR- and I propose, as early as possible, to present to the consid-
APPLCAT N FEReration of the Rouse a Bill for the simplification of proceed-
FEITURES. ings and the recovering of fines and penalties. I think,

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 82) however, that a leading principle, such as that in this Bill,
respecting the application of certain fines and forfeitures.- may be adopted, by which we shall avoid considerable con-
(Mr. Thompson, Antigonish.) fusion which now exists for the recovery of fines and for-

feitures undor the existing Acts.
(In the Committee.) Mr. BLAKE. It seems to me that the proposal the

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonisb). As some members of hon. gentleman makes is open to some objections. It, in
the House are here who were not present when I explained fact, throws into the hands of the Governor in Council the
the provisions of this Bill, I may state that it is found neces- whole disposal of this important question. I think it would
sary to make some further provision for the application of have been well if the hon. gentleman had some scheme for
fines, penalties and forfeitures imposed for the violation of the disposition of fines and forfeitures which he thought
some of the Statutes of Canada. This bas been made the proper in the public interest, and submitted that to the
more necessary by a decision of the Supreme Court of judgment of Parliament. We are really more and more,
Canada, in 1885, in the cause of Fitzgerald vs. McKinlay, session after session, becoming a more machin-
which is not yet reported. I stated the substance ery for handing over additional powers to the
of that decision the other day, and I think the inter- Governor in Council ; and now this important power
pretation put upon it by my learned friend from is proposed to be added. The hon. gentlernn will
Piince Edward Island (Mr. Davies) was not substantially agree, I think, that this is a matter which, for very
different from mine. It was to the effect that the obvious reasons, ought to be deait with upon large and gen-
çiause of the Interpretation Aot which makes provision for oral principles. To give a power of this kind enab!es the
the disposition of fies, penalties and forfeitures does not Governor in Couneil practically to deal according to bis
provide for the imposition of these fines or forfeitures, discretion with individual cases-to make a disposition of
when imposed in course of criminal proceedings. There- a fine or a fee according to one principle in one case, and
fore, the first clause of this Bill provides that they shall according to another principle in another case. which does
belong to the Crown and be for the public uses of Canada, not seem to me to be correct. Of course, I am not now
and the second clause provides that the Governor in Council discussing the application of the prerogative with reference
may from time to time direct in what way they shall be to a remission; I am discussing the disposition of the ex-
app[ied. One class of cases was mentioned the other day, acted fine or penalty. The hon, gentleman made an obser-
the cases arising under the Canada Temperance Act ; and 1 vation which, I think, calls for a remark. He
understand that the suit under which the decision of the mentioned an instance in which, in deference to
Supreme Court was given was a cause under that Statute. the public sentiment of a par tionlar locality,
But there are varions other Statutes inrespect of which the and in order to secure a more efficient resalt than woald
same difficulty arises. An instance occurred a little while have been socured if the matter had been left to the private
ago in which the intervention of the Minister of Justice authoriies, the Dominion Government had intervened. Of
was aked for the enforcement of justice. The Minister course, I do not know the particular case the hon. gentleman
of Justice did intervene, in deference to the public retors to; but it seems to me that betwoen a class of cases,
sentiment of the place, and the evident necessity as, for example, prosecutions in reference to the revenue, and
that public order should be enforced more strictly than so forth, in which the Government occupies rather the
it would be if the prosecution were left to the private position of a private prosecutor, and cases under the general
authorities The result was that the supposed offender was administration of justice, there is a very clear lino of
made to give sureties for his appearance; he subsequently distinction ; and it would be an unfortunate thing if, upon
became a defaulter in respect of his sureties, and there was an application from a locality, and in deference to what the
no legislation indicating to what destination the sum for- bon. gentleman calls the public sentiment of a locality,
feited should go. I mention that as one of a class of cases the Dominion Government should interfere to do that which
different from the cases mentioned the other day. The hon. is after all the duty of the local authorities. With the local
member for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) sugges- authorities rests, under the Confederation Act, the admi-
ted to me that it would be desirable that a re:urn should nistration of justice. If the arrangements for the adminis-
be made to the public Treasury of the fines and forfeitures. tration of justice are ineffective, then public opinion ought
On looking into that matter, it appears to me that the pre- to direct itself to the remedying of whatever defects there
sent enactments on the subject are sufficient. The present may be. If the arrangements are sufficiently effective, and
Statute requires that the convicting magistrate shall make are not properly carried ont, thon public opinion ought to
his return to the Clerk of the Peace for theo >cunty; for it act on the officers whose duty it is to carry them out; but
seems to have been the policy at the time of Ccnfederation I think it would be unfortunate if cither such arrangements.
to make use of the existing municipal officers, and since or the action taken upon such arrangements, should resuit
that time the returns have been made to them. A sub- in proceedings being taken in Ottawa with reference to the
sequent clause provides that the Clerk of the Peace or administration of justice. I suppose the hon. gentleman's
other officer of each district or county, within twenty difficulty was that after ho had deferred to the public senti-
days after the end of oach General Sessions of the Poace, ment and taken proceedings, ho found himself put to some
shall transmit to the Minister of Finauce, or the Receiver- expense, and would be willing to pay the expenses ont of
General, a true copy of al sncb returns made within his such fines and fees as he could collect. Ths would <nvolve
district or county. On page 54 of the last Auditor-General's confusion and complications undesirable in the etren,
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Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). The particular instance

I mentioned has no special relevancy to this Bill, otherwise
than as a trere illustration. No facilities will be given by
this Bill for doing what the hon. gentleman thinks is unwise.
If I were quite at liberty to mention all the particulars of
this individual case, I think the action of the Depart-
ment in that respect would meet with his approbation.
It was not a case, as he seems to think, of personal
difficulty of my own, because it occurred a long time
before I became connected with the Department, but
there was some ground for asking the intervention
of the agent of the Dominion Government to pros
eente. 1 quite acquiesce in the general principle stated by
the hon. member, that the administration of criminal
law should be left to the Provincial authorities. It is
not the desire of anybody to have the Orders in Council
deal with individual cases, but the hon. gentleman will see
that the Statutes which will be affected by a Bill of the
kind suggested are numerous and of great variety. Some
involve for their execution expense on the local authorities,
and it seems fair that in respect of those, the 1 cal authori-
ties should be entitled to the advantage of the penalty im-
posed, to recoup them for the cost of prosecution ; others
are at the expense of the Provincial authorities, and these
authorities thould receive consideration for that expense.
I expect this Bill to be a temporary measure, and I hope to
rehieve all apprehensions that this matter is to be left to the
Governor in Council, by presenting a Bill which will doal
comprehensively with the whole subject. There arc cases in
varions parts of the country wmieh urgently call for some
provision like this, as otherwise the enforcement of the
p(nalty will be at an end.

Mr. BLAKE. If the difficulty is pressing and urgent,
and the hon. gentleman is not able to deal with it in the
way he deems preferable, that will be reason for temporary
legislation; but it must be understood that this is avowedly
temporary legislation, and that we are not to place on the
Statute-book as permanent that which the hon. gentleman
agrees should only be temporary. The hon. gentleman can-
not bring down a measure at present, he states, on account
of the numerous and varied Statutes which have to be con-
sidered, and which ho has not time at present to collate,
and therefore this Bill, on his own statement, is to be but a
temporary measure, to remain in force not later than the
end of next Session. But there is a class of fines and fees
with respect to which the hon. gentleman might act on the
other view. I refer to those in connection with the admin-
istration of the Temperance Act. Under that Act a good
deal of difficulty has been created and a good deal of public
feeling aroused, and the local authorities, who are called on
to enforce it, are under special difficulties by reason of the
existing state of the law. I do not see why the Govern.
ment should not, with reference to that Act, at
any rate, state what the principle is upon which they
propose to deal with it, and legislate in that direc.
tion, If there be numerous other Statutes which the
hon, gentleman has not time to collate, so as to give a
particular consideration to the precise method in which the
fines and fees should be dealt with, that might be a reason
for temporary legislation; but there can be no difficulty in
dealirg with the case to which I allude, and the case is urgent.
I presume the hon, gentleman intends to deal with it, and I
would rfer he would do so by proposing it as a measure
of legis ation, rather than ask authority to deal with it byi
Order in Council fRepresentations have been made already
by the Provincial authorities to the Central Government
as to the difficulties existing in connection with the Tem-
perance Act, and these representations may have alluded to
the proposed disposition of fines and fées which, in the view
of the Provincial authorities, would be most desirable. Will
the hon. gentleman state how that is ? The last paragraph

Mr. BLAKE.

of ?ection 2 reads, "or that the same be applied in any
other manner deemed best adapted to attain the object of
such a law, and to secure its due administration." So that
I do not think, irrespective of what the hon. gcntleman
said as to the particular instance ho referred to, the clause
itself is wholly free from the observation that it is an
indication of the intention-I am glad to see now, of no very
marked intention-to interfere with the administration of
the law.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). It would be practically
impossi ble for me to decide now in what way it is proposed
to deal with the class of cases mentioned. The difficulties
which have arisen are different in almost every Province.
In different localities in the one Province, there are differ-
ent arrangements. In some places, the municipal authorities
carry out the law, in others purely local authorities within
the Province, and in others voluntary associations. The
circumstances are not so fixed and uniform in the different
Provinces as would enable us to deal satisfactorily with the
whole subject. I can illustrate this matter no better than
by informing the hon. gentleman that while representations
have come from Prince Edward Island on the subject within
the last few weeks and have been pressed on my attention
by members of the House, on the other hand, representa-
tions of a different character have come from Ontario this
atternoon ; and as respects the condition of affairs in On-
tario and the wishes of the Government, I have not yet
seen the communication which has come, but I have been
informed that it has come stating the wish that the
disposal of the penalties be placed at the disposal of the
Provincial Government. Instead of making now a bard-
and-fast rule, these powers should be entrusted to the
Government until opportunity is given us to ascertain the
wants of the country, and to consider the different Statutes.

Bill reported.
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish) moved the third reading

of the Bill.
Mr. BLAKE moved in amendment:
That the Bill be not now read the third time, but be referred back to

Committee of the Whole to amend the Bill by defining the application
of the fines, penalties and forfeitures.

Amendment negatived on a division.
Mr. BLAKE moved in amendment:
That the Bill be not now read the third time, but that it be referred

back to Committee of the Whole to amend the same by providing that
the Bill shall have force only until the end of the next Session of Parlia-
ment.

House divided on the amendment.
YEÂs.

Messieurs
Allen, Fisher,
Auger, Forbes,
Bain (Wentworth), Geoffrion,
Béchard, Gillmor,
Bernier, Glen,
Blake, Guay,
Burpee, Gunn,
Cameron (Huron), Harley,
Cameron (Middlesex), Holton,
djampbell (Renfrew), Irvine,
Oartwright(SirRicbard3ackson,
Charlton, King,
Cochrane, Kirk,
Cook, Landerkiu,
Daves, Langelier
Edgar, Laurier,

Abbott,
Allison,
Amyot,
Bain (Soulanges),
Baker (MissisquQi>,

NÂYs:

Messieurs
Fortin,
Foster,
Gaudet,
Gault,
Gigault,

Lister,
MeIntyre,
McMuhlen,
Mills,
Paterson (Brant),
Ray,
Rinfret,
Robertson (Shelburne),
Scriver,
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Trow,
Vail,
Watson,
Wison,-47.

Montplaisir,
O'Brien,
Orton,
'Paint,
Patterson (Eusex),
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Baker (Vistoria), Girouard, Pinsonneault,
Barker, Gordon, Pope,
Bell, Grandbois, Pruyn,
Benoit,1 Guilbault, Reid
Bergin, Guillet, Robertson (Hamilton),
Blondeau, Hackett, Robertson (Hastings),
Bowell, Haggart, Ross
Bryson, Hay, "0alBurnham, Hickey, Shakespeare,
Burns, Hilliard, Small,
0ameron (Victoria), Homer, Sproule,
Campbell (Victoria), Hurteau, 8tairs,
Carling, Jamieson, Taschereau,
Caron (Sir Adolphe), Kilvert, Tasé,
Chapleat, Kinney, Taylor,
Cochrane, Kranz, Temple,
Colby, Landry (Montmagny), Thompson(Antigoniah),
Gostigan, Langevin (Sir Hector), Townshend,
Coughlin, Lesage, Tupper,
Cuthbert, Macdonald (King's), Tyrwhitt,
Daly: Mackintosh, Valin,
Dawson, Macmillan (Middlesex), Wallace (Albert),
Desaulniers (Maskin'é), McMillan (Vaudreuil), Wallace (York),
Desaulniers(St.Maurice)McOallum, Ward,
Dugas, McCarthy, White (Oardwell),
Dundas, McDougald (Picton), White (Renfrew),
Dupont, Mciougall (O. Breton), Wigle,
Everett, McGreevy, Wood (Broekville),
Farrow, McLelan, Wood (Westm'd),
Ferguson (Leeds&Gren)McNeill, Woodworth.-106.
Ferguson (Welland),

Amendment negatived.
Bill read the third time, on a division, and passed.

SUMMARY PROCEEDINGS BEFORE MAGISTR&ATES

louse resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 84) to
make further provision respecting Summary Proceedings
before Justices and other Magistrates.-(MKr. Thompson,
Antigonish).

On section 1,
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Is tbis exactly the Bill which

was before the House last Session, and which did not be-
come law, though it passed the other branch of the Legis-
lature ?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). It is substantially the
same Bill.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). There is no êhange ?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). There are one or two
changes. There is no change in the first clause. I will
call attention to the changes when we reach them.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I opposed the passage of the
Bill last year, and gave my reasons for doing so. I do not
intend to oppose the passage of the Bill this Session. Upon
reflection, 1 think the Bill is a good Bill. I am inclined to
favor the principle of the Bill. I have no doubt that the
Bill will become law, if not this Session, at some future
Session of Parliament; but I think it has not passed the
Imperial House of Commons or the House of Lords. I do
not think there is a Bill on all fours with this that bas re-
ceived the sanction of Her Majesty the Queen, and I think,
therefore, that it ought not to be carried bore. I think the
proper rule is that no legislation should pass this Parlia.
ment until it passes the Imperial Parliament ; and there-
fore, though I am in favor of the principle of the Bill, I
think it should not pass at this stage.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I am glad to see that
the hon. gentleman bas changed his mind since last night,
but I think the objection ought to have come at the second
reading of the Bill, at least.

Mr. MILLS. If that is a proper rule, it ought to have
been applied at an earlier stage. The ion. gentleman has
laid down a rule, and has affirmed it again, that would
practically render the existence of this Legislature unneces-
sary. If we are not to legislate on a subject of this sort

without its first being dealt witb by the Imperial Parlia-
ment, then there is no particular reason why the Imprial
legislation should not extend to this country and this Lgis-
lature be dismissed and sent about its business. It seems
to me that we may exorcise some discretion ourselves and
investigate a subject on our own account. But this Bill
certainly goes a long way in the way of rectifying every
wrong that a magistrate may commit, and taking from the
party, who may consider himseolf aggrieved by the action
of the magistrate, ail possibility of redress.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I did not suppose the
hon. member for West Huron (Mr. Cameron) was serious
when ho referred to what took place last night, as
applicable to this Bill, as the hon. member for Bothwell

r. Mills) seems to be. He will excuse me, therefore, for
saying that the two cases are not at al analogous. My
objection to the Bill last evening was not morely
that it should not be passed until passed by the Britisl
Parliament, but that inasmuch as our criminal code
was framed very closely upon that of the Mother
Country, and the Bill proposed to make extensive
amendments in the procedure by which that code is
worked, and inasmuch as that subject was under the con-
sideration of the Imperial Parliament, it would be botter to
defer that Bill. I do not think this is quite in similar cir-
cumstances. The convictions have to be made in this
country by a class of officers who are not as experienced or
skilled in the technicalities of convictions as are the magis-
trates administering similar laws in England, and I think
the necessity is much more apparent in this country for
removing the chance of taking successfully purely teehnical
objections to the proceedings of Justices who may happen
not to be skilled in the practice or administration of the
law. In the Bill of last year it was proposed to provide
that the convictions should not be set aside if it appeared
from the depositions "or other affidavits" that an offence had
been committed. The words "or other affidavits" are
omitted from this Bill.

Mr. DAVIES. I think it is very unfortunate that this
matter should be dealt with in this way. Our Act relating
to summary convictions was largely based upon the English
Statute, and 4n ail those cases where it deviated from
English Statutes I think it nade a mistake. I think, in
the first place, tbat some of these sections go a great deal
too far. In our Summary Jurisdictions Act we have dis-
cretion given to the Supreme Court where application is
made to quash a conviction made by a magistrate, a very
extensive discretion, indeed, where application is made to
quash convictions on matters of mere forrn or any tochni-
cality, and even in matters going further than more form.
They have power to dismiss the conviction, or te maintain
and amend all the proceedings, from the summons right
down to the conviction. Thon we had commissioners

pointed to revise our Statutes, and they revised
iYis Statute and made a re-draft of a number of

sections of this Summary Jurisdictions Act. They were
legal mon drawn from all parts of the Dominion,
assisted, I believe, to some extent, by members of the Gov-
ernment, and they gave a great deal of consideration to
each of these sections, and the Act, as they amended it, is
now before a special committee to whom the Consolidated
Acts were referred, and I think they are a botter tribunal
to judge whether the amendments proposed by this Bill
should be introduced. The result of the passage of this
Bill, Ifoar, will be to create carelessness on the part of the
magistrates. I agree with the Minister of Justice when ho
says that many of the magistrates in Canada are not as well
educated, or as capable of drawing up legal forms, as Eng-
lish magistrates are, but I say the existing law provides
fully for that state of things. My exporience has not been
that injustice has been done from want ofsufficient power
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vested in the Superior Court under the existing Statute. I
think that injustice will be done, and may be done, if this Act
passes, because, really, some of the powers given to magis-
trates are so great, and some of the errors which they com-
mit are so great, that if they are teobe cured in the manner
proposed, no magistrate may pay any attention to the law.
He may state the wrong offence, or ho may state two
or three offences, either in his summons or in his judg-
ment, or do anything else, and you cannot take any advan-
tage of it on application for a certiorari. I do not
know whether the Minister of Justice bas given that con-
sideration to it that he ought to have given, nor whether he
would not think it better to leave this matter in the hands
of the committee to whom the consolidation of the Statutes
was referred. The law, as it now stands, contains, at any
rate, the opinion of the commissioners as to the extent to
which changes should be made. I think, so far as I have
been able to examine it, tbey have attempted to bring it as
nearly as possible to the English Summary Convictions Act.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Will the Minister tell us what
classes of cases are intended to be covered by section 2 of
this Bill that are not already sufficiently covered by the law
as it now stands? Under the law as it now stands no
conviction can be quashed by reason of any defect, either
in mattârs of form or substance, and the Court of Quarter Ses-
sions is bound to hear an appeal upon the merits, quite irre-
spective of whether the conviction is defective in point of
form, or in point of substance; and the court amends the
cdnviction so as to make it conform to the evidence which
bas been given. I believe that is the practice that prevails,
and I believe that it is justified by the law. L think the
Minister will find, if he refers to the law as it now stands,
that it is broad enough to cover almost every defect, whetber
it be a matter of form or of substance, so long as the
magistrate bas jurisdiction over the subject matter of com.
plaint.

Mr. TROMPSON (Antigonish). The principal object of
the clause is to enable the judge to say that the conviction
shall be maintained. Although it has not been described by
its technical name, there are many cases in which decisions
have been recorded different from those which were ren-
dered, and although the proceedings have been regular, the
charge regular, the offence proved and verdict rendered,
yet the magistrate bas called the offence by its wrong
narne, and the rprisoner appears to have been tried for one
offence and convicted for another.

Mr. McCARTHY. It does not appear that the second
clause was intended to meet the case mentioned by the hon.
member for Huron (Mr. Cameron). On an appeal to the
Coutt of Sessions the depositions are not referred to, but
the Case is re-tried. This clause will not affect cases at
Quarter Sessiohs, but it will meet cases on certiorari.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron.) Before Quarter Sessions the
presiding judge bas power to amend a conviction then and
there, either in matter of form or in substance.

Mr. McCARTHY. Under what Act?
Mr. CAMERON (Huron.) Under the Summary Juris-

diction Act, se that class of cases is covered by the present
law and the 2nd clause of the Bill is therefore wholly un-
necessary and would simply come into collision with the
existing law. The hon. gentleman should send the Bill to
a select committee.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I have known many
cases in which the existing provisions were held to be in-
sufficient. I am not able to cite them from memory, but I
have two on a memorandum nhere which will fully illustrate
the operation of the law. One is that of a person charged
with being a frequenter of a house of ill-fame. The offence
was proved, but on the conviction it was stated that the'

Pr.DAvas.

defendant was an unlawful frequenter of such place, where-
as the phrase should have been a habitual frequenter.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). How was the matter disposed
of? Was there a writ of certiorari to quash the conviction?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). Yes.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). In that case there was no

power to amend when an application was made by certiorari.
But if there had been an appeal to Quarter Sessions the
judge would have had power to amend the conviction either
in form or in substance.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). Another case is one
which was decided last year before Hon. Mr. Justice Rose
in Ontario. The conviction was for unlawfully selling and
disposing of intoxicating liquor to Indians. The conviction
failed, because the magistrate stated that the offender was
échargod " instead of saving he was "convicted,"

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I quite agree that if this
clause is intended to apply to cases of writs of certiorari
only it should pass. There is no reason why the judge in
such cases should nôt have power to amend, such as is pos-
sessed by the judge at Quarter Sessions. But as regards
proceedings in appeal at Quarter Sessions the law is ample,
and is even greater than that ofthis section.

Mr. DAVIES. The point is worthy of consideration.
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). In order to meet the

objection, I propose to insert the words "on being removed
by certiorari."

Ëîr. MoCARTHY, I do not think there is the least dan-
ger of conflict between the proposed provision and the
existing law. The depositions only are returned, and can
only be perused by the Superior Court when the certiorari
is issued. They are not before the court in the other pro-
ceedings.

Mr. DAVIES. They eau come up as a matter of practice.
Mr. McCARTHY. I do not see bow they can as thy are

officially before the court, and even if they do, where is the
conflict? I do not see the slightest conflict, becaùse these
words, if they do apply to the Quarter Sessions, do not con-
flict with what we had before.

Mr. CAME RON (Huron). It is now introduced in differ-
ent language and much more strongly. The convictions are
all returned in the Quarter Sessions, and the first thing
objected to is the validity of the conviction on the face ofit,
and then the judge refera to the depositions. Of course sub-
sequently if the conviction is held to be good, they get in
the evidence, and if the evidence does not sustain the con-
viction it may be amended. But the depositions are before
the court and are constantly used.

Mr. McCARTHY. My recollection may be all wrong,
but I should have said that the depositions were not re-
turned. In summary convictions the conviction itself is
.eturned, but the depositions remain in the hands of the

magistrate.
Amendment agreed to.
On section 3,
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). It sometimes happons

that the magistrate uses the past tense instead of the present,
in stating bis conviction, putting it in the narrative form.
Sub-section a refers to such cases as that. Sub-section b
refers to the imposition of a less punishment than the one
assigned by law to the offence stated in the conviction. Sub-
section c is to prevent the conviction being defeated in con-
sequence of the omission to negative circumstances.

On section 4,
Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). It sometimes happons

that magistrates, in order to avoid the diffloulty of giving a
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technical desaription of the offene, describe it a second
tirue, and mnany convictions have been set aside on this
ground.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). It seems to me that the
t6ndency of this amendment will be to encourage careless-
ness and laxity among the magistrates, many of whom are
not the best men in the world to deal with criminal cases.
It i Of -grekt consequence that there should be certainty as
far as possible in stating the offence. The same certainty
ought to exist with respect to thre conviction as to the
indictment in order that a man may be able to understand
exactly what he is charged with and could prepare to meet
it. The law is very fair with respect to that matter now,
as the magistrate can amend the information before the
case is finlly disposed of. Unless there is same grievance
which is neit met by the present law, I do not think this
clause should ass iti'its presen't form.

Mr. THOMP>SON (Antigonish). The difficulty is, as I
have alroady stated, that the magistrate frequently des-
cdrités the offece twiceé over, sometimes -using technical
language the first time and conventional language after-
wàrds, and such convictions are almost always set aside.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). That could not be the case
under the Bill, because the judge could amend it.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). Yes, with reference to
the conviction, but this is as to the summons and informa-
tion as well.

Mr. McCAIRTHY. I do not think it should state the
information or summons because thut is always amendable.
If any difficulty is found in the disjunctive or conjunctive
statement of offences, the prosecutor should certainly have
the right to amend, and the matter might be adjourned if
necessary. Whatever force there might be in applying this
amendment to convictions and orders, there seems to be no
necessity for it so far as the information ,or summons is
concerned.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I do not think it is in.
tended to take away the right of objecting and having the
proceedings amended, but it is to prevent the pro ccdinigs
atter conviction being adjudicated in. alid. That, I think,
is the only case in which it would be desirable to make the
change.

Mr. McCARTHY. Practically it takes away the neces-
sity for amendment, because if the information is not had
by reason of the double charge, the parties insist on going
on as it is and therefore the proceedings would be valid.

Mr. DAVIES. I take it that applies to a case where a
party is summoned and does not appear.

On section 5,
Mr. CAMEIRON (Huron). The magistrate is now

amply protected under the law as it stands. It is almost
impossible to bring an action successfully against the
magistrate unless you can show that he has been actuated
by corrupt motives or by malice. It appears to me that
under this 6th clause, although a magistrato may be actuat-
ed by the most corrupt and malicious motives, the court
may have power te protect him. Now, I do not believe
that a magistrate actuated by such motives ought to re-
ceive the slightest protection at the hands of the court or
anybody else. While he acts in good faith
under what he considers the law to be, and
happens to make a mistake unintentionally, I think
the law ought to protect him, but we find that occasionally
decisions have been given and have been sustained against
magistrates who acted from bad motives. It may be said
that a judge before whom the validity of a conviction is
contested can decide whether the magistrate has acted from
corrupt motives or not, but we knçw that ls impossible,

because, when an application is made to a court to quash a
conviction, the court will hear no evidence as to the motives
by whieh the magistrate was actuated, and the result is that
magistrates who do not deserve the protection of the court
will probably receive its protection.

Mr. MoCARTHY. I quite agree with what bas fallen
from the hon. member for West Huron. It appears to me
that the section goes altogether too far. In fact, I cannot
imagine that under any -ciroumstanoes the section ought
to be there. If the magistrate acts without having juris-
diction, and inflicts a wrong on a person, either by im.
prisonment or fine, I do not see why he should not be
answerable as he is now, if, on the other hand, he acts
maliciously, the reason is still stronger for the omiusion
of the clause.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). it is not deaired to
give protection to a magistrate who acts maliciously, but
it is intended to restrict actions against magistrates whidh
are brought by reason of convictions made without jarisdie-
tion. The judge who sets aside a conviction, it is trmre,
cannot enter into the question of malice, but !ho can enter
into the question of jurisdiction, to ascertain whether it
was purely by mistake or otherwise that the magistrate
acted. When he makes a mistake of that kind, he is
liable to a civil action, and it is proper to protect the
magistrate and to restrict the actions brought against him;
and I propose to amend the clause in that particular. lu
cases connected with the liberty of the subject when the
prisoner is discharged, it frequently happens that the ,per-
sons who have had the prisýner in custody are protected
against actions. I thii k it is more reasonable to protect a
magistrate who has made a conviction through a mistake in
jurisdiction. If that will meet the objection, I will amend
the clause in that way.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I do not sec any reason, as
the hon. member for Simcoe states, why a magistrate who
acts without the slightest power or jurisdiction should be
protected. I will give the hon. gentleman an illustration
within my own knowledge. I know a magistrate who with-
in the last three years corvicted a young man unlr the
Masters and Servants Act because he did not pay the tailor
who made a pair of trousers for him, fined him, and ordered
that ho should be sent to goal if the fine was not paid with-
in thirty days. Now, 1 would ask if that magistrate ought
to be protected, or if he ought not to have been romoved
from the bench. If actions were brought against a few
inagistrates who exceeded their duty in that way, they
would teach them that they should not interfere with the
administration of justice unless they know something about
it. I quite agree'with the hon. member for North Simcoe
that the clause should disappear entirely from the Bill, as
under the law as it stands there is the fullest protection.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). There is the fullest pro.
tection except where the magistrate exceeds his jurisdiction,
and it may be that whother or not a magistrate exceeds him
jurisdiction requires a great deal of consideration to doter-
mine. As the hon. gentleman knows, it has been decided
by the superior courts sometimes by a majority of only one
that a magistrate has exceeded his jurisdiction. I think in
such cases he is entitled to protection, and I apprehend
that the operation of the clause, amended as I propose,
would be not so much to change the position of magistrates
acting under the criminal law as to iree them from what is
now really a terror and a threat against them continually, at
the instance of defendants who are arraigned before them.
Magistrates are frequently induced, from fear of prosecution
and from doubt as to their protection, to refrain from
enforcing the law. I think it would be wise to lot them
know they are protected, first of all, in a class of cases in
respect of which it is necessary to prove malice, and,
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secondly, in a class in which they exceed jurisdiction but
acted in good faith.

Mr. MoCARTHY. In my experience I cannot recall any
case in which a magistrate has been sued and damages re-
covered except where is conduct was deserving of the
censure pronounced. It is imaginary to suppose the cases
of magistrates who are victims improperly at the hands of
defendants. We can imagine ever thing. On the whole,
I think it would b better for the magistrates not to inter-
fere in a case of that kind, if the law be so doubtful that it
invokes a different opinion in the final determination of the
question of his jurisdiction. The amendment does not meet
my view, and 1 will vote against the clause. We might
insert after the word "peace " the words "on the ground
that such justice bas exceeded his jurisdiction."

Mr. CAMEROIN (Huron). The effect of the amendment
is simply this. The magistrate has jurisdiction over a case,
which jurisdiction gives him power to send a man to goal
for 30 days. He sends him instead to goal for 6 months,
and there is no remedy against the magistracy. I do not
think any such amendment should be made. Magistrates
must, like others, learn to know the law.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish), The remedy is not
taken away, but power is given to the court or judge
adjudicating on the question to make an order taking away
the remedy.

Mr. McMULLEN. I sympathise with the view ex-
pressed by the hon. Minister of Justice. I have sat on the
bench foi 20 years, and I know there are many cases in
which magistrates are unwilling to act, owing to their fear
of being put in for the costs. Every encouragement should
be given to magistrates, when they undertake te discharge
the duties of justice of the peace, to discharge those duties.

Amendment agreed te.
On section 6,
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It bas been suggested to me

that in the 26th line of section 6, the words "justice or
justices " should be struck out, and the words " clerk of the
poace " substituted. It bas been stated that instances have
arisen in which "straw bail " was taken, and it would be
much better to make the person named in the Act the clerk
of the peace instead et justice of the peace.

Mr. TIIOMPSON (Antigonish). I would have no objec-
tion to that amendment, but I think it would entail great in-
convenience in some places, where the applicant would have
to travel a considerable distance to enter security.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I do not understand the
intention te be to strike out the parties named in this
section, but that the clerk of the peace shall aliso have the
power. In some towns it is difficult to get a magistrate,
but one can always get a commissioner, as every lawyer
is a commissioner, and I would propose that the power be
also given to commissioners.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I see the difficulty which
the Minister of Justice suggests, namely, that the amend-
ment might entail a good deal of expeuse, but bis object
seens to me to be to make the clerk of the peace, instead
of the justice of the peace, act; the reason being that what
is termed "straw bail "is sometimes taken, and that would
be better avoided by taking away the power from the
justice and giving it to the clerk of the peace.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). The difculty can be
met by adding the clerk of the peace.

Mr. McCARTHlY. I do not know what object there is
in having the clause. I thought you never could get a writ
of certiorar witiout giving security.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). The law is not the same
in all the Provinces. I would in line thirty-six have the

Lr. Tmoooz (Antigonish),

word " confirmed " altered to "affirmed." I understand the
hon. member from Brant does not want the justice of the
peace to be authorised to take the bail, but that the clerk
of the peace should be substituted for the justice of the
peace, as if both were left in it would only aggravate the
difficulty which ho states. We will leave the clause as it
is, and discuss the point later on.

The Committee rose, and it being six o'clock, the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recess.

House again resolved itself into Committee.
(In the Committee.)

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish.) The clause which was
under consideration at six o'clock is one taken from the
Imperial Statute, 5 George II, and I should like to give the
matter a little further attention. I therefore move that the
Committee rise, report progress and ask leave to sit again.

Mr. McaCARTHY. I would sugg est to my hon. friend
the Minister of Justice' that the amendments made by the
eleventh and twolfth sections ought to be printed in full.
They are amendments of certain words in certain lines of
certain Statutes, and it is difficult to understand them, and
it will be difficult, when the Bill is passed, to construe them
in their present form.

Committee rose and reported progress.

SUPPLY-INDIAN ADMINISTRATION IN THE
NORTH-WEST.

Mr. MoLELAN moved that the House again resolve
itseolf into Committee of Supply.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I regret very much that the
First Minister is not in his place to-night. I regret the ocea-
sion of his absence and I regret the fact of his absence,
because I propose for a short time to discuss the adminis-
tration of the Department over which the First Minister
presides, and I always prefer discussing a question of that
kind in the presence of the head of the Department. The
First Minister, in his report for the year 1885, recently sub-
mitted to Parliament, states:

" That the Indians who revolted had no reason for so doing, in so far
as their treatment was concerned, is sufficiently established by the con-
current testimiony of ail those connected with the management of the
Indians in the North-West Territories.

I say that no statement could be further from the fact, and no
allegation could be more at variance with the reports of the
Department of Indian Affairs. But, even if that statement
were truc, it would not in any sense relieve the Depart-
ment from the responsibility for the uneasy, dissatisfied
and discontented state of the Indians, and for their ulti-
mate outbreak in open revolt against the sovereign power
of this Dominion. The officials of the Department are by
no means rcliable witnesses. Those who offended against the
Indian; those who sinned against the Indian; those who
robbed and cheated and swindled the Indian, as I shall
establish before I sit down, and those who permnitted the
Indian of the North-West Territories to be frozen to death
and starved to death, are not very reliable witnesses,
are very unlikely to disclose their own misconduct and to
admit their own criminality. The hon. gentleman ought
to have fortified the statement ho made in the i eport of his
Department as to the conduct of the officials of that De-
partment and the administration of Indian affairs by
other and more reliable testimony than that of the officials
incriminated. I shall, in discussing this question, pursue a
different course. I shall establish the charges that I pro-
pose to make against this Government and the officials
appointed by this Government by the reports of the hon-
est, the few honest mon that are connected with that ser-

718



1886. COMMONS DEBATES. 719
vice in the North-West, and by a mass of independent Winnipeg Times, an organ of hon. gentlemen Opposite, a
testimony that in my judgment is simply startling. a Conservative paper, published in the city of Winnipeg,
The reports of the Department for the last four or five thus describes Lieutenant-Governor Dowdney:
years are eloquent with statements of wrongs done to " Sat the dross of gold is not Mr. DewJney's god. He is eminently a
the Indian, of promises broken, of violated treaties made philanthropist. His delight is to advance the interests of the savage
with the Indian of gross injustice done to the Indian, of and promote the welfare of the more wretched white man under his

.y sceptre. For example, when Long Lodge, chief of the Assiniboines, who
shameful official misconduct on the part of those appointed werecamping last summer near Indian Read, complained that th con-
to administer Indian affairs in the North-West, of lying, tractor's bacon, costing the Canadian taxpaye s nineteen cents per
cheating, and robbing the Indian; and I propose to pound, was not suitable to the Indian palate, the Indiana feeding alwaye

on buffalo meat; when Long Lodge offered to accept half a pound of
establish these propositions in their order by extracts from steer beef, costing a York shilling a pound dead weight, in place of a
the reports of the Department and by the testimony of pound of bacon costing nineteen cents ; when Long Lodge said the
individuals thoroughly conversant with the situation of bacon was "hurting his people because it was not their food," Mr.

Dewdney said "the Indians ehould eat the bacon or die, and be d-d to
affairs in the North-West Territories. Lot me thon, first, them." This was not said in haste, but at bis honor's leisure. He did
deal with the kind of officials which this Government placed not say it because his friend the contractor, who happened to be in a
over the untamed, uneducated, uncivilised, un-christianised land syndicate with him, had 90,000 potunds of that bacon to dispose of,

t i . but because he wished to indoctrinate the savage with the tastes of the
wards of the -nation with whom this country was bound to average white man. Mr. Dewdney, let Piapot witness, is the Indians
deal honestly and fairly, because Canada induced the Indians friend. To the white man also he sets a noble example. He teaches
of the North-West to surrender their possessory rights to the raw settler a new code of morale. He shows him by precept and

. . a i r. example that in theese degenerated days it is not necessary for a manan holding a trust not to abuse it. He illustratqs in hie own walk and life
Writers upon the Indian question, and especially such writers the modern principles that every man should fight for his owa wallet.
as the authoress of " One hundred years of dishonor," speak He is, in this great country, the mot signal exemplar of the science of

of he ndins s esil maage, pacalequit, nofon~how Vo get along regardiese of the meanq; or methodeo of locomotion.of the Indians as easily managed, þeacable, gquiet, inoffen. gr Dewdney, therefore, deserves welIat ou handoand an t the hande of the
sive, docile, so long as he is fairly and honestly troated ; Indians of these Territories. It would bardly be appropriate to present
but as faithless, turbulent, and rebellions when ho is injured, him with a homestead, for he h-s several, also preemptions in abund-
when ho is deceived, when ho is wronged, when ie ance. Money would also be out of place, inasmuch as while Sir

Leonari has a surplus and Sir John remains in power, he will not want.je defrhuded. In order to retamn the confidence of the Indian, Oould anything be more appropriate than to present him with a petition
in order to educate, to elevate, to civilise and to christianise to leave, to get out, to go elsewhere and teach other Indians and other
the Indians, it was of tho first consequence that mon of char- white men the ethics of grab, greed and shamelessness which be bas
acter, men of honesty, men of truthfulness, men of hig h introduced here?
moral standing, should have been selectcd to preside That extract, Sir, is from a papr publiished in the interests
over and administer Indian affaire in the North-West Ter- o the Government, and was publishod three years ago, and
ritories. I regret to say that, in so far as I have been able up to this hour thie Indian Cominssioner, so described by
to gather the facts, such mon have not been selected. Some an organ of the Govornnt, stili retains h place as Com-
of the men selected by the Government of this Dominion from missione- of IndianAffairs a the North-West Territories.
the swarm of camp followers that usually surround this The Ottawa Sun, another paper not unfriendly to this
Administration, were men who were utterly unfit for the Administration, speaking of the officials in the North-West,
positions they were called upon to fill. Men who were unfit says:
for positions in the public service in the older Provinces ''lThe country has been cureed with an unscrupulouesand tyrannical

officialdom, and to this cause may be traced the origmn of the present
of the Dominion, were shipped off to Manitoba and the trouble. Officiais were selected purely from political reasons, without
North-West Territories, and given charge over the Indians regard to fitness, or, in many cases, character. And the last thing to
there, men who have proved themelves to be utterly be considered has been the wishes or interests of the settlers, who have

. .tforno representative in Parliament, and no recourse against the tyranny ofunfit for their positions, who have proved themselves Vo be these officiais. Almost every officiai made it bis business to get rich by
dishonest, careless, immoral. I say, Sir, that tho conduct of speculating in the landa which the interests of the country required
the officials of the North-West Territories, more than any. sh)uld be administered in the interest of the actual settler. Land agents

have been in partnerahip with claim-jumpers, and used their advantages
thing else, created dissatisfaction and discontent among the to rob honest settlers by treacherous tecinicalities for the benefit of the
Indians; I say that the misconduct and the mismanagement land sharks. Junius tells us something about public men who suddenly
of tho Administration in connection with the Indian affaire became rich, which may be properly applied to Lieutenant-Goternor

Dewdney. That gentleman, when he came to Ottawa in 1872, wasin the North-WestTerritories, as much as anything else, pro- practically a pauper. To-day he is a wealthy man. He did not save
duced uneasiness, dissatisfaction and discontent among the bis wealth out of bis salary. When he personally drove off the settiers
Indians, which ultimately broke out into open rebellion. from the county of Kent, who had gone in under very great difficulties
I charge, Mir. Speaker, that many of the officials appointed and at great expenre at a trying season of he year, built houses, and

P started Vo break land for cultivation-when hie insulted men whio went
by this Administration, fromn Commissionor Dowdney down in mistaken confidence to him for protection against the outrage perpet-
to the lowest official in the service of this Government in rated by Major Bell-he was at the time, it je alleged, in receipt of a
the North-West Territories, are wholly unfit to discharge present of $10,000 in the stock of the Bell Farming Oompany."
the important duties that devolve upon them, and that Now, you must bear in mind, Mr. Speaker, that this Com-
theùe men onght to have been dismissed from their positions missioner Dewdney, so descri bed by two organs of the Gov-
by this Government many, many years ago.. The Indians, ernment, is the official who bas charge of the Indians in the
Sir, have no faith in Commissioner Dewdney, they have North-West Territory, and has had charge of them for a
faith in but few of the officials in the North-West Territor- series of years. The attention of the Government has been
ies, but none in Commissioner Dewdney, they know him drawn to the conduct of this man, to the actions of this
too well, they have been decoived by him too often. le man, yet up to this hoar the first stop has not been taken
has been charged, and correctly charged, with being dom- to remedy the wrong that is alleged to have been per-
ineering, arrogant, tyrannical, unfair, untruthful in his deal- petrated by him. The Parmers' Union, a body of respect-
ings with the Indians. With such a commissioner, and able mon in the North-West, thus speaks of the character
with a similar class of officials, we could expect nothirg of the officials this Administration sent to the North-West
else than uneasiness, dissatisfaction, discontent, and to administer Indian affairs in that region :
ulhimately rebellion in the North.West Territories. The. "We point with a sorrowful pride to the fact that whilst we are try-
charges I have made against the Administration and the ing to secure consideration and justice our sons and brothers have left

.oa.oT their farms to grow to weeds while the are away in the North-West
offiials of the Adminitration in the North-West Terri- Territory, risking and laying down their lives like loyal sons of anada
tories, I propose to establish ont of the blue books submit. to defend the eupremacy of the flag of our forefathers from the contam-
ted to Parliament and by the testimon of indopendent inating touch of half-breeda and savages driven to despair by mis-

md T govemnment, and by the acts of incompetent and dishonest Government
men, and of journals supporting this Administration. The . omfewa l
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M-r. Jackson, a member of the North-West Council, a life-
long Conservative, a man who boasts that he has been an
unswerving and faithful supporter of the First Minister of
this Dominionfor a period of twenty-five years, in a speech
delivered by him at Qu'Appelle in January last, thus speaks
of Lieutenant-Governor Dewdney and the officials of the
North-West Territory:

" Everything is quiet,.there i3 no danger. I say that if the Indian
agents were not li a position thon to tell what was the state of the
Indian mind at that time, then they were unfit for the position they
held ; and a stronger argument that the chief of the Department was
not fitted for his post I do not want than ihat he allowed bis Indian
agents to persuade him that everything was peaceable and quiet, while
the whole thing was a seething volcano, ready to burst forth at any
moment, and Mr. Dewdney was the only innocent man in the country.
That shows that things in the Indian Department are rotten to the core,
and should be weeded out (Hear, hear.) Had he exercised his proper
fanetions, and done what was expected of him, the Government would
have been induced, because of the gravity of the situation, to deal with
the matter, and thus have averted this great rebellion. He failed to do
that; and if the Government care anything at all for the feelings of the
people of this country, they will sweep away that whicb is rotten an 1
desoicable, and place aa honest man, who will fulfil his duties, in the
position of Lieutenant-Governor. (Cheers.) I have shown you that he had
neglected hils duties, and prostituted bis position as Indian Commis-
sioner; that ho has allowed peuple to starve to death. I can show you
that he said at Qu'Appelle Station that the Indians of the north might
give trouble, but that he felt sure the Indians of Treaty No. 4 would
give no trouble to the Government. If that is the fact, and if he allowed
men, women and children to go to their death without a warning, that
man was accessory before the fact. (Loud cheers ) Gentlemen, thee
are al facto. At the Session of Parliament, I think 188 3-83, or 1883-84,
when Sir John Racdonal d, whom I have followed for twenty-five years,
and who bas always found me au active supporter, got up in is place as
Premier of the Dominioa, and said that Mr. Dewdney was one of the
best appointments he ever made, I confesa it completely knocked the
wind ont of me. (Laughter.) "

I do not wonder that it knocked the wind out cf ths mm. "A white mam nover believes in him. The Indian thinka of him as aman
I who does not tell the truth to-day, but might to-morrow; but tbat to-

ber of the North-West Council. The extracts I have read from morrow neyer comes. (Laughter.)"
the organs of the Government, and the revelations I shall The Winnipeg Times, speaking of Lieutenant-Governor
make before I resume my seat, together with the statement Dewdney, said:
made by the First Minister with respect to Lieutenant-Gov- "For the drst time in the history of the British nation the representa-
ernor Dewdney, wil prove enough to knock the wind out of tie of the Queen il known to the savage a a liar.
anyone. The Mail newspaper of 2nd February, 1886, re- o Sc are the opinions of the friends of hon. gentlemen
orte an interview which the correspondent of that paper opposite ; such are the opinions of the press supporting
tad with a person by the name of Mr. James Grier, who hon.gentlemen opposite, as to the character of the officials

hves in the neighborhood of Old Man's River, and was a appointed by this Government to administer Indian aairs
former resident of the county of Grey and had been reeve in the North-West, from Lieutenant-Governor Dewdney
of the township in which he resided for 15 years. Mr. James down to the farm instructors appointed by this Administra-
(irier says, on this subjoot: tion. say it is a marvel to me, not that the Indians took

" Another great grievance in the North-West :is the importation of up arme s against the sovereign power of this country, but
carpet-baggers to fil official positions. This is not, however. go serf areme a i t a o n y er cf the Indians did not
onsly felt now as itl has been. But on ail sides but one o inion ms
expressed-tbat the North-West now has men capable of filling the protest in the only way known te them against the miscon-
ofiees, and that they should be chosen, ail other things being equal, for duct, maladministration, incapacity and culpable neglect of
the vacancies that occur." this Administration. I go still fnrther. I say the Govern-
Let me now give the opinion of clergymen : ment and the officials appointed by this Government have

" At the Presbytery meeting at Brandon, Manitoba, Rev. Mr. Oameron, not only broken faith with the Indians, but many of the
whoIFent many years among the Indians about Battleford, contended officials in the North-West Territories have debased and
that' Indian uprising was u a great measure due to the character of de raded the Indianu character, until now, Sir, there is noth-
the instructors and agents appointed by the Goverument. If the .
Government officiais had been the right kind of men the uprising would ing left but the bare memory of wlat was once the noble
never have taken place. In many cases their treatment of the Indians red man of the plains. An organ of the Government, three
was calculted to have a most injurious effect-some of them treatinç years ago, called public attention to the fact that one of the
the Indians like doge-never speaking to them without an oath, anu
paying no regard whatever to their word.' The rev. gentleman remarked agents of this Administration was living on a reserve,
th it would ipoil good Indians to make them like some of the Indian beneath the shadow of the Methodist mission, in open
Department officials who are over them, and suppised to be civilising adultery with two young squaws. The Government were
them. Kr. Oameron's statements were confirmed by Rev. Kesgr. RnbArt-
son, Flett, and other Indian missionaries, who maintained that the Indian aware of it, but the Government never moved, nover
revolt was in a great measure due to the character of the Government enquirod, never investigated, and up to this hour, this
officials sent amongst them. " unworthy representative of Ottaw officialdom adminis-
I say that is an extraordinary condition of affaire. Those tors Indian affaire in that particular locality. A young
people are on the spot and know whereof they speak, and Englishman, unfit to do anything in hie native coun-
so knowing whereof they speak, they so described the|try, was shipped off to Canada, consigned to the care of
officials sent by this Government to administer Indian the First Minister of this Dominion. He was provided for
affairs in the North-West. Mr. McDougall, one of the in the Indian service of the North-West Territories, and he
Methodist missionaries, who has devoted his life to the has been living there for three or four years revelling in
service of elevating, educating, civilising and christianising the sensual enjoyments of a western harem, plentifully
the Indians, thus speaks of the officials: supplied with select cullings from the western prairie

" Mr. McDougall points eout the great difficulty of governini 'rom flowers. We send missionaries of the Cross to the North-
Ottaw and says tht 'law were enacted whiho could not be elorced; West to educate and elevate, to civilise and christianise

. çAUEoN (Huron).
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furthermore simply unft men were appointed to office without any
knowledge of the nature of the work expected of them, the Indians and
the country, and Government having to rn the risk in the meanwhile of
being experimented upon.

Hon. Lawrence Clarke, at one time a member of the
North-West Council thus speaks of the claso f mon who
were sent by this Government to administer Indian affaira:

" Brutal rufans were appointed as farm instructors over the Indians,
who maltreatei lthe poor people in the mont brutal manner, answering
them with kicks and blows, accompanied with showers of profanity and
diagusting epithete; of the farm inatructors killed by the Indians two
were universally known to be brutal wretches such as I have men-
tioned, and the priests lost their lives in attempting to save them from
the pent-up wrath of the savages:"

Mr. MITCHELL. Whose report is that ?
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). That of the Hon. Lwrence

Clarke, formerly a member of the North-West Council. He
proceeds:

" Let a commissioner be appointed or a Oommitte of Parliament, and
I pledge myself to show to the people of this Dominion such a picture of
the facts as will make them wondqr how it i that rebellion did not
break out years ago. Had not the Indians been restrained by the priesta
and ministers, the farm instructors and other paid politicians appointed
over them, would have been killed long ago."

Archbishop Taché, in his manifesto, speaking of the
Indian troubles, Bays:

"There were some well ualified men, but important posta were
assigned to men totally unqua ified for the position,-while other persons
perfectly apt have been diamsed or left aside because ton, diteen, or
twenty years before they were political opponents."

Mr. Jackson, in his speech at Qu'Appelle, from which I have
just quoted, said:
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the Indians. We send missionaries, official missionaries, to
the North-West Territories to humiliate, to lower, to degrade
and debase the virgin daughters of the wards of the
nation, and yet we find people expressing their surprise and
astonishment that the Indians do not take kindly to the
ways of modern civilisation, and that after the munificent
donations which Parliament votes every year to feed, clothe
and keep in comfort the wild Indians oftbe plains, they are
still dissatisfied, still discontented, still rebellions. [say again
that to my mind the marvel is that years ago the Indians
did not use the tomahawk and scalping kife and clean
out of the North-West Territories the lazy, indolent, incom.
petent and immoral class of officiais who have been
appointed by this Administration to administer Indian
affairs in the North-West Territories. The statements I
make may be considered somewhat extravagant, but
I shall prove evory one of them before I resume my seat by
offiuial documents submitted by this Governnent to this
Parliament, and a mass of independent testimony that, to
my mind, is simply overwhelming. If you refer to one of the
reports of one of the Dopart.nents brought down last year,
you will find that 15 per. cent of one class of offilials in the
Nor th-Wcst were under medical treatment for a peculiar
kind of disease in one year. That you will admit, is an ex-
traordinary showing for a classof men paid by the people of
this country to control, manage and set an example to the
Indians of the North-West Territories. Sir, that report
speaks in unmistakable terms of the condition of
those guardians of pablic peace and public morals.
At one station it points out that there were fifty-eight
cases in one year; at another station there were forty-
seven cases under medical tre.itment in ton months; at a
third station there were in eleven months seventy-four
cases under medical treatment; at a fourth station in 1884
there were sixty cases under medical treatment. In a
division ofthe force in eloven months there were twenty-
one cases, aud the aggregate shows that there were at
least 45 per cent. of this class of officials in the North-
West Territories who were suffering from this class of
diýease. The Mail newspaper, to which I suppose hon.
gentlemen will not object as a witness in this part of the
discussion-the Mail newspaper of the 30th of January,
1886, publis.hes an interview with one of the missionaries
employed by one "f tho.Jeading churhee of the Dominion,
to civilise and christianise the In lians. That missionary
said :

" BC t what we want in ou- reserves are married men as employees, and
a tew hundred dollars expended in putting up housed for them would pay
in the end. And, let me say, get Christian men : thank God there are
such to be found; and don't employ a man be cause some influential man
down east wants to get a situation for him Agiin, put a stop to white
men livirg with Indian women unless they are lawtully married to them.
Where are the young girls of 13 to 16 that have been partly taught in
our schools; and others before them? Sold to white men for from $10
to $0 Where are their children ? Running about the reserves wear-
ing rage! Where are the women themselves ? They are prostitutes
hanging around the towns. Stop the sale of Indian girls to white men
and another great step is taken."

Now, Sir, I say that every calm, thoughtful, thinking man
will conelude that this is an extraordinary condition of
affairs. This missionary tellsus that the very children from
the mission sehools are absorbed into this population for the
vilest and most unholy purposes. Mr. McDougall, who is
the missionary to whom I have alluded, in the same inter-
view when asked to egj lain the true condition of affaira,
said:

The Mail newspaper of the 2nd of February, 1886, publishes
an interview with Mr. James Grier, to whom I have already
alluded, in which tho following occurs:-

" Then the conversation drifted back to the Indians, and I asked him
if he knew of any frauds that had been committed on them. He
answered: 'I know any amount of corruption exists in the Indian
Department, and I know that many of the officials have one squaw or
two. This is a matter of public notoriety.'"

I ask you, after having heard this evidence, whether I am
not amply justified in the charge 1 have made against this
Governmont, that they appointed to positions of publie
trust in the North-West Territories, from among their
army of carpet-baggers and camp followers, some of the
most unfit men that ever occupied public positions. I say
this condition of affairs is well known to the Government,
and has been well known to the Government for a number
of years I say that it is a scandalous condition of affairs
to exist in any country, and a disgrace to the Government
that would tolerate it for one hour. I say that they have
not only been guilty of sending this class of people to the
Nor-th-West Torritories, but they have been guilty of break-
ing faith with the Indians. The solemn covenants entered
into with the Indians have been shamefully, openly, per-
sistently and systematically brokon by this Government.
The confidence which the Indian usually has in the Sover-
eign of this Dominion, has been shaken. le can no longer
rely on the faith of the Crown, and the result has been a
rebellion in the North-West Territories, in which the Indians
took no unimportant part, and the result is that to-day
I solemnly believe, from the testimony that comes from
the North-West, that this Dominion is standing on the
brirnk of a volcano, which may burst forth at any moment.
The evidence upon this point of broken faith, violated
treaties, unfulfilled obligations is so clear that it is almost
unnecessary to discuss it. But in order that the matter
may be put be3yond peradventure, I propose to establish it
out of the blue-books submitted to this Parliament during
the last four or five years ; I propose to prove it by the
testimory of the organs and friends of hon. gentlemen
opposite. The Mail newspaper of the 13th January, 1886,
publishes another interview with the Rev. Ir. MeDougall,
the missionary from the Methodist Church to the Stoney
Indians near Calgary. In that interview Mr. McDougall
says:

" The ' Gavernment is false to the treaty, the white men have lied to
us, we are deceived,' the Indian9 Faid. and it required the services of
loyal old-timers to point out to them why, through unavoidable delays,
lack of speedy transport, &c., the obligations of the Government were
sometimes uufiulfilled But Mî McDoigall says : 'We could not find,
nor did we try to find, any excuse for the promises made but not ful-
filled, for the ciut-throat policy often exhibited and sometimes enforced
by officiais of the Indian Department, for the shameful and immoral
lives of many of the employees of the same. Some of these were a dis-
grace to ihe lowest bar barism, let alone civilisation. Nor how could
we, when earnestly trying to teach Indians habits of industry and
thrift, be expected te excuse the laz ness and incompetency of many sent
into the country to teach ihe wards of the Government those lessons we
have bern working for them toacquire for so many years. Moreover,,could
we be blamed when we felt strongly that something was wrong in the
system which allowed such men in its branch of the service. The incon-
sistency has oftentimes appeared t us very glaring when we looked at
a department claiming to have a certain object in view, set aside by the
country at large, whose servant it is, to attain this object, and jet
within its own grasp and power doing those things and adopting those
methods which ai e defeating their object.'

The Rev. Father Scollen, a missionary priest for twenty-
four years among the Indians of the North-Wett Terri-
tories, and now, or at al events recently, i ithe service of
this Administration, speaks as follows of the treatrment of
the Indians by the Government :-

"He urges a change, and the Indians given a fair chance; he wants That the half-breed rising had net necessarily been the cause of the
the Government's Indian policy- to make the Indian a responeible Indian rising, from the fact that the Indtani had been prepared te riu
citizen-carried out in its true spirit. To do this he asks for employees long before the balt-breeds hai made any mevemeutaai. They had
ot the Indian Dapartment who will be true to their country if not to been prepared te take the iret opportitnn matter what it was If
their God, whowill refrain from licentiousness, blasphemy, drunkenness, any ether parties had get into trouble wih the Goverument or caused
and laziness, who will have force of character enough to command the (overnment trouble, the Indiana would have taken advantage ef
general respect, and who will by precept and example teach the Indians that just as they did the half-breed rising They had kuowa, and they
industry, thrift and obedience to the law." know te-day that they could net figbt the white man, hence they bad

1
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been watching an opportunity. One cause for dissatisfaction among
the Indians had been the tact that the treaties had not been carried out
on the part of the Government agents."

Such is the testimony of two men whose evidence cannot
be controverted in this Parliament or elsewhere. I go
further. I say that the reports of the Dopartment establish
still more clearly that broken promises and violated treaties
have characterised the dealings of the Government with the
Indians for a long number of years. A. McKay, an Indian
agent at Grand Rapids, in his report states that the inspec-
tor of Indian agencies promised to supply them with ail
they might require, and that they were urged by that
gentleman to make their demands on the Department for
the same, which they did, but they were not complied
with. Mr. McColl, inspector of Indian agencies in the
North-West, writing of the Swan Lake bands, says that
waggons were promised them, and that he is apprehensive
of serious consequences unless their claims are recognised.
Mr. McDonald, an Indian agent under Treaty No. 4, pub-
lishes a letter from Poundmaker, in which Poundmaker
uses the following language:-

I'It is Poundmakf r who takes the liberty of sending you a few Unes.
We entreat Your Honor to send him the grist mill with horse-power you
kindly presented him at Cypress. We expected it last summer, but in
vain."

These had been promised to the Indian chief by Commis-
sioner Dowdney, twelve months bofore this complaint was
made; but up to that hour the pledgoes of the Crown, made
by Commissioner Dewdney, had not been fulfilled. Pound-
maker says further:

" Let me have the 22 oxen you promised for my band."

J. McRae, an Indian agent at Carleton, speaking of the
Okenasis band-and Mr. Tompkins corroborates the state-
ment-says that Inspector Wadsworth pronised him a largo
lumber waggon last fal, but ho did not get it. G. McPherson,
Indian agent, says:

'' The clothing for the chiefs and councillors was good, except the
trousers and shirts, which were inferior and worn out in three or four
days."

Now, I ask you, Mr. Speaker, is not that an extraordinary
condition of affairs? If you refer to the accounts of the
contractors for supplies to the Indians, you will find that
they were bound to supply articles of a reasonably fair
quality. Instead of so doing they supplied the Indian
chiefs and the Indian councillors with an article that lasted
them but three days ; and yet we are surprised that the
Indians are dissatisfied and discontented, and that they have
broken out into revoit, as they may break out into revolt
again. J. W. lerchmer, Indian agent, speaking of the
Salteaux band under South Quill, says:

"l Hunting having failed in their neighborhood, the band have been
obliged to sell most of their horses to buy supplies, and are now
miserably poor."

Miserably poor I With the munificent donation voted by
Parliament, and expended last year, of some $1,109,000.
Miserably poori And why? Because this Government
negligently and carelessly permit their contractors to supply
these Indians with an article of wearing apparel that lasts
the Indians only three days. A. McKay, Indian agent, says
of the Indians on Che-ma-wha-win reserve:

" The harrows and ploughs were Iying partly buried in mud and
weeds in different places. Some of them have never been used or put
together yet, and are spoiling for want of care."
We have an army of officials in the North-West; we bave
Indian agents, sub-Indian agents, farm instructors, ail kinds
and classes of men there to look after the interests
of the Indians; and yet we find that so little
attention was paid to those supplies that they were dumped
otf in the mud and filth and left there to rot. And we are
surprised and astounded that the Indian is not satisffid
with the attention ho receives. Mr. McColl, the Inspector
of Agencies, says:

Mr. CÂmEaoN (Hluron).

" I also notice in the same records that nearly all the bandis within
this agency lave received more axes than they were entitled to under
the treaty, and that only two or three bands have received their com-
plement of hues, spades and scythes, notwithstanding the representa-
tion made to the contrary to the Department as well as to the Indians
in reference to this matter."

Notwithstanding the representations made to the contrary,
to the Department as well as to the Indians, in reference
to this matter. nlu ther words, our agents iu the North-
West, in charge of the Indian Department, were " indgoent,
so lazy, so indifferent ard so caraless, that they delivered to
some bands of Indians far more of one elass of tools ad
implements than were required, while to other bands they
gave none at al. The same inspector further reports:

" The potatoes and barley received last spring were half rotten."

Now, I ask the Acting Minister of Indian Affairs if bis atten-
tion was ever drawn to that report ? Is that the kind of
treatment we ought to motoeout to the wards of the nation,
to the mon with whom, above all others, wo are in honor
bound to deal fairly and honestly ? We pay for these
things, and we supply them, but when they reach the
Indians they are wholly unfit for use. The same inspector
agaim says :

" That the councillor complains that the quality of the hats, trousers
and ehoes received by him were inferior."

Re further reports that John Harcus, one of the councillors
of the Cumberland band, complains that the agricaltural
implements forwarded by the Department for their use,
were refused to them. We were under obiigations.
we were in honor bound to give the Indians these things;
they wore biught and paid for. yet when they reached their
destination, some wise agent of the Administration would
not hand thom over to the Indians. Was any enquiry mado
into this ? In so far as I am able to gather from the reports,
none was made. C. E. Denny, another Indian agent,
speaking of the breach of contract by the contractor, says:
. 'I sent a meseenger to Port Benton, to I. G. Baker & Co., informing
them that flour was needed, and to ship at once. I had, on two
occasions, to purchase cattle from others than the contractors, as they
failed to keep me supplied, and beef would have run out on the Black-
feet and other reserves bad 1 not done so. I had to pay half prices, and
notified the contractors before taking this step."

There you see how a portion of the fund which Parlianent
voted was expended. The contractors either did not supply
the articles at all, or supplied it of an inferior quality; yet,
no investigation was made, no enquiry made, and notiing
was done. Mr. Herchmer, speaking of the S'oux bands,
says:

" A great deal of sickness has visited them lately caused by the want
of freshmeat."

W. Pocklington, speaking of Stoney Indians, says:
" During last winter there was a great deal of distress among them

for want of clothing, many of them not having a blanket to cover their
nakedness."
T. P. Wadsworth, speaking of the Day Star band, says
that :

" They complained that they did -not get their treaty pigo, and they
asked for more oxen, tool chests, moccasins and milk pans.
HIe reports as to Mistowasis band :

" They complained that they did not get treaty pigs, and Wadsworth
recommende hat Mistowasis and Ahtahkatoops get them."

1&r. Wadsworth says of the Bobtail band :
" They complain that stili due them, under treaty, a cow and bull."

And further :
" The Ermine Skin's band complain of want of a mower and some

carte."

These are not the only complaints that the Indians have
been making for a number of years. We promised, and
were unider obligations to supply the Indians, just fresh
from the plains, from which the buffalo had disappeared,
with fresh beef. But instead of fresh beef, we supplied them
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with sait pork, though we could get fresh beef at from 8 to
15 cents per lb., and had to pay for the pork,some of which
was rusted at that, from 20 to 25 cents per lb. The table I
submit, culled from the vouchers in the Indian Department,
shows the following rates:-

' At Fort Macleod, in 1882-3, beef was worth per lb. 8j cents and
bacon 20 cents; in 1883-4, beef was worth per lb. 14J cents and bacon
23J cents; in 1884-5 beef 15 cents and bacon 18 cent per lb, In the
Saskatchewan District, in 1882-3, beef was worth 15 cents and bacon 25
cents; in 1883-4, beef 20 cents, and bacon 22J cents per lb. At Battle-
ford, in 1882-3, beef was worth 12J cents per lb., and bacon 23 cents;
and 1883-4, beef 17 cents, and bacon 20 cents. In Calgary in 1882-3
beef was worth 81, and bacon 21J cents; and in 1883-4, beel 14t, and
bacon 24J cents per lb."
And this, although the Department was made aware of the
fact, by its agent Mr. Herchmer in bis report for 1883. Mr.
Herchmer there says :

" A great deal of sickness has visited them lately caused by the want
of fresh meat." The Indians, under treaty 4, received in 1884-5 $15,-
290.92 worth of pork, and $1,288.45 worth ot beef, although it is knowu
that beef is life to the Indian, while salt pork is disease and death to
him."
This bountiful, humane and attentive Government, whose
duty it was to look after the interest of the Indians, sup-
plied them with twelve pounds of disease and death to one
pound of life. And this, although the reports of the De.
partrment are literally teeming with warnings to and re-
monstrances against the Government for the inhuman
treatment the Inidians received at their hands, by supplying
them with pork instead of with fresh meat. Agent Herch-
mer, in bis report dated the 24th July, 1885, speaking of
the types of disease among the Indians says :

" To these might be added I think the sudden change from fresh meat
on the Prairies to flour and bacon in comparative confinement."

And again at page 61 he says :
" A t Oak River, eleven men have died out of 88 heads of families, and

seventeen children under three years old. This is very distressing and
is hard to account for-the change of diet, owing to the failure of
hunting and scrofula, being probably the cause."

It is very distressing, the agent pathetically says, while all
the time these very agents were doing what they knew
they ought not to have done ; namely, supplying these
men with salit pork at 20 to 25 cents per pound when tbey
could have got fresh beef at from 8- to 15 cents per pound.
Mr. Magnus Begg, Indian agent, in bis report dated 28th
July, 1885, says :

I During the month of April there was considerable sickness on
the Stoney reservc and it was thought favorable to issue beef, which
was done and with satisfactory results."

In other words, we fed the Indians on salt pork until they
became sick unto death, and then we fed them on fresh beef
to restore them to bealth again. Has the Government ofthis
country, bas the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in the
North-West Territory not considered that an ounce of pre.
vention is worth a pound of cure, that it would be better to
feed the Indian on fresh beef to prevent disease rather than
to feed him on fresh beef to effect a cure, especially as fresh
beef can be purchased at a much lower figure in the market
than salt pork. The reports, with few exceptions, of the
agents of the Department for the last four or five years
show that there bave been constant complaints made to the
head of this Department of the inhuman treatment received
by the Indians at the bands of the officials of this Govern-
ment. Those complaints have been renewed from year to
year; those complaints have not been investigated. I
charge that this Government, although these complaints
have been made by their own agents, have not investigated
them, and, where the truth of the charges was brought
home to the agents of the Department, these agents have
not been ditmissed as Lhey should havo been. Mr. Wads-
worth, the Superintendent of Indian affairs, in bis report
for 1882, speaking of the Rivière qui Barre Indians, says :

"The flour and bacon received as supplies was bad, and the tour
received by the Indians at Battleford, had become lumpy."

Mr. Wadsworth, in bis report for 1883, speaking of the
Indians in the Sekaskoots reserve, says :

"I could get no account of the supplies sent in by the contractors or
the Government."
He further says:

" The flour received by those Indians only averaged 93 pounde per
sack."
And again, speaking of Poundmaker's band, ho says:

" The flour was inferior and of light weight."
A. McKay, Indian agent, in his report for 1884, says that
the Inspector of Indian agencies promised to supply them
with all they might require, and that they were urged by
that agent to make their demands on the Department for
the same; that they did do so, but the supplies were not
sent. E. MoColl, in bis report for 1882, says :

" Waggons were promised these Indians, and that he was apprehen-
sive of serions consequences, unless their claims were recognised."
Mr. T. P. Wadsworth, in bis report for 1883, speaking of
Day Star's band says:

" The chief complained that he could not get his treaty pigs, and that
he wanted more oxen, a tool chest and milk pans."
Also that:

" Mistowasis' band and Ah-tah-ka-koop's band did not get their treaty
pigs, and he recommends that they get them."
He further reports that :

" Bobtail's band complained that there was still due them under the
treaty a cow and a bull."
He further reports that:

" Ermine Skin's band complained that there was due them under the
treaty a mower and some carts."
Francis Ogiltree, Indian agent, in his report dated 14th
October, 1884, says, in speaking of the Sandy Bay band:

" They are very anxious to get the cattle they are entitled to as well
as some of the tools."

John Mclntyre, Indian agent, in bis report dated 6th
October, 1884, says in reference to the Lac des Mille Lacs
band:

" This band is still entitled to three cows."
And of the Wobegan and Eagle Lako bands:

" I took an inventory of all their tools and implements and find they
are short of a good many for which I have made requisition."
And of the Mattawa and English Rivers band:

" This band asks for one plough and one harrow, twenty grabbers, one
morticing pick, one single yoke, and two cows still are due them.'
And of the Fish River reserve:

" They again ask for a steel grist mill. They also request to be sup-
plied with two brush breaking plouglis, two iron harrows, and four sets
of strong chain traces as those previously furnished were worthless."
I have shown not only that we have sent bad agents to
administer Indian affairs irn the Nortb-Wost Territories, but
that we have broken faith with the Indians in many respects.
I now propose to prove that we have by our nogligonce and
misconduct allowed the Indians, in the midst of plenty, to be
frozen to death and starved to death. I have shown that we
have allowed them to be robbed, swindled and cheated out
of what they were entitled to, by the agents and the middle-
men, that we gave them little or no clothing, and, to cap the
climax of our criminality, wehave allowed thom to be frozen
and starved to death. Lot us see how far this is proved
by the records submitted to Parliament :-Mr. McDonald,
Indian agent, under Treaty No. 4, published a letter from
Poundmaker, dated 10th November, 18â2, in which the
old chief says:

" There is to-day a great distress in my band. Their rations are sus-
pended now for 41 days and, of course, everybody is busy roving about
and hunting. It is impossible to work on an empty stomach."
C. E. Denny, Indian agent, iii bis report for 1882, says:

" I found the Blackfeet willing to work had they received assistance,
but they had been badly neglected and, in cousequence, were wild and
unsettled."
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Commissioner McLeod, in his report for 1879, says :
" I have experienced great difficulty (with the distresa and suffering)

applications for relief being constantly made to me by the starving bands
of Indians"

Again the commissioner says:
"A Stoney Indian and bis family had been without food for many

days."

Superintendent Walsh, in his report for 1880, says:
" Hunger and suffering prevailed. In some places persons became so

reduced as to be unable to help themselves. The want of food followed
by disease caused an epidemic, which marked its results by the many
graves now to be seen in Wood Mountain."

Was there ever such a picture as this painted by the
most skilful artist? Was there ever such an indict-
ment preferred against any Government? Was there ever
such an indictment preferred against this incompetent Gov-
ernment as that framed in this report of one of thoir own
agents in the North-West ? Nothing but the weakness,
the incompetency of this Administration would have per-
mitted this condition of affairs to have existed one hour after
it was made known to the Government, but, with a full
knowledge of al these facts, with a full knowledge on
their own part, on the part of the Superintendent-General
and of Commissioner Dewdney, not the first stop was
taken to rectify the wrong done to the Indians. The
breach of faith, the violated promises, the broken pledges,
the fraud and misconduct of the officials, the robbing
and cheating all around, the negligence and incompe-
tency of this Adminitration, are all marked by the graves
of the Indians on the side of Wood Mountain. Still the
Government never moved, never stirred, never investigated.
The Commissioner of Indian Affairs in the North-West Ter-
ritories never moved, never stirred, never investigated. No,
he luxuriated in his comfortable quarters in Regina, and the
Indians whom we are bound to protect might starve to
death and freeze to death as far as ho was concerned. Let
me establish this statement by a mass of testimony that
cannot be successfully assailed . The Moose Jaw News, a
paper by no means unfavorable to the Administration, on
the 14th March, 1884, writing of the condition of the Indians
in that neighborhood, speaks as follows:-

" In this connection the case eof several Indian families in this vicinity
may be cited. A friend driving by one, a few days ago, was given to
understand that death had been in their midet. On entering the tepee a
pitiable sight was discovered. Starvation was visible in their counten-
ances, and a glance sufficed to show the cause of the warrior's death.
One can hardly imagine how they had lived at all. The canvass of the
tent was old and torn. Not a vestige of anything edible was to be seen,
but a few rabbit-skins lying around showed what had composed their
last meal. Everything iu the way of blankets was under or over the
dead braves. Around a cheerless fire were huddled an Indian and three
or four squaws. They stated that they had been without food for two
days, and appearances would go to prove the truth of their assertion.
Can we in this enlightened age, allow scenes like this to take place in
our midst without uttering an indignant protest to the proper authori-
ties ? Would these Indians have left their reserves, and run the risk of
starvation, if they were sure of beiig supplied with the necessities of
life there ?"

The same paper, on the 13th June, 1884, discussing the
injury inflicted by the Government upon chief Pi-a-pot, says:

" But even this will be utterly insufficient to wipe out the past. Its
record will remain a foul blot in our history. The sufferings of the
Indians in the Assiniboia reserves during the past winter are a burning
shame to us, a lasting reproacn to our Government. What would be
thought of usi n England, or in any other Christian country, were it
clearly understood that for weeks large bands of Indians, the wards of
the nation, poor, wretched creatures, whose primitive sources of s'ipply
had been cut off by our invasion, and whom we were bound by solemn
treaty, as well as by every consideration of justice and humanity, to feed
and care for, were dying by scores, partly from semi-starvation and
partly from disease resulting from the bad quality of the food supplied
b the agents ! It is no excuse to say that the facts were not known.
Why were they not known ? Were there not higli officials whose first
duty it was to knew the tacts ? If it should prove that the waut of
knowledge, or to the fearful ravages of scurvy, were due in any degree
to a petty economy which dispensed with the services of a compeLent
medical inspector in order to save bis fees, this would be an aggravation
of the guilt of those responsible for it.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron).

"We write thus strongly because we feel strongly on this subject. It is
a subject on which,every Canadian and every settler in the North-West
in particular, is in duty bound to feel strongly. As we have before
pointed out, the gravest issues, involving not only the paramouant claims
of humanity and right, but also the security of life and property, are
wrapped up in the maintenance of friendly relations and good faith
with the aborigines.

" We do not remember to have met with a settler from the neighbor-
hood in which those events occurred, who has not sympathised with Pi-
a-pot and admitted that, however wrong-headed and cantankerous the
chief may have shown himself on other occasions, he is, in this instance,
the injured party. We have returned to the matter because it is of the
first importance that the record of last winter'a treatment of the Indians
should be thoroughly examined, and such measures taken as will render
the recurrence of such scenes impossible."

Commissioner Irvine in his report of 1882, says:

" For a considerable time they made no demand for ail from the
Government, but as the cold weather came on being very poorly clad
and insufficiently supplied with food, they experienced much hardship
from exposure and starvation."

Mr. Jackson, in his speech to which I have already refer-
red, said:

" Now, I charge that at Indian Head, in the winter of 1883, several of
the Indians died of starvation. When I stated that fact, I knew it te be
a fact. The Lieutenant-Governor in his reply to me, brin gs a lot of docu-
ments, and the report of Dr. Edwards says that ive men starved to death.
Mr. Dewdney said there was so much provisions at indian Head. I know
they were there; but his fiat had gone forth not to feed them so much,
that Pi-a-pot was a bad piece of muslin, and that they must cut dowii
the rations. And now, instead of fve dying, it is a matter of my own know-
ledge, a matter I can prove on oath, that instead of five dying there, 10
per cent. of aIl the Indians on the Indian Head reserve died through
starvation in six months (that is 20 per cent. per annum). He becanie
very anxious about the File Hill fndians. What has he done with them
because of their turbulency, because they showed a disposition, per-
haps, to rise up and join the Indians of the north in fighting ? He has
reduced them at the present time to that state that in the case of one
Indian (I am prepared to prove this and to give the name of the
man too), within two months seven of his children died because they
had not the necessaries of life. I tell yen what I know to be a fact.
The Indians on the File Hills reserve believe that if one of their num-
ber falls sick there is no use in trying to make him get well, they have
not sufficient nourishing food and they must let him die."

This policy of starvation was adopted by the Agent General
of Indian Affairs six years ago. It is a cruel and atrocious
policy, it is a policy that ought not to prevail in any
civilised country. Six years ago the Agent General of
Indian Affairs openly and deliberately adopted this policy
in the following language :-

11I must say, however, that it was a dangerous thing to commence
the system of feeding the Indians. Se long as they know they can rely,
or believe they can rely, on any source whatever for their food they
make no effort to support themselves. We have to guard against that,
and the only way to guard againet it is by being rigid, even stingy in
the distribution of food, and require absolute proof of starvation before
distributing it"

Sir, this policy was adopted six years ago, and it has been
persisted in ever since. During the last four or five years
this policy has proved to be a failure, but its failure taught
the Governmenît no lesson. The experience of the past, the
reports of their own agents in the North-West Teriitories,
taught hon. gentlemen opposite no lesson; the reports of the
best of their officials transmitted to this Administration fell
upon deaf ears. They neither opened their eyes nor unstaled
their ears. They slumbered on from year to year, and even
the unmistakeable signs of the coming stormn in the North-
West Territory did not arouse hon. gentlemen opposite to a
sense of the danger in which the country was placed. Last
Session the Agent General of Indian Affairs used the follo v-
irg language :-

" When Louis Riel was sent for last summer he was sent for by these
poor people suffering from hunger; because, while we went to a large
expenditure in keepng them, we did net give them such a quantity of
food as would make theni hat g around the different stations and become
habitual beggars. We kept them on short rations, on short allowances,
and we tried to force them-I am speaking now of the Indians-and
we have forced them upon their reserves."

Sir, let me give you another piece of testimony upon this
subject. Mr. Jackson says this:
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" The Indians on the Fle Hill reserve believe that if one oftheir num-

ber fall sick there is no use in trybi g to make him get well, they have
not sufficientnourishing food and they must let himdie. The man I
apeak of came down to the fort the other day absolutely i À rags, with
his two squaws, and said to a man in Fort Qu'Appelle (I do not men-
tion his name now, but at the proper time, if necessary, I can produce
this man):-' What can I do for anything to eat ? We are dying of
starvation.' He was told:-' You had better go to Regina, and the
Lieutenant-Gove-nor mnay be abie to do something for you.' ('Oh, oh.')
The old squaw had an old piece of tea-chest wrapping, which you
could throw hailstones through, to serve as a blanket. TLiese are the
wards of the Government1 The man was so thinly clad that he was
frozen below his knees, and yet he was going to Regina to try and
move the heart of that man whose heart is stone-to move the heart of
that man to give something to keep life in him. ('Shame.') Is such
the proper conduct of the man who has charge of the wards of the Gov-
ernment? Why, he deserves to be hooted and hissed and driven out of
the country (Loud cheers)."
One of the agents, Mr. Herchmer, writing upon this subject,
says in his report for last year:

I During the winter I visited the Pas reserves a number of times and
witnessed the actual condition of the Indians. For three months-
January to March-many of those in the Pas Birch River and Pas Moun-
tains suffered keenly. It was impossible to supply food as it was actually
needed, for there was not sufficient in the district. Undoubtedly the
amount of relief given last winter, though unprecedentedly large, has
been the means of preserving numbers of these Indians alive."
They were suffering keenly, hoesays; there was no food in
the district, simply because the policy of this Administra.
tion was a policy of ieducing the Indians to submission by
a policy of starvation. IL the same report Mr. Herchmer
says:

" About the same time an Indian came from the Pas Mountain, telling
me of the privation from which the band were suffering and asking for
relief, and further, that the Mountain Indians were suffering from want.'
Mr. Pocklington, in his report, says :

" In January, while visiting the Piegan Reserve, I received a letter
from Lient.-Col. McLeod that 75 Stonies were in Pincher Creek in a
starving condition. I started for their camp at once, and found them in
reality starving, except for assistance given them by Col. McLeod and
other residents."

Now, Sir, I submit that I bave established beyond all con-
troversy the charge 1 bave made against this Government,
that the Indians of the North-West Territories have been
subjected to the greatest possible suffering, that the Gov-
ernment have permitted them to freeze to death and
starve to death, and that in the midst of plenty, and with
the bountiful donations of this Parliament for feeding
and clothing the Indians. I go further than that, Mr.
Speaker, I charge that last winter many of the Indians
on the reserve at Indian Head were starved to death.
I charge that Dr. Edwards, an employee of this Govern-
ment, so reported to Commissioner Dewdney, and so
scandalous and outrageous was the nature of that report,
that Lieutenant-Governor Dewdney suppressed the original
report, and it has not seen the light ot day to this hour. I
charge that this .scandalous state of affairs was well
known to this Administration, and that this is true
is beyond peradventure, because I hold in my hands part of a
speech made by Lieutenant-Governor Dewdney to the
North-West Couneil during its last Session, as reported in
the Regina Leader of the 10th December, 1884, in which
he says:

" Shortly after they had taken up their residence on the reserve,
hearing that there was a great deal of sickness in their band, we in-
structed Doctor Edwards, who was then in our e nploy, to make an
inspection of Pi-a-Pot's people. l his report which I now have before
me he states in these words, 'some of these Indians have died of starva-
tion this winter. They were ill and could not eat the bacon and flour. ' "
I ask you, Mr. Speaker, I ask this House of Commons, I ask
the people of this country, if it is not a scandalous outrage
that, right under the shadow of the vice-regal establish-
ment at Regina, at Indian Head, on the borders of the
Canadian Pacific Railway, the Indians should have been
allowed to starve to death during last winter, and that in
the midst of plenty, with the enormous sums voted by this
Parliament for the purpose of feeding and clothing the
Indians. And yet we have it out of the mouth of Governor

Dewdney, and from the report of Dr. Edwards, employed
by him to examine into the condition of the Indians, that
many of the Indians on that reservation died of starvation
last winter. 1 charge still furtber: That many of the
lidians on the File Iliihs died of' tarva'ion last
winter; that seven children of theso Indians died of
starvation within two mionths last winter; that those
facts were made known to Commissioner Dewdney,
and that he instructed the agent to go to the reserve
and warn the Indians that if they disclosed to the public
their misery, hunger and starvation their rations
would be stopped. 1 challenge this Administration now to
issue a commission to investigate the matter, to appoint a
commission of sensible and honest mon to ir.vestigate this
whole question, and I believe that every statement I have
made upon this subject is capable of the clearest possi ble proof.
I say a Government which has so noglected the first duties
of a Government towards its wards deserves condemnation,
deserves the severest condemnation at the hands of the
people of this country. That is not all. I say further,
that the Indians, as I have shown, have been rob-
bed, defrauded and swindled, frozen to death and starved
to death, and yet we expect them to be peaceful, sub.
missive, faithful and loyal subjects of the Q ueen. And that
in the face of the statement of the Agent Goneral for Indian
Affairs made in 1880 and re-affirmed in 1>8 that the piolicy
of this Administration was a policy of submission by a
policy o starvation; and that in the face of the
report of Agent Herehmer sent to the b>Ipartment that a
little starvation would do the 1ndians good; and that in
the face of the declaration of Governor Dewdnoy that if
they did not eat salt pork thoy might die and
be damned to them. With this cruel and brutal treat.
ment of the Indians, with this cruel and brutal report
of agent Berchmer, and with the admission of Lieut.-Gov-
ernor Dewdney, need anyone wonder that the Indians are
dissatisfied and discontented. I should like to see the
experiment tried on the officials of the Governmont;
from the commissioner down to agent ierchmer, and
from agent llerchmer down to the lower officials,
and a little starvation might teach them common sense.
A policy of fraud; a policy of violated treaties and broken
promises has been tried in the neighboring republic for 100
years, and without success. It has been tried in this
country for a number of years aiso without succoss, and it
will be tried without success to the end of the chapter. The
authoress of "One hundred years of dishonor," speaking of
the practical results of this policy in the United States,
says:

" The history of the Government's connections with the Indians is a
shameful record of broken treaties and unfulfilled promises.'
And thon the authoress points out the resait :

" Under aH these conditions it is not a matter of wonder that the
frontier was a scene of perpetual devastation and bloodshed ; and that
year by year there grew stronger in the minds of the whites a terror and
hatred of Indians, and in the minds of the Indians a stronger and
stronger distrust and hatred of the whites.''

Thon the authoress points out the true policy that ought to
be pursued by a Christian Government:

" The reports are filled with eloquent statements of wrongs done to
the Indiais, of perfidies on the part of the Government; they counsel,
as earnestly as words can, a trial of the simple and unperplexing
expedients of telling the truth, keeping promises, making fair bargains,
dealing justly in al ways and in ali things."

Such have been the resuits of the policy pursued by the
Administration. Hon. gentlemen h 've sown the wind and
they must expect to reap the whirlwind. Nothing but
discontent and dissatisfaction and rebellion could be expected
from the course pursued by hon. gentlemen opposite. This
statement I propose still further to confirm by the evidence
of Mr. McDongall, from whose statement I have already
largely quoted. He says;
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" ' I have thrown down the gauntlet,' he replied. 'If my letter is

challenged I am prepared to substantiate every word of it, but not
before it is contradicted. We have reached a certain criais in the Indian
question. There have been in the past grave irregularities in the Depart-
ment, for exposing which I was denounced as a traitor and a liar, and
brought twice before the conference of my church, but the verdict of
the investigating committee always supported me. The Indians have
been defrauded by the contracts not being carried out as specified in the
treaty; and the Indian is being defrauded, and so is the Government,
whiU is mnade to believe that the Indians receive a certain amount
when they don't. But of course the Indian lethe greatestloser. mu
Mr. Grier from whom I have already quoted says:

" That corruption exista is commonly reported and commonly believed.
The fraud cornes in by arrangement between the contractors and
officiais on different reserves. Il can't give particulars. I know it
existe. The money thus lost if expended on educating the young
Indians would do a great deal of good. There is no use trying to teach
the old, they won't iearn."

This being the condition of affairs, one would naturally like
to enquire into the expenditure of the enormous sums voted
by Parliament to feed and clothe the Indians. It can be
accounted for; a large portion of it can easily be accounted
for. The Indian is charged with what he never gets; he
is charged two prices for the articles he gets. Ie is
charged with articles that ought not to be charged to him
at all; he is robbed right and left by the officialis and by
the middle men, and that I propose to prove beyond possi-
bility of dispute. The Indians, under Treaty No. 1, in 1883,
1684, 1865, according to the Sessional Papers, are charged
with agricultural implements and tools, to the amount of
$863.50; Indiaos under Treaty No. 2, $504.23; Indians
under Treaty lip. 3, $1,178.71; Indians under Treaty No.
4, 627,441; Indians under Treaty No. 5, $2,346; Indians
under Treaty No. 6, S7,420.13; Indians under Treaty No.
7, $22,581.99. The Indians under those seven treaties are
charged in those accounts, in three years, with agricultural
implements and tools to the amount of $92,337.13.
Now, Sir, according to the reports for 1886, the Indian
population, resident on the reserves under Treaties Nos. 4, 6
and 7 was 12,102, and they had under cultivation 4,614 acres.
It does appear to me extraordinary that an Indian popula-
tion of 12,102 souls with 4,614 acres under cultivation
would require agricultural implements and tools in three
years amounting to the sum of $87,444. And you must
recollect, Mr. Speaker, that this was not ail, because they
are charged with large sums in the year 1882. I say
there is something rotten here. It is simply incredible,
it is simply impossible, that these Indians ever required or
utilised implements costing so much in so short a period of
time. Now, let us take Treaty No. 4. According to the
Sessional Papers for 1884, the Indians under that treaty
numbered, in 1883, 6,886, little and big, old and young,
men and women, and yet in three years they are charged
with agricultural implements and tools amounting to $27,441.
Did the Indians ever get those implements? I say they did
not, or that if they did get them this expenditure was
nothing more nor less than a scandalous and wilful waste
of publie money, voted by this Parliament to clothe and feed
the Indian and keep him from starving or freezing to death.
According to the reports, so far as I can discover, they had
under cultivation, in 1883, 554 acres; in 1884, about 1,000
acres; in 1885, 1,590 acres, or an average of 1,000
acres in the three years; and yet, in these three years,
for half cultivating 1,000 acres, they are charged
with the sum of 827,441 worth of implements and
tools. Take Treaty No. 6. It appears from the
Sessional Papers of 1885 that the Indians under thisj
treaty in '884, numbered 6,673. Under this treaty the«
Government paid for implements and tools in three yearsi
for these Indians $37,420. There are not more thani
500 able-bodicd agriculturists in this band, and yet
they are chergyed with this enormous sum. I say that 5001
of the best farmers of Ontario who farm from 100 to 150
acres each, do not spend as much money in three years on
farmig implements and tools as we spent on this band of
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Indians. Now, according to the Indian Report for 1886,
the Indian population of the North-West Territories
resident on the reserves, numbered 12,102, and they had
under cultivation 4,614 acres, and to half cultivate this
]and the Government charge the Indian account in three
years with $87,444 worth of agricultural implements and
tools. All I can say, all that any man can say, on a subject
of the kind is that these charges on the face of them bear
the clearest possible evidence of fraud on the part
of somebody. The Indians are charged with this
sum; it is paid out of Indian moneys voted by Parlia.
ment, but I challenge hon. gentlemen opposite to show that
half these articles ever reached the Indians. is it not the
fact-I charge that it is the fact, and I challenge them to a
scrutiny; I challenge them to appoint a commission or a
committee of this House to enquire into the matter-is it
not a fact that in one of the bands numbering 1,150 families.
they are charged in one year with 1,160 hoes, and the very
next year this same band is charged with 1,014 additional
hoes. Is it not the fact-I charge that it is the fact-that
one band received in one year 50 ploughs, 320 scythes, 320
hay forks, and the very next year this 'samne band are
charged with 63 ploughs, 63 harrows, 140 scythes and 140
hay forks ; and the following year this sume band is
charged with $2,209 worth of ploughs, besides more scythes
and hay forks, and $5,490 of implements under contract.
Will any man tell me that these articles ever reached
the Indians? I say it is an outrage on common
sense and decency; I say it is quite impossible that they
ever reached the Indians, and I say further that if they
did receive them, it was a wilful misapplication of the
money voted by Parliament for the purpose of supply-
ing the Indians with the absolute necessaries for the culti-
vation of the soil. The Indian was robbed and the 3oun-
try was robbed, and the only men who profited by it were
the agents and the middlemen. I say still further: In the
Sessional Papers for 1884, No. 4, as showing the extraordi-
nary kind of items that this Government charge to the
Indian account, I find that K. D. Graham is paid the sum
of $1,984 for medicines supplied to the Indians. That is
not all, for there are several other men whose accounts are
charged to the Indians for supplying medicine I say that
is enough to physic every Indian in the North-West twice
over, and keep them physicked nearly all the year round.
That is not all. In 1883 the Indian account is charged
with $3,630 for commission paid to those pets of the Gov-
ernment, I. G. Baker and others, as commission for advances
made to the Indians. I ask you, Sir, and I ask this House,
when the Parliament of this country liberally donated
$1,109,000 to feed, clothe and support the Indians, why we
should pay the sum of $3,630 as commission to I. G. Baker
and others for advances made by them. -The Government
had the money, Parliament voted the money, it was
in their hands, and it was their business to supply
the necessary funds to purchase supplies ; it was
their business to have bought the articles for cash,
and to have paid for them instead of having the Indian
account charged with this sum in one year as commission
for advances. This is not all. In the account for 1883, the
enormous sum of $26,312 is charged to the Indian account
for the travelling expenses of the agents appointed by this
Government over the Indians in the North-West Territories.
And recollect, we supply these men with horses, buckboards,
sleighs, and camping outfits and everything required for
travelling; and yet there is this enormous sum of $26,312
charged n one year for travelling expenses. I tell you, Sir,
and f say it without fear of successful contradiction,that every
agent in the service, from the Lieutenan trGovernor down to
the humblest farm instructor, can travel in the North-West
Territories from the lst January to the 31st December, all
the year round, and not spend 826,000. It is the cheapest
country in the world to travel in. All yon require is a
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few Indian ponies and a buckboard, and in the case of
these agents these things are supplied. Ont of this sum
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs got nearly $2,000.
In addition to that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs gets
his camp outfit, his tont, his horses and harness, and every-
thing that human skill and human ingenuity can devise as
necessary for travelling on the prairie; and yet he draws
nearly $2,000 for travelling expenses in one year. I say again,
it is a gross injustice to the Indians that these sums, voted
by Parliament to clothe and feed the Indians, should be
wasted and frittered away. It is a still greater injustice
that the men placed over the Indians should supplement
their handsome salaries by all these casual advantages
stolen out of the funds voted by Parliament to maintain
and support the Indians. Lot us see how much further
this system is acted on to the injury of the Indian. The
same scandalous expenditure is not for one year only; it
continues from year to year. In the Sessional Papers of
1894, I find that the Indian account is charged with
$22,836 for travelling expenses. By the same Sessional
Papers, I find that I. G Baker and others obtained $1,417
for commission on advances, which is charged to the
Indian account. I find further, by the Sessional Papers
of 1884, that the number of Indians in Treaty No. 6, in
the year 1883 amounted to 6,639, and the Indian account is
charged with having paid that number of Indians. I find
by the Sessional Papers of the following year that the
Indians in Treaty No. 6 were then said to number 8,157. In
1883 the Indian account is charged with a payment to
6,639 Indians, including chiefs and headmen. In the foi-
lowing year the Indian accounts is charged with a payment
to 8,157 Indians, or an increase of 1,518 Indians, although
it is clear that instead of there being an increase in
that band, there was a decrease, and the concurrent testi-
mony of all who know anything about it is that there was
a decrease. There is evidently something wrong here which
requires inveztigation, but which nover was investigated.
I find in the Sessional Papers of 1885 thait all the items
making up the sum of $17,670 are entered twice, I do not
know whether tbey have been paid twice; all I know is that
they are entered twice in the blue-books submitted to Parlia-
ment. Some of the items are worthy of the consideration
of Parliament and the people of this country. I find that
the Indian acceount of last year is charged with $10 paid
to the South-West Stock Association as Mr. McHugh's
membership fee. Will any one tell me why the Indian
account should be charged with the cost of making Mr.
McHugh a member of the South-West Stock Associa-
tion ? I find that Mr. P. G. Hallam was paid 85 for
taking an affidavit. The fee in the Province of Ontario is
only 25 cents. I find that $85 is charged for taking a
threshing machine to Poundmaker's reserve, which is about
half the value of the machine. It should not have cost
more than $12 or $15. I find that P. J. Paterson is paid
$5 for 50 pounds of flour. Everybody knows that in the
markets of the North.West flour can be got for $5 a barrel.
I find that the Indians are charged with $5,676 as one-third
of the cost of the mail service. I ask why the Indian
account should be charged with that ? The mail service is
necessary for the convenience of the white settlers, and
ought to be charged to the ordinary fond, and not to the
Indian account. It looks to me, oun examining this account,
as if the object of the Government was simply to spend the
Indian funds in the interests of their friends. Last year the
expenditure on Indian accourt was $1,109,604, Mr. Dewd-
ney, in bis report, says it cost $454,000 to feed and clothe
the Indians. Wili the hon. Minister explain to the House and
the country what became of the other $645,000? If not, I
will give some explanation. We paid Commissioner Dewd.
ney a salary ot $3,200,ýand if he were a good man, I would
not object to that charge. We paidan army of officials of

all kinds over $90,000. We paid the Tory press from
the Ottawa Citizen down to the Montreal Gazette, 88,028,
which is charged to the Indian account. We paid for
agricultural implenents and tools ini t hree years, half of
which the Indians never received, $92,337. The Indian
account is charged with sums paid to Indians who were
not in the band; it is charged with sums paid to Indians
who never were in the band; it is charged with sums paid
to Indians after they were dead and before they wore born,
as the following statement made by Mr. McColl in his report
shows:

" One of the councillors having two wives is represented on the May
sheet as receiving annuity in 1881, for a family of Il including 2 infant
children, whereas at the date of payment, only one of these children was
born."

We pay for travelling expenses of the employees of the
Government in the North-West in many cases more than
their salaries amount to, and that in a country where all a
man requires for travelling is an Indian pony and a buck-
board. Some of the items that make up the acuounts are
curious, and deserve the consideration of Parliament. In
one of the accounts I find that wo paid J. Creighton for
a silk handkerchief, 90 cents. Why should the Indian account
be charged with the price of a silk handkerchief ? If the In-
dians are starving to death, they do not require silk handker-
kerchiefs. We paid Wm Williams for repairing boots, $7.75.
We paid Mr. Laurie for football, $5. If they want to play
football, let them buy their own football,.and not charge the
Indian account with it. We paid fora magic lantorn, $81.15.
We paid Louisier & Morin, for superintending Indians' fish-
ing, $135.76. Will any man tell me why we should pay this
sum for this service ? I think the Indians know more about
fishing than the Government ortheir officials do. The account
was also charged last year with a payment of $453
for venetian blinds for the Regina Office. A more scanda-
lous charge was nover mado than that. $153 for venetian
blinds for a little oflicec in Rogina ! I venture to say that
there is not a gentlomln's house in Ottawa where the vene-
tian blinds cost $453. Let me refer to some other items that
bear on their face indications of fraud on the Indian. Take
the Indians urider Treaty No. 4. They are charged with
seventy-one yoke of oxen in three years. The Indians under
Treaty No. 6 are charged, in 1883, with forty-five yoke of
oxen ; in 1884, forty-two ; and in 1885, forty-two, or 130
yoke of oxen in three years. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask you
to tell me why the Indian account should be charged in three
years with 130 yoke of oxen under this treaty, although
this band of indians had not, so far I am able to judge,
a thousand acres under cultivation ? It is nothing les than
a wilful waste of money. These 130 yoke of oxen cost the
people of Canada $26,470 ; and many of the oxen were
aged, crippled and unfit for work of any kind when delivered,
so that in a year or so many of them died from old age, and
such of them as did not die had to be sold or killod, as they
were unfit for work. Francis Ogiltree, Indian agent, writ-
ing of the oxen supplied the Swan Lake band, says:

" The two oxen owned by this band are of very littie use, as one of
them is blind and the other one i very old.

A. Mackay, Indian Agent, speaking of the Berens River
Band says :

" There are only one ex and one cow alive out of the seven supplied
by the Department."

E. Mcoll, Inspector of Agencies, speaking of the Long
Plain band, says:

" As the oxen are useless, one blind and one very old, they want
the agent te be allowed to exchange them for others."

Thus two agents report the same thing. The truth of the
matter is that the oxen, for which we paid this enormous
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sum, were so useless that they had to be disposed of within
the year. The whole thing is an outrage Parliament should
not tolerate. The Government should be held to a strict
account, and [ propose to hold them to a strict account, for
this wasteful expenditure of publie money. I find further
that the Indian account is charged with payments to Mr.
Baker of $5 each for three waggons, although I find that
the Government could and did buy from other contractors
botter waggons at $57.50 each. In other words, the people
had to pay, $37.50 more for each waggon tban they were
worth. There are still some items to which I would draw,
Mr. Speaker, your particular attention. The Indian acconot
was charged a year or two ago with still more curious items.
Among them are a table cloth and a napkin for His Grace
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in the North-West,
$6.70; for washing his blankets, $6.50; 150 yards of cotton,
$21.20; 109 yards of cotton, $13.62; painting, varnishing
and cleaning Government house carriage, $10 ; kitchen
utensils, $37. Now, we pay Lieutenant-Governor Dewdney,
as Lieutenant-Governor, $1,000 a year; we pay him further,
as commissioner, $3,200 a year; and we pay him yearly
for travelling expenses nearly $2,000; we supply him
with other contingencies required for travelling, such as
horses, sleighs, buckboards, &c., and surely ho ought to
wash his own blankets and varnish his own carriage, instead
of charging these things to the Indian account. In 1882 the
Indian account is charged for a horse for tbe commissioner,
$160; repairs to harness, $18 25; sundry articles, of which
the items are not given, $146.45; sundries again, $57.50; two
other horses,'$275; two other horses for the commissioner's
interpreter, $165; two horses again for commissioner, $340;
two horses for Mr. Wadsworth $110. So that Mr. Dewdney,
in that year, got from the Indian Department five horses
for his own use that cost $775, every one of which was
charged to the Indian account. Why, in the name of com-
mon seuse, should Commissioner Dewdney get out of the
Indian fund five horses in one year, costing the people no
less a sum than $775. Mr. Wadsworth, who does a great
deal more travelling and ton times the work that Mr.
Dewdney does, got a span of horses for $110 or $55 oach,
while Mr. Dewdney's cost as high in one case as $8170 each.
In 1883, the Indian account is charged with another horse
for Mr. Dowdney at $100, and again in the samo year with
a buckboard at $150. Now, I state here that there is not a
gentleman in this louse, who knows anything about the
North-West Territories, but who will declare that a buck
board, fit for any gentleman to travel in, can be obtained
there at from $40 to $60 ; yet the country is charged $150
for this one. Nr. Dewdney also got another buckboard, in
that year, at $80, making two buckboards costing $230,
whicb were paid for out of the Indian fund, and which
were charged to the Indian account. In the following year,
I find charged to that account, one set of harness for the
Commissioner, $35; another horse for the commissioner,
$150; washing the towels of the commissioner, $6; 2
waggons and harness for the two inspectors, $528. I would
like to know what kind of waggons were those two that
cost $528 ? In that year again, there is charged to Indian
account, one buckboard, $117; one waggon and harness,
$100; and another backboard, $115. Inl 18'5, another
buckboard is charged to Indian account at $125. In the
report for 1886, the same account is charged with one mare
for commissioner, 8125; one pair of horses for Mr. McRae,
$365; one buckboard for Mr. MeRae, $90; one horse for Mr.
MoRae, $166; one sleigh for commissioner, $40. Why, every
single thiug is charged to the Indian account; yet Mr.
Dewdney draws nearly $2,000 a year for travelling ex-
penses. In the same year, we paid $1,192 to Baker & Co.,
and others, for advances made, and this same year $20,150
was charged to Indian account for travelling expenses.
Among some Of the items not open to discussion are the
follDwing: P. G. Williams, paid for travelling expenses
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from Piegan Reserve to Crooked Lake, $183; J. A. Har-
grave, $125 for one desk for Winnipeg office. Can yon
imagine, Sir, the kind of desk that would c.st $125 for an
Indian office? My knowledge is too limited to enable me
to grasp that great subject. Mir. Wadsworth was allowed
$100 for a buckboard-640 is the average price. I now come
to a couple of other items, which will bo found interesting.
Three thousand nine hundred and forty-eight dollars is
charged as spent on potatoes for one band of Indians, the
Indians under Treaty No. 4. The Indians under Treaty No.
6, are charged with $473.S7 for gardon seeds in 1883; in
1884 the same Indians are charged with $742.89 for gaidon
seeds; and in 18S5, the same Indians are charged again with
$814.).78 for gardon seeds, so that, in the three years I have
given, these Indians were charged with $2,0-)7 worth of
gardon seeds. I mean to say that the Indians never got
these seeds to this extent, or if they did it was a scandalous
waste of the public, or rather Indian, money. I mean to
say, Sir, that $2,000 worth of gardon seeds would seed every
gardon in the whole North West, from the western boundary
of Manitoba to the foot of the Rocky Monntains, and then
leave enough to seed part of the Province of Ontario. And
yet these Indians were charged with $2,0-7 for gardon seeds
during the past three years. This item alone exhibits an ex-
travagance, recklessness and waste on the part of the Admin-
istration, which is simply incredible. It is simply disgraceful
that any Government should tolerate this condition of
affairs for a single year, and the fact ihat this Governmont
has tolerated it reflects no credit upon them. I have thus
shown by evidence which cannot be contradicted that the
Indian service in the North-West is fille 1 with carpet-baggers
and camp followers, with men incompetent to fulfil the
duties they are called upon to discharge, with men
of bad habits and worse morals, with men who mini-
mise the truth, with mon who yet have not been able
to distinguish between meum and tuun I have shown you
that we have dealt harshly and cruelly with the
Indians, that we have broken our solemn promises, that we
have violated every line of every treaty that we made with
the Indians, that wo have permitted our agents and
middlemen to rob and steal from the Indians, that our
agents have allowed those Indians to be frozen to death and
starved to death, and that in the midst of plenty. Sensible
mon, reasonable men foresaw long ago what would be the
inovitable result of the foolish and mad policy pursued by
this Administration towards the Indians, the policy of sub-
mission by a policy of starvation. Sensible mon could see
that the only ending would be that whieh was shown in the
terrible outbreak of last year. Ssnsible men can see anow
that the condition of the Indians there requires the earnest
attention of this Parliament. Is it possible to open the
eyes of hon. gentlemen opposite ? I have almost despaired
of it. The Superintendent General of Indian Affairs, in his
report for 1886, says :

" The Iadians who rebelled do not plead grievances in extenuation of
their having done so."

I know that the supporters of the Government, in Parliament
and out of Parliament, and the press supporting hon. gentle-
men opposite, and all those who clamored for the blood of
Louis Riel, in order if possible to increase his criminality,
have declared that, had it not been for him, the Indians of
the North.West would not have taken up arms. That is
true in a sense and it is not true. It is true that the action
of Louis Riel was the spark which fired the train, but I say
the combustible material was there all the same. it
slumbered for seven years, but it only slumbered. It is not
true that the action of Louis Riel was the only or the
main caue of the Indians joining their kindred, the
half-breeds, in the recent insurrection in the North-West
Territory. The Indian on the whole is a quiet, peaceable,
law-abiding, loyal subject of Her Majesty the Queen, and it
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required a good deal more than the mad freaks of a lunati
to induce the Indians to take up arms against th
sovereign power of this Dominion. I say that every man
not blinded by party prejudice, every man whose eyes
are open, or who is willing to have his eyes opened and
his ears unstopped, must see that the policy, the avowed
policy of the Administrntion and of their officials in the
North-West had a great deal to do, had everything to do,
with the outbreak of the Indians, and that that policy
would sooner or later eventuate in an armed insurrection.
The way to maintain the loyalty of the Indian is not by
violating solemn engagements, not by breaking every
treaty entered into with the Indian, not by unfulfilled
promises made by the Government, not by cheating,
robbing and swindling the Indians, not by cruel and harsh
treatment, not by death from cold and starvation; and
of all these things I charge that this Government through
their agents have been gailty. I propose to read one or
two other extracts to establish the proposition I have laid
down. The Rev. John MeLean, Methodist missionary to the
Blood Indians near Fort Macleod, discussed the half-breed
and Indian question in the August number of The Canadian
Methodist Magazine. He says :

" The causes of the present disconteut among the Indians are legion.
Some of the men employed by the Department on the reservations have
been granted their positions through political influence, even though
they have been utterly incompetent for the respective duties of their
office. They receive good salaries, and yet the Indians derive very littie
benefit from their services. Promises have been made to the Indians by
Government officials that have never been kept. The Department has
professed to give these people food enough to sustain them, yet at differ-
ent times their rations have been cut down. They have been told that
they were to remain on their reservations, but it was impossible for them
to do so on their daily allowance. About a million dollars a year is now
granted by the Dominion Parliament for the Indian service, but a high
official in the North-West bas stated that not one-fourth of this sum, or
the equivalent of one-fourth, ever reaches the Indians. The money is
filtered through the hands of jobbers, supply men, agents, and other
speculators until the Indian's share is reduced to very little, indeed.'"

Archbishop Taché says :

' The Indians, who should have been cared for and protected by the
Government were 'left a prey to the'seductions of men revoltingiy
immoral, and when this was pointed out the friends of humanity had
another regret to register.' He alleges that in other cases 'the Indians
were deprived of the pittance assigned to them, or it was given to them
as if they were dogs 1' They were too often deceived. At the risk of
creating great surprise, I affirm that the massacres were not committed
without previous provocation. I here invoke the testimony of one of
the victims himself. The Rev. Father Fafard said, in conversation with
another missionary, who in turn related it to me:-'Such a one (naming
an officiai) acts with shameful brutality towards the Indians. He will
be killed some day.' The person alluded to was killed, and two devoted
missionaries increased the number of victims they were striving to pro-
tect. A gentleman whose veracity I cannot question assured me that
some Indians had told him in 1884 that au individual, whom he men-
tioned, 'treated them like dogs,' and the same individual was killed by
the Indians who had lodged the complaint against him."

Rev. Mr. McDougall says:

'' We could not find, nor did we try to find, any excuse for the pro-
mises made but not fulfilled, for the eut-throat policy often exhibited
and sometimes enforced by officials of the Indian Department, for the
shameful and immoral lives of many of the employees of the same.
Some of these were a diagrace to the lowest barbarism, let alone civili-
sation. Nor how could we, when earnestly trying to teach Indians
habits of industry and thrift, be expected to excuse the laziness and
incompetency of many sent into the country to teach the wards of the
Goverument those leEsons we have been working for them to acquire for
so many years. Moreover could we be blamed when we felt strongly
that something was wrong in the system which allowed such men in its
branch of the service. The inconsistency has oftentimes appeared to us
very glaring when we looked at a department claiming to have a certain
object in vie w, set aside by the country at large, whose servant it is, to
attain this object, and yet within its own grasp and power doing those
things and adopting t hose methods which are defeating their object.
Very little rebellion in these men ten or fifteen years ago, and hlad the
conduct of Government officials of every department sent into this
country been such as to command the respect of the natives there would
have been no rebellion on the part of the Indians last spring, nor would
the smouldering influences thereof still rankle in the hearts of many.
The same system is being continued without change. Not one of the
officials complained of has been removed or interfered with. The Gov-
ernment have refused to accept advice from any quarter."

92

Mr. Jackson, in the speech from which we have already
quoted, says:

" I heard some of the men say, who took up arma against the police
S to protect themselves (it was said before some responsible oitizens of

Fort Qu'Appelle): 'We had to do it or starve to death, and we preferred
to die by the police bullets rather than die by etarvation.''

Instead of dealing fairly and honestly by the Indian, as we
ought to have done; instead of maintaining unbroken our
treaty obligations with the Indian, we pursued, and we still
pursue that mad and reckless and inhuman policy of sub-
mission by starvation. The Indian agent, in his report of
1883, speaking of Way-way-se-Cappo's and Gambler's bands,
says:

" They have become particularly independent, and have undertaken
to compel me to give them what they required. Gambler's band were
also very independent, and did not sow much, as I refused to give seed
wheat to those who received it last year and nept none for seed; couse-
quently most of the others refused to take seed. However, both these
bands can get work if they want it, and a little starvation will do them
good."

I say it is worse than folly for the First Minister to say
that the Indians who rebelled did not plead grievances in
extenuation of their having done so. It is stopping one's
ears; it is closing one's eyes ; it is being wilfl blind to
the evidence that is submitted to Parliament in almost
every page of the reports of the Department of Indian
Affairs and of the North-West Mounted Police. The bon.
gentleman knew, the Administration ought to have known,
the terrible experience of the neighboring republic with
just such a policy; we ourselves knew from our experience
and the reports of our agents in the North-West, what the
effect of such a policy would be. But the Government may
not be satisfied with the evidence I have given that broken
promises, violated treaties, fraud and peculation, starvation
bordering on death, drove the Indians into the arms of the
rebellious. I shall now submit a piece of evidence, the
weight and authority of which even this Government will
not question. The First Minister of this Dominion has
over and over again declared in Parliament that Governor
Dewdney was the best official in the whole North-West to
deal with the Indians. I took, and still take, issue with the
First Minister on that question. I say he is the most
dangerous official that ever this incompetent and reckless
Government appointed to fulfil any position of trust in the
North-West Territories. But let us see what Governor
Dewdney says of the Indians of the plains in connection
with the insurrection. In his report for the present year
he makes use of the following language :-

'' The bands implicated in the rebellion were those of One Arrow,
Beardy, Okemasis, and part of Petequakeys, in the Carleton district,
and the whole of the Indians in the Battleford and Fort Pitt districts,
excepting Moosomin's and part of Thunder Child's the latter refusing to
approach the rebel camps until starvation drove him and bis followeru
to do so."

So, Sir, you have here, out of the mouth of the Lieutenant-
Governor himself, the statement that these Indians refused
to join the rebel camp until starvation compelled them to
do so. You have the statement out of the mouth of the
commissioner that starvation compelled the chief of this
band, and the whole of his followers, to join the armed insur-
rection. The Minister of Justice told us not long ago, in
his speech in Parliament, that:

" The man who undertakes in the North-West to incite the Indians to
rise and commit war and depredations on the settlers, takes his life in
his hand, and if he appeals to me for mercy he will get justice."

That sentiment was vociferously cheered by hon. gentle.
men on the other side of the Hlouse. I agree with that
sentiment. It commends itaelf to my judgment; but I tell
the Minister of Justice that if ho is disposed to moto out
merited justice to those who, by their misconduct, by their
maladministration, by thoir incompetency and by their crim-
inal negleot, provoked the Indian uprising, the hon. gentle.
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mnan will sit alone upon the Treasury benches. There is
nothing that hon. gentlemen so much fear as justice,
that justice they will receive at the hands of the
people of this country, if not at the bands of this
Parliament. Sir, bolieving, as I honestly do, that the
Administration of Indian Affairs in the North-West Teri-
tories bas been harsh and cruel ; believing, as I honestly
do, that many of the officials appointed by this Government
to administer Indian affairs are not only unfit for their
position, but are men of bad character, and of worse
morals; believing, as I honestly do, that the Indians have
been robbed for years in the interest of the officials
of this Government and the middlemen ; believing, as I do,
that the Government have, year after year, persistently
refrained from investigating the complaints made by the
Indians, and submitted to them by their own agents in the
North-West Territory, and have kept incompetent and im-
moral men in the public service for a long series of years;
believing that the Indians have been persistently robbed,
cheated and swindled, and in many cases frozen and starved
to death; believing, as I do, that the recent uprising of the
Indians was the direct result ofthe maladministration and the
incompetency of this Administration ; that, in fact, the whole
policy and the whole conduct of this Government, in the
administration of Indian affairs in the North-West Terri-
tories, bas proved disastrous in the past and is fraught with
danger in the future, I beg to move the following amend-
ment:

That all the words after the word "that " be left out, and the follow-
ing inserted instead thereof :-the administration of Indian Affairs in
Manitoba and the North-West Territories under the present Government
bas been characterised by extravagance, mismanagement, incapacity
anid culpable neglect.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I must congratulate the
hon. gentleman who has just taken his seat on the gener-
osity ho has shown this evening in briuging this motion on
in the absence of the First Rinister. The hon. gentleman
knows that the First Mtiister has been kept away from this
Housa several weeks by a severe iliness. But he knows
also, and was rejoiced to hear, that the First Minister had
recovered somewhat from his illness, that he could alroady
leave his house, and that there was a hope and a
certainty that he would take his seat in this
fouse in a few days. It would not have damaged
the statements of the hon. gentleman had ho waited for a
few days until he ocould have made his charges against the
First Minister in his presence. He knew perfectly well
that the First Minister, being the head of that Department,
was really the Minister who knew most about the figures
and could answer all the charges in respect to the financial
statements he made, and which, of course, the bon. gentle-
man thinks this House will take for granted. WeIl, Sir,
I do not suppose that the large majority of this House
will agree with the hon. gentleman in his statements,
or that they will support him in these charges, when they
know fully how the Department, presided over by the First
Minister, has administered the affairs of this country. The
hon. gentleman complains that the Government have
expended too large sums of money in support of the Indians,
in providing them with implements and provisions, and in
supplying thoir wants. But I wonder what has happened to
the hon. gentleman since last year. Last year he was in a
different mood. Then, we did too much for the Indians, we
fed them too much, they were spoiled children of the Gov-
ernment, and the Government were censured by him for tak-
ing such good care of them. These lazy Indians, as ho called
them, should be put to work, and the Government should
cease to feed them out of the revenues of this country. The
hon. gentleman, to day, has changod bis mind altogether.
He thinks that because he can pick up in the newspapers
and in the reports of certain offiuials some complaints and
individual charges he may make a charge against the
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Government and its policy. He may accuse the Govern-
ment of ail the charges he has brought this evening. He
may make against the First Minister ail those charges; but
the country will never believe and the House will never admit
or believe that the First Minister of this Government and his
colleagues have shown cruel treatment to the Indians. They
will never believe that this Government, which has had the
support of the country for the last eight years and has the
support of the people to-day-

Some hon. ME 'BE RS. No, no.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Hon. gentlemen may say

"no"; but at the bye-elections during the last three years
whalt has been the fate of hon. gentlemen and their party ?
Havehon. gentlemen opposite recruited their ranks at the
bye-eloctions ? On the contrary, have they not lost seats
at those elections; and if they had the support of the
country, as they claim, why would the people eleet members
to sit on this side of the House? No, the people of the
country are in favor of this Government, and when the
general elections take place they will demonstrate that fact,
as they have done again and again. It is ail very well for
hon. gentlemen opposite to say that they are anxious to
have a general election. That is said to keep up the
courage of the rank and file of the party. They know per-
fectly well the answer the people have given at the bye-
elections and that the same answer will be given when we
again go to the people. We are not afraid to go to the
people. We have shown that we are not afraid, and when
we appeal to the country our conduct will be endorsed by
an overwhelmiug majority in support of ihe Government.

An hon. MEMBER. Drummond and Arthabaska.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Hon. gentlemen dare not
defend that election. Let it be scrutinised, and it will be
made clear how they obtained a majority of the votes in
that district. But at the general eloctions hon. gentlemen
opposite will see whether Drummond and Arthabaska will
give them a member to sit on their side of the Hlouse. The
mover of the resolution ias said that we have allowed Indians
to be frozon to death or starved to death. If certain Indians
have been frozen to death or starved to death, those were
accidents such as have occurred in all parts of the world
when food has been wanting. They were not the fault of
the Government or the officiais of the Government.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Hon, gentlemen opposite

may laugh ; but the time will come when they will not
laugh so much as they laugh to-day. The provisions that
were sent to those Indians were handed to them; but hon.
gentlemen opposite know that you may give provisions to
Indians to.day sufficient for two days, and within twenty-
four hours they wiil ail be gone. We do not propose to
expend large sums of money to give them food from the
first day of the year to the last. We must give them enough
to keep them alive; but the Indians must, under the regu-
lations that have been sanctioned by Parliament, go to their
reserves and cultivate their land. They must provide par-
tially for their wants. And therefore, if, by accident, an
Indian should starve, it is not the fault of the Government
nor the wish of the Government. The Government do not
desire there should be starvation. On the contrary, every
time when starvation has been feareci we have taken means
to givo them frosh supphes; and the other day when the
halt-breeds were on the point of starvation, or in great
want, the Government immediately issued an order to
come to their relief. And if we do this for the lialf-breed,
and it is the proper thing to do, we will never refuse it to
the Indians. hlie Indians of this country have beon treat-
ed with the greatest possible care; they have been treated
a great deal botter than the Indiana of the United States,
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though a much larger sum of money is annually expended
there than in Canada. The hon. gentleman says that the
Indians have been cheated and robbed. It is quite possible
that Indians may have been cheated and robbed, but every
time complaints have been made or complaints have come
to the notice of the Government there has been an investi-
gation into the matter in order that justice might be done.
If an efficer has acted badly he bas been discharged.

An hon. MEMBER. How about Governor Dewdney ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is ail very weil to make

charges against a man, as the hon. gentleman has made
charges against the First Minister, behind his back wheii
he cannot answer for himself. The hon. gentleman had no
doubt in his pocket or his friends have in their possession
other motions to propose, and why did they not take some
other motion and give time to the First Minister to be
here ? No, it is much more conveniont to attack the First
Minister when he is away; but I hope there is a spirit of
justice in tiais House that will show hon, gentlemen oppo-
site that they selected their time badly, and that a large
majority of the members will not allow the First Minister
of the Crown to be accused of all crimes, except that of
murder- but even as regards that the hon. gentleman said
that the First Minister allowed Indians to be starved to
death, and so the whole calendar has been traversed and
even murder is charged against the First Minister. The
hon. gentleman has gone further and said that the
Indians have no faith in Governer Dewdney. This
bas been said by several persons in the North-West
and e!sewhere. I do not think they were very
friendly to the Lieutenant. Governor of the North-West. The
Lieutenant-Governor may have his fautlts-every man has
his faults-but to say that the Indians have no faith in him
is a sweeping charge that could not be sustained on an inves
tigation. I have seen the Lieutenant-Governor of the North-
West with the Indians, and while the First Minister was
away in England I had an opportunity of seeing the reports
that came from the North.West, and I found that whenever
the Lieutenant-Governor visited the Indians he was well
received by them and they showed they had confidence in
him. The hon. gentleman brings here charges male
by Mr. Jackson, a mrmber of the North-West Couacil,
against Governor Dewdney. Well, I do not sup-
pose we should go into ail those charges made by
Mr. Jackson, but Mr. Jackson had the opportunity
of meeting Mr. Dew!ney face to face in thec North-West
Council, and Mr. Dewdney answered the charges made by
him, and f think the explanations given by Mr. Dewdney
were satisfactory, and that they proved that Mr. Jackson
had gone too far or had been misinformed. But the hon.
member read only the charges. He took great care not to
read the defence of Mr. Dewdney. It would have been only
fair to Mr. Dewdney that the answer should have buen read.
The hon. gentleman then goes on and ho speaks of the
charges made by the Rev. M&r. McDougull. lie says that
those charges were very grave, and that there has been no
investigation. Well, Sir, these charges were made by Mr.
McDougal, and if I am well informed, when Mr. McDougall
was asked to particular ise those charges, he declined to do so.
If I am rightly informed the Government have taken care
to have an investigation made so that the charges made by
Mr. McDougall may be sifued. The bon. gentleman quoted
from the Mail, of Toronto, and he will not, therefore, find
fault with me if I quote from the same authority. The Mail
says :

" It will be remembered that a special cirrespondent of the Mail, who
took a tour during the winter amonget the Indians living scuth of the
Canadian Pacifie Rilway, made public certain grave charges preferred
against officiais of the Indian Department and others by Rev. John Mc-
Dougall, of Morley, the well-known Methodist missioÂary, and Rev. Mr.
Trivett, a Church of England missionary amongst the Blackfeet. The
Indian Department at once instituted an enquiry."

Now, the hon. gentleman said the Governlnent never
enquired about any of these charges, that the Department
remained silent, that they allowed these charges to be made
and did not investigate them or take any stops to protect
their officers against those charges. That statement is dis.
proved ; it is not ihe fact. Every time a charge was made
which was not a mere vague assertion but a charge in
which facts weie advanced, the Dpartment took care to
have an investigation made. The Mail goes on to say:

'' The Indian Department at once instituted an enquiry. Assistant
Oommissioner Reed being despatched te take evidence from the reverend
gentlemen who made, the accusations and from all who could throw light
upon the subject. The Fort Macleod qazette says Mr. Reed has 'gone
straight te those who put forward the charges' of corruption and
immorality, but those persons, when asked te give particulars, were
unable todo so, nor could the commissioner discover any proof in any
other quarter. Some who were examined 'supposed ' that the charges
must be true, 'because everybody said they were,' but no one could
establish a single case. Mr. McDougall does not appear to have been
examined yet, but Mr. Trivett was pointedly asked to substantiate hie
charge relating te a traffic in Indian girls, and failed. Immoral intercourse
is no doubt carried on, but no instance of the actual parchase of an
Indian girl could be found. Rev. Mr. McLean, the Methodist missionary
at the Blood reserve, 'takes no stock in the clap-trap about the abuses
practised upon the Indians by Government officiais, his opinion being
that the agents are honestly endeavoring te do their duty."

This testimony of this reverend gentleman surely is as good
as these charges made by anonyinous writers in the news-
papers, and by others of less value. The Fort Maclood
Gazette says:

"No man should make a charge of fraud in any department of the
Government unless he is prepared te prove that there is fraud, and to
point out the guilty parties. It is not fair or just to place ail the officials
in any district under a cloud of suspicion because a man 'supposes'
there must be fraud. "

Bu according to the hon. gentleman, all the officiais of
Indian affairs, ail the officials of the Goverarnet in the
North-West, from MIr. Dewdney down to tho last porter or
nessenger, are a band of robbers, a band of miserable men
who should be dismissed. That is the sweeping charge he
makes against all those officials, some of whom are most
able, respectable and trustworthy mon. Such charges I
think should never be made, especially by a member of
Parliament under lis responsibiity as such, and under the
protection which he enjoys bere as a member of Parliament.

" The reputation of an Indian Department official is proiabIy quite s
dear to him as to any of us, and there is no excuse for any one who
sullies that reputation by mysterions hints of fraud and embeszlement,
which exist only in the imagination."

Now lot us go to Battleford:

" The Battleford Berald, another good authority on Indian affaire,
thinks the story about the traffic in girls arose from the fact that ae ord-
ing to Indian ideas marriage is simply a bargain and sale, aud that the
parents of a young woman are always on the alert to find a buyer for
her. The buyers, as a rule, are men of mixed blood, half-breedsand
the like Now and then some degraded white man buys a wife in this
way, but the Herali says it is a rare occurrence Rev. Mr. McDougall's
evidence is awaited with some interest. It is not to be supposed that
he made chaîrgcs without having proof in his hands, and if he can point
even te a single black sheep amongst the officials he will receive the
thanks of trie country, for it is absolutely necessary, upon moral
grournds and for the sake of peace in the North-West, that the Indiaa
Department should be beyond reproach.

I say ditto. I say that is a proper sentiment, and the
Government wishes that every charge of that kind, when
accompanied by facts orstatemente, should be investigated,
and I have no doubt the First Minister, when ho hears of the
charges made by the lon. gentleman, will see that such
charges, as can at ail be made the basis of an investigation,
are investigated. The hon. gentleman speaks of the
immorality, not only of the Indian agents, but he charges
all the officias from the Lieutenant-Governor down to the
lowest messenger or porter in the North-West. Withont

rnaming them, he aiso charges the Mountel Police with the
greatest immoral conduct possible. Theb on. gentleman
says here is a book in which there is a statemet of the
diseases for which these mon have been under m6dical
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treatment in that region. That may be so. I have no
doubt that in that corps, as in every corps of the same kind,
the same as in the Queen's troops, the regiments of the line,
there will be immorality; and if any cases of that kind were
brought under the notice of the Government in sncb a way
as to make them proper subjects of investigation, I have no
doubt that they would be investigated. But the hon, gentle-
man should not forget that the same state of things existed
in these vast torritories long before our time. If yon look
at one of Ibe books of Sir George Simpson you will find that
he states that at that period there was immorality amongst
the Indians, and when you find that immorality exists in
the centres of civilisation, how can you suppose,
that amongst these savages, no immorality will be found ?
But be charges ail that to the Mounted Police or the officials
of the Government. I think it is very unfair that this
charge should go abroad withont contradiction or protest.
But the hon. gentleman says that we, the Goverrment, were
all responsible for this; if a policeman or an official misbe-
haves himself as a private individual, he bolds us respon.
sible for that. Well, I must decline that re'ponsibility.
That soldier or that official, if he misbehaves himself as a
private individual, must be personally held responsible for
that; we have nothing to do with his personal conduct so
long as it does not interfore with his official duties. But
the hon. gentleman while so speaking, all at once perceived
that the charges he was making might produce some effect
in the North-West; and he exclaimed all at once: I would
not be surprised if, at this very moment, we are on a vol-
cano. The hon. gentleman should bave reflected a littie
before he began his speech, and made these charges an:i
tried to excite the Indians in the North-West. He should
have remembered that an appeal having been made to these
Indians by Riel, last year, produced the unfortunate insur-
rection which we all so much deplure ; and these
appeals of the hon. gentleman and these charges against
the Government that we are culpable, that we have
allowed Ihe Indians to starve and to be frozen to death
-these appeals are not calculated to keep the Indians
quiet and to make them law-abiding citizens of the
country. On the contrary, they are calculated to make
these men feel that we must expend much larger sums of
money in order to feed them, from the first day to the last
day of the year-that they need not work-that we need
not take any means to compel thera to stay on their
reserves. No; the hon. gentleman says, you must not
diminish their rations; they must be fed as if they were
working; though by reducing their rations you compel
them to go on their reserves. How will you compel them
to go on their reserves if you do not use some means of
that kind ? If they see that the Government are feeding
them all the time, they will never go on their reserves or
become civilised enough to work and to cultivate the soil,
while the country will be obliged every year to spend
millions of money to maintain thom. I say that the policy of
the Government, in compelling the Indians to go to their
reserves is a proper policy. If you do not, by means of
their rations, compel them to go on their reserves, how
will you get them there ? Will you send the volunteers of
the country up to drive them on their reserves ? No, that can-
not be the desire of this louse orofthe country. Ourdesireis
to treat the Indians well, to give them as much as is noces-
sary to keep them from starvation, and to make them
strong enough to work; but they must work and the
sooner they understand that the Government will not keep
them unlees they go on their reserves and work, the botter
for them and for us. The bon. gentleman says that the
bunting having failed, the Indians have been obliged at
certain places to sell their horses, and are miserably poor.
At another place, he says, tbey have been obliged to give
large sums of money for cattle and implements. Well,
the hunting grounds baving failed them the Indians had tof

Sir HZOTOR LANGEVIN.

sell their horses, and I suppose the Government seeing
that they had no horses had to give them others. With
regard to their oxen, too, they worked on their land for a
while, and then they killed their own oxen for food. The
result has been that the Government had to expend another
large sum of money to provide them with new cattle and
new horses, and therefore it is not surprising that our
Indian expenditure in the North-West should be Bo large.
I do not say that there is not some abuse; most likely there
is; it cannot be otherwise; but the moment the Govern-
ment lay their hands on an abuse, the moment they see that
they are cheated and that the money is not properly
expended, of course the Government applies a remedy,
and sees that the money goes to the proper object for
which it is voted. I am not bore to say there have been
no abuses; I have no doubt there have been some; and if a
charge were brought against a particular official, we would
be prepared to put that official on trial and see whether he
was guilty or not. But to make a charge, as some of the
newspapers do, by saying that everybody says so, that the
Indians are suffering, is unfair. But let it be stated that
such a band was suffering on such a day, or that the mis-
siorarv visited the band and found that it was so, and thon
the Government will be in a position to investigate the
case, and would do so. The hon. gentleman also says-and
it is a most odious charge against the Government.-that
the policy of the First Minister, the hoad of that Depart-
ment, is one of starving the Indians-that we adopted that
policy six years ago, and that it was followed by the Agent
General of Indian Affairs, he meant the Superintendetit
of Indian Affairs. The hon. gentleman knows that this is a
charge that bas no foundation in fact. Ho knows perfectly
well that the First Minister is not a man to act cruelly
towards the Indians. The First Minister bas never shown
any such propensity or desire. HRe bas always shown the
greatest care towards the Indians, and has taken their part
on every possible occasion. When he saw that Parliament
bad not given him the necessary funds and that a larger
sum was required during the recess, he did not hesitate to
ask for the Governor General's warrant for the balance,
though it was a large sum, and then come down to Parlia-
ment and state that the sum voted was not enough, that the
Indians were starving, that their wants were greater than
we had foreseen, and that we had to come to their relief to
the tune of $200,000 or $300,000 or $400,000; and Parlia-
ment assented to it, because Parliament had the same
desire as the First Minister, that is, to relieve the indians
and try to prevent them from starving. The hon. gentle-
man charged us with being extravagant, with having mis-
managed affairs, and with having shown incapacity and
culpable neglect. Well, I deny these charges; I deny them
on the part of my absent colleague and leader, the First
Minister. I deny them on bebalf of the other Ministers,
bis colleagues, and myself, and I do not think my denial
will be disallowed by those in whose name I refuse to
admit these charges of the hon. gentlemen. I say I
repel these charges on behalf of the Conservative party
in this House; I say the hon, gentleman will not persuade
the country to believe that this Government, which the
people have supported for the last eight years and wh ich
they intend supporting for another eight years, is an extra-
vagant Government. If we have been extravagant, hon.
gentlemen opposite are as guilty as we, because they never
charged us with extravagance before this evening. They
charge us with mismanagement of Indian affairs. The bon.
gentleman bas worked for the last five or six weeks, ran-
sacking all the blue books he could find, selecting special
items from Lhem and bringing thom together, clubbing
together three, four or five years of items carefully selected
out of the immense sums that have been expended by the
Government. I have no doubt that if we took the Publie
Accounts for the five years, when hon. gentlemen opposite
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were in office, and find out year by year the amount they
expended for Indian affairs, or under any other head, we
would find also large sums of expenditure; but this is net a
fair way of attacking the Government. The fair way is to
bring one charge at a time, and let us investigate that
charge. But the hon. gentleman spoke for two hours as fast
as he could, charging the Government under every possible
head, and then concludes by saying: You are extravagant,
you are incapable, and you have shown culpable neglect.
I again deny the charge; and I have no doubt that when
the vote is taken, this House will show that it does not
sanction the charge. This House will say: The Govern-
ment we have supported for the last eigbt years, the Gov-
ernment which has been supported by the people for that
time, has still the confidence of the people, and we do not
consider it an extravagant Government. This House will
find that the Government is managing the affairs of the
country with due regard to the interests of the country;
that we have not shown incapacity in our management;
that the people have shown they have confidence in our
capacity by maintaining us for the last eight years in office.
We have done our best. I have no doubt there may be
some officials who have mismanaged affairs in the North-
West; but whenever we find out any mismanagement, we
cause an investigation to be made, and every time we find
an official who does not do his duty, or who is guilty of
mismanagement in the North-West, against the authority
and against the instructions of the Goverument, that officer
is punished accordingly. I leave to others now to answer
the hon. gentleman, if another answer is required.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It will not be necessary
for me to detain the House at any Jength as the very strong
speech by the hon. member for West Huron (Mr. Cameron),
backed by the facts and the figures which he gave, remains
practically unanswered. The hon. gentleman who hias
just resumed his seat seems to have contented himself with
defending the Government simply by boasting of their
strength in the country. He seems to have contented him.
self by simply relying on the statement that my lon.
friend from est Huron (Mr. Cameron) had been guilty of
something that was reprehensible in introducing his
motion at present. He las told us, what we all regret to
know, that the First Minister is incapacitated by illness
from being in his place, and he was pleased to taunt my
hon. friend with a desire to introduce bis resolution while
the First Minister was unhappily in that condition. I think
that was rather ungenerous on the part of the hon. gentle.
man. No one would seriously believe, not even the hon.
gentleman himself, that the hon. member for West Huron
(Mr. Cameron) is afraid to formulate any charges he con- f
ceives it bis duty to make, in the presence of anybody, and
I am sure it would have afforded my hon. friend greater t
p leasure to formulate his charges while the FirstC

inister, who las more particularly charge of theu
affairs of the Indian Department, was in his place, than to c
be obliged to formulate them in his absence. I think that 1
the First Minister would not have adopted the line taken by
the hon.gentleman wbo bas just spoken on his behalf to-night,
he would not have asked that public business should stand t
still because he was unable to take part in it. I think he V
would have had a higher opinion of the members of his e
Cabiget. I believe he would have said: i am surrounded h
by capable men, men whom I have selected from the r
flower of my party to associate with me, and in whom 1 t
have implicit confidence; they will have sufficient know- s
ledge of the general working of all the departments to be s
able to answer anyone who will prefer charges and sub- t
stantiate them, after diligent search and enquiry through
the books with which the Government themselves have fur- h
nished the flouse. 1, therefore, have no faith in the argu. s<
ment put forth by the hon. gentleman. The argument that P

consists simply of the proud boast thàt the present Mini3-
try have had tbe confidence of the country during the past
seven years, and will have it in the future, seems to me
scarcely to answer the different conscise statements put
forward by the hon. member for West Huron (Mr. Cameron).
I do not know that it is necessary to allude to the idle
boast made as to the position the Government hold in the
country and the probable resuit of anot'ur election. The
Minister has been pleased to tell us that the Government
were ready at last election, that they were not then afraid
but were prepared and willing to meet the people, and that
they will be prepared also when the next one comes. We
recognise that to be a fact. They were fully prepared at
the last election, they had done everything to fortify them.
selves by means of the Gerrymander Act; and that they
will also be prepared the next time is evident because their
revising officers have completed their work so far as they
have been able to complete it. It is not an answer to
specific charges, backed up by statements and figures from
the blue books, to say: We have done everything
well, and when we appeal to the country you will find such
to be the case. Without desiring to be unduly harsh on the
Department of Indian Affairs or on its officers, the
Opposition have a duty to perform, and that is to
examine into the way the affairs of the country
are conducted ; and I think gentlemen opposite, even those
independent members among them, even that hçn. gentle.
man who manifested his independence to so remarkable an
extent that he was willing to call in the members after the
charge had been made and not oe word had been said in
reply or in rebuttal by anyone on the Government side. Or
with that other equally independent member who, before
you, Mr. Speaker, could read the motion, after listening to
the indictment and not hearing a word of denial or refuta.
tion, was pleased from bis place in the House to cry "lost."
I think even gentlemen manifesting as much independence as
these will admit that there is a duty devolving upon the
Opposition, and that if the Opposition makes statements
which are not correct in point of fact, and adduce incorrect
evidence in support of them, that sbould be pointed out.
That has not been done up to the present time. The hou.
gentleman has stated that those who will follow him will
e able to deal with the matter in that light. I had pre-

pared myself to reinforce many of the statements
made by the hon. member for West Huron (Mr. Cameron),
but, in view of the statement of the hon. gentleman,
the House will no doubt consider it to be my duty to
abstain from doing so under the present circumstances,
inasmuch as the charges which have been made remain
unanswered and it is therefore unnecessary to rein-
force them. I point out that the hon. member for West
Huron has taken lis facts from the blue books. It is true
that he as fortified himself by statements made by parties
outside of the House, but I ask if the authorities that he as
used are not gentlemen to whose words some importance
ought to be attachcd. He las quoted statements of the
Rev. Mr. McDougall, the Rev. Mr. Robertson, and the Rev.
Mr. Trivett, and other gentlenen of the like standing.
They affirm these matters, and they re-affirm them, as in
he case of the Rev. Mr. Robertson, only a few days ago,
when his statements we.re contradicted, and be in plain and
mphatic language re-afflrmed his previous charges. I
have the extract under my hand in which that gentleman
'e.asserts what he had stated previously. I will read a sen-
ence or two to show that he is prepared to abide by the
tatement he las previously made. The Rev. Mr. Robert-
on, taking cognisance of some statements made by a gen-
leman in contradiction of what he had stated, says:

"Mr. Andrews asks, where are the Indians starving, searching refuse
eaps and swill barrels, and ravenously devouring crusts of bread and
craps of meat ?-At Minnedosa Birtle, Broadview, Fort Qu'Appelle,
rince Albert, Battleford, Moose haw, Medicine Hat, and the rest, I have
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een them doing this. It might have been because they were very '' In connection with the report Of Dr. Girard, the medical atendant

curions or preferred dirty crusts and decaying meat to tender, well bled upon the Indians interested in Treaty No. 7, North-West Territories, to
beef, but I did not think cf accounting for their action that way. I know the effeet that he considered the sickness that has prevailed among these
the eager look, the shrunken form, and the wolfish face that speak of Indians during the past year, which resulted, in many cases, fatally,
want in the adult, and the wan, pinched face that speaks of starvation attributable to the quality of the flour, the undersigned begs to report
in the child ; and I have seen them near Fort Ellice, Fort Pelly, the that he bas obtained samples of the flour delivered by the contractors
File ills, and other places, and have had my sympathies drawn out at the Blackfoot Orossing and the Sarcee Reserve, and bas submitte¢towards the owners. I have seen Indians eating horses that haddied of them for test to experts in this city."
disease, when the fiish was halfrotten. I have seen them picking up
the entrails of animals about slaughter houses-when these entrails were The result of the analysis of those samples of four is as
fast decomposing-aye, aod eating them witbout cooking, or even wash- follows:-
ing. They may prefer such carrion to good beef, well bled and cool ÂNLYTICAL RâPORT.
when killed, but I doubt it."

That is the statement of Mr. Robertson, reiterated as late as "Jet. Sample of four from the Blackfoot Crossing. This sample
this month, to which ho attaches his name in the public marked No. 1is not sound and should not pass inspection for grading.Either the wheat bas been full of weeds, or the cleanings of the wheatprints, in reply to the question which one who hai ques- have been ground into the flour ; as there is a strong smell and taste of
tioned his previous statements asked. He points to the cocklp, tares, &c., in it. We think there is frozen wheat in it also, but
fact which the member for West Huron (Mr. Caneron) bas would not say positively. We do notconsiderthisflour wholesome, and

to, hat in he ocumntswhic th Go'rn entcannot put a price on it.pointed to, that, in the documents which the Govern"ment can2nd. Sample ofndian four from the Sarcee Reserve, branded
tbemselves have submittkd to the louse, there are evidence .t is better not to give the name of the brand nor thenares
of want and destitution among the Indians ; and the hon. of the contractors as if I did that I should have to read
Minister says he does not doubt that there have been cases ofeth coreactorsncs i Iedid t t t ha veeto ad
in which there has been a misappropriation of funds-per- their correspondence with reference to that subject, and I
haps that is not the term he used, but at all events irregul- do not wish to weary the House by so doing.
arities and transactions that wore blameable. What we "This sample marked No. 2 is the lowest grade of fiour, and is

known by the trade as 'Red Dog.' Its value in Ottawa is abuut $1.25have a right to expect is that that should not go on year per 100 pounds, compared with superfine at $2.25, or Strong Bakers' at
after year. If that thing was found in 1881, and was re- $2.75 to $3 per 100 pounds. It is just one grade above mili feed."
peated in 1882, as the records will show, and was repeated Now there is a report upon the flour that had been supplied
in 1883, as the record will show, and was repeated in 1884, to these Indians, from experts in the city of Ottawa to
as the record will show, and was going on in 1885, as I whom the samples were submitted, after there had been a
believe I can find inferential testimony, if not direct testi- report from the Government's own medical officer that men
mony, in the report of this year to show, I ask if the had died because of this unwholesome flour. Is there not
Government were not blameable i not instituting more some neglect here ? How did such flour come to be ? The
rigid enquiries and taking more decided steps to prevent price asked for was for good flour, and here one of the grades
these abuses. I moved the other day for a return in refer- is given as wholly unfit for human food, and the other grade
ence to a report of experts to whom samples of flour sup. is described as just one grade above miii feed. Those who
plied to the Indians bas been submitted, having ascertain- are acquainted with the different kinds of flour will know
ed from previous enquiry that there were such reports in what this" lRed DogI" flour is, and it is reported to be just
existence. The report was brought down, and I find that one grade above mill feed. Now, what did we pay for this
one of the medical attendants of the Indians under Treaty No. flour ?-for that question comes in. The Minister who just
7, reports that the flour supplied to the Indians there was spoke said the hon. member for West Huron (Mr. Cameron)
unwholesome and unfit for human food, and, still more, that was on a different track last year, that he was then finding
it was the cause of the death of a large number of those fault with the money that had been paid for supplies for
Indians. Is not that a serious charge? How was the the Indians. I think he did not do hi m justice there. I think
gentleman dealt with wbo had that in charge ? Let me the members of the Opposition have not objected to grants
read what Dr. Girar<i says in reference to the mattpr I to destitute and starving Indians. But what they complain
quote from the report, which is dated Fort Matleod, of is that the money that has been voted by Parhament has
6th November, 1883: not been used to the best advantage, but that in many cases

"Sm, After my visit to the Piegans I left for the Bloods, who were it has been frittered away, and as we think we are warrantedanxious to see me, for the ickness was ragiug among them, the ame..
sickness as at the Piegans and Blackfeet, but not with the epidemic form. in stating, that it bas even been misapplied in some cases.

"I visited their camps and somae of their lodges, saw their sick, and The memorandum states that the contractors, whose names
gave near 200 prescriptions. I do not mention now, which are mentioned here how-" Besides the common ailments in the last days I was there, I foundI to cow
many cases of bronchitis, caused by exposure to cold weather and want e
of good shoes for the rainy season. "The contractors - - were, under the contract, to deliver flour,

" Since the 27th September over twenty deaths occurred on that equal in quality to No. i superflue, Toronto inspection ; and they have
reserve, and most of them from the same complaints-erysipelas, swell- been paid for doing so on the certificates of the agents in the followinging of the glands of the neck, dyspepsia, &c.-on all the reserves. quantities, and at the following rates : 1,755 sacks, at $8.25 per sack,
Except at the Stoneys, I found the bouses of the Indians too close oneto Blood Reserve."
the other, and on the first occasion I will advise them to pull them down
another year and to leave a space of about 100 feet or more between That is a sack of 98 pounds net, $8.25.
each bouse. "l1,225 Packs at $8.25, Piepgan Reserve; 2,113 sacke, at $7.50, Blaek-

e" The beef issued is of first quality, but the supply of flour is very poor foot Reserve; 266 Packs, at $8, Sarcee Reperve. The total Bantity de-
a'd ofbad quality. dough though pre- livered, and paid for at the above rates, was 5,359 sacks of 98 pounds"The instructor teld mebeuseaso sandou gh b e each net ; and this Department bas been informed that this supply willpared wit hnp yeast, makes a poor and doughy bread. The qm" atity be sufficieut until the end of the present fiscal yer, so that the wholenew oubaud will lu7t till May or June next. • pity them." quantity required for Treaty No. 7, bas been supplied by Messrs.
Here were those Indians supplied with flour which was unfit - - , of the inferior quality above described, for which they have
for human food, and living upon that had brought upon '®e ren $ ass3."riees, as alo shown above, the whole amount p d
them sckness, and there was a sufficient stock in hand to
last from the date of that report, in November, till the June Mr. MITCHELL. Let us have the name.
following, and the medical attendant who stated this adds : Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The hon. gentleman has"I pity them." Now, I cannot go over the whole return, asked me for it, and I will give it, but in doing so, I will bebut I will read part of a memorandum submitted by the bound, in justice to the contractors, to read what they haveDeputy Minister to the First Minister with reference to this to say hereafter, and which I did not wish to do in ordersubject, in which lie gives the analytical report of the flour to save time. 'lhe name is I. G. Baker & Co.supplied to these Indian. The memorandum: reads as fol-
lows:- 1Mr. MITC ELL. I thought so.

Mr. PATRnsoN (Brant).
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MT. GAULT. I hope that is the last ontract they will
get ont of this Government. I know the greatest scandal
ever committed in Montreal was committed by these people.

Mr. PATE RSON (Brant). The testimony of the hou.
member for Montreal West (Mr. Gault) is very valuable,
for I understand him to allege that this firm ought never to
have had the contract.

Mr. GAULT. The first contract was taken through the
old Government.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Still, they were entrusted
with furnishing the supplies after very strong evidence had
been given against them, and I think, if the hon. gentleman
looks through the Indian Department accounts, he will see,
year after year, enormous sums of money paid to this firm.
Now, I need not read the whole of it, in which the Deputy
Minister brings before the Minister the fact that while they
have the remedy in their own hands, as they have the un-
paid vouchers of this firm in their hands, they may make
a reduction on that flour and keep that out. And he
points ont thet act that many lives have been lost which,
he truly says, are above al monetary considerations, and
which cannot be offset by any deductions that might be
made, however, the funds of the Department might be
saved, in taking that legitimate course.

Mr. BOWELL. Will the hon. gentleman allow me to
ask whether that return from which he is now reading,
dos not prove that the moment this irregularity took
place the Government took the most active stops to prevent
it in future, and to puuish those, as far as possible, who
committed it.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I am coming to that. I
know that the Government took stops to see that the
money-

Mr. BOWELL. To investigate the whole thing.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Yes, and the money was re-

funded.
Mr. BOWELL. We could not have had that analysis if

the Government had not taken steps immediately to rectify
the wrong.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I am not denying that.
The Minister of Customs surely would not lead us to infer
that the Government could be so totally insensible to their
duty as that after a medical attendant had reported to thom
that man were absolutely dying because of the bad quality
of the flour, they should not have taken some action.

Mr. BOWELL. The whole gravamen of the charge
brought against the Government is, that they did neglect
their duty in not looking into it,

Mr. MITCHELL. But the Government continued to give
contracts to the same men for the same things afterwards.
That is the point.

Mr. BOWELL. Not since that was done.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). IPthink the gravamen of the
charge lies as well in this direction, that the Government
have maintained persons in their employ in the North-
West who have evidenced by their past conduct that they
are not worthy of the position that they hold.

Mr. BOWELL. That is one of the charges.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant), Now, in this very report,
this Denny is said, in the memorandum, to have certified
to this account, and he is blamed by the deputy to the First
Minister here, but I ar' not in a position to say whether
Mr. Denny was punished or not. But this I do find, that
his name appeared in the pay list of 1884, but I do not
find in the pay list of 1885, whether he is in the employ of

the Dominion Government. Could the Minister of Oustoms
tell me if ho is ?

Mr. BOWELL. I could not tell you.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Does the Minister of the

Interior know ?
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) I know nothing about it.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I can only say that I found

his name in the Indian report of 1884, and his salary up to
March, 1884, but I do not find him in 1885. i hope, fbr the
credit of the Government, that he has not been taken on in
some other capacity, bocause ho certified to this flour. But
you will see, from reading through this report, what 1. G.
Baker & Co. say with reference to this flour, and what the
agents of the Government state in reference to it. In
reply to a letter from the Department of the Interior, I. G.
Baker & Co. say :

" Referring to the papers you allowed me to peruse to-day respecting
a report of Dr. Girard that the flour supplied by our firm to the Indians
in parts of Treaty No. 7, being inferior and injurious to the Indians, we beg
to say that the flour referred to was purchased by us from the well
known milling firm of"--

I leave that blank unless I am to read th'eir letters also-
" Winnipeg, and is of better quality than that eaten by the majority
of the people in the North-West."

An hon. MEMIBER. Name, naine.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Well, it is Ogilvie & Co.
Mr. MITCHELL. Let us have the whole of it.

Mr. PATERSON (Bmnt). The hon. member for Nor.
thumborland (Mr. Mitchell) will have to share with me the
blame of making a longer speech than I intended. It oon-
tinues:

" It is not possible that frozen wheat was used in the manufacture of
this flour, as it was supplied before the autumn frosts. It is the sane
brand of flour we supplied at Fort Walsh last winter, of which no com-
plaint wae made.

"I would call your attention to the etatements of Agent Denny and
Sub-Agent Pocklington, contained in the papers. Agent Denny says
the flour could not be better. Pocklingtoa says the cause of the uickness
could not be poor flour, that it was as good as that used last winter
and, if flour was the cause, why were they not sick at other agencies )
or words to that effect.'

I have said I fail to find Mr. Denny's name in the accounts
of 1885, and therefbre in my mind I gave credit to the Gov-
ernment for having removed him for reporting favorably
on such flour as that proved to be. But 1 find Mr. Pocking.
ton's name in the accounts of 1885; he is the agent of the
Government at the present time, this gentleman that the
firm of I. G. Baker & Co. used as an agent to prove that the
flour which spread disease and death among the Indians of
the North-West was pure flour. I ask are the Government
maintaining a gentleman like that in their employ ? If
they are how can they justify themselves in that regard?
The document goes on to say:

" Dr. Girard's report is not so much against the flour as the bread,
and he recommends the issue to the Indians of baking powder."

I suppose, from that statement, that there must be another
letter from Dr. Girard which has not been brought down in
the papers, or at least I have not been able to find it, because
from the letters nothing appears to have been said about
baking powder. It continues:

"It is difficult to make bread without leaven of some kindi an article
which the Indians seldom have to use, and their bread is simply flour
and water mixed, fried in a frying-pan with tallow or grease of any kind
they can get.

" I tLihk that the trouble complained of by Dr. Girard, is the result
of the changed mode of living of the Indians; while roaming on the
prairie, hunting and exercising, their stomache could digest, without
inconvenience, the indigestible fried bread that they make, but now
they are on their reserves, with comparatively little exercise, and eating
it daily, it is not to be wondered at that they suffer fron eating indi-
gestible food.

" The issue of baking powder would, we feel certain, remedy the
trouble, that, however, would become a very expensive item, and, I
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think, by keeping at the agency a supply of hop yeast, or furnishing
them soda or some inexpensive leaven, that you will hear no further
complainte about the flour.

That is the idea this gentleman had as to the article which
was spreading disease and death among the Indians. He
reports: The flour is all right; if the Government would
only give the Indians a little soda, matters would be satis-
factory. Now, the Government might have spared some
soda, if that was all that was necessary. We read further:

"I ate bread made of the same flour during my stay at Calgary in
October last, and it was sonnd and sweet and good baker's bread.

"1I trust this explanation will be satisfactory, as we aim and do furnish
gooda equal and better than the samples we tender on.

" Begging a reply to-day, if practicable, as I have important business
to settle with the Canadian Pacifie Railway in Montreal, and cannot
well return.

"I have·the honor to be, very respectfully,
" Your obedient servant

"W. G. CÔNRAD,
"Of I. G. Baker & Go."

That is what he said in regard to the flour. Having mon-
tioned the name of the milling firm it would not be right if
I did not read the letter of the milling firm with respect to
this same flour; .because however much we may find
fault with the Department, I hold that we have no right to
do injustice either directly or indirectly to business firms in
the country. I shall therefore read the statement of the
milling firm with respect to this flour. Messrs. Baker had
writen to O'Gilvie & Co. with respect to it, to which the
latter replied :

"MONTRAL, 17th May, 1884.
" Messrs. I. G. BAKn & Co.,

" GENTLEMEN,-Yours of the 14th to hand, referring to the four we
delivered during the season of 1883. The superfine you ordered from us
for the Indian Department was equal to the Toronto standard of super-
fine, and sound when it was shipped. When we were informed last
month that complaints were being made of the quality of the flour, we
sent one ofour best men as far west as Calgary to enquire into it. He
examined the flour at Indian Head, Blackfoot Crossing and other places.
He reports our flour all right except what was damaged by exposure.
He complained of the storehouses in which it was kept not being suit-
able to keep flour. One place in particular be saw a lot of our flour out
of condition from the dampness in the buildng in which it was stored.
We were so particular in the delivery of this flour, the quality asked for,
namely, Toronto superfine, being low, that we frequently had bread
baked from it and submitted to your agent, Mr. Howard, at Winnipeg,
which was accepted a3 satisfactory. We are also aware that Messrs.
Langdon & Shepard, contractors oun the U.P.R., borrowed two car-loads
of this flour from your agent, and used it for themselves and were satis-
fied, when the flour they generally used was strong baker's. Not having
heard any complaints of this flour till quite recently, we think it musG
e me from what bas been injured from exposure, and certainly we are
not responsible for it. And, moreover, the grade asked for, namely,
Toronto supeifiae, is a low grade flour and not suitable for the require.
ments. Our man also informe us that ho consulted Mr. Reed, of the
Indian Department, at Regina, and ho expressed himself satisfied that
we were in no way to blame, so we hope this explanation will be satis-
factory.

tSigned)
"ours truly

"A. k. OGILVIE & Go."

That is what the milling firm say for tbemselves, and it is
said that in addition to Donny and Pockington reporting
on the flour Mr. Reid, assistant com.missioner, expressed
himself satisfied that they were in no way to blame. But
what were the facts in regard to the matter. There is a
report from Mr. Wadsworth ; he alluded to the letter of the
milling firm as a letter written with a view of setting them.
selves right. If 1 could find the document, I would read it.

Mr. O'BRIEN. I hope the hon. gentleman will read Mr.
Wadsworth's letter, because it is one which will have
great weight with hon. members.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). i have it here. It is a report
from Mr. Wadsworth, addressed to the Department of the
Minister.of the Interior :

"200 SIMOCo STREET,
"ToRONTo, 25th January, 1884.

Deputy Supt.-Gen. of Indian Affairs.
"Si,-I have te honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter

No. 8533, dated 23rd instant, and lu reply beg leave to stau that the
Mr. PATIRwON (Braatl)

amples of flour forwarded to you by the Indian Commissioner were
handed to him by myself having procured them during my inspection.

" Preparatory to making a report te the Department, I wrote the
Messrs. Ogilvie regarding this flour, knowing that they had supplied
the contractors, and being branded with their mill brand, a copy of
which letter I herewith send you, also their reply te the same ; their
tter is evidently writtei to protect themselves.

What was the remark I was trying to recall. I do not
know whether hon. mombers want to hear the balance.

Mr. O'BRIEN. We do.
Mr. PATE RSON (Brant). The letter continues :
" In taking stock of the flour upon the different reserves in Treaty No.

7, it was necessary to handle most of it, as the different stores had to be
emptied and then carried back again; I may therefore say that it all
came under my immediate notice.

" I was satisfied that the flour upon the Blood and Piegan reserves
was of fair quality and filled the spirit of the contract, although I
came upon an olcasional sack that was inferior, but they would not
amount to ene per cent. of the whole ; the weights were also satisfac-
tory, more sacks weighing over 98 Ibs. than under. There was also a few
sacks of ' sour ' flour at these points (this was old stock), but this is the
natural consequence of keeping flour through the summer.

" The flour at Blackfoot Orossing was similar te the sample I brought
down (that submitted to Thos. McKay & Co.), with the exception of
some Montana or American flour (say 200 sacks) left over from last
spring, having been stored in the back part of the building and could
not be got at until I had this removed.

" My opinion of this (like sample) flour is that it is barely No. 1 super-
fine, and that there is some frozin wheat in it; I do not consider it
unwholesome; the white men on the reserve were using it and did not
complain; I ate some of it (bread made froin it) and found it palatable.

" Compared with No. 1 superfine at $2.25 per sack, 1 consider this
worth $2.10-two dollars and ten cents.

" With regard to the sample from the Sarcee reserve, I agree with the
opinion expressed by Messrs. McKay.

"i do not think the flour has been the cause of the disease lately
epidemic amongat the Indiaus of this district.

"I have the honor to be, Sir,
"Your obedient servan

"l T. P. WADSWORTf1,
"Inspector of Indian Agencies, &c."

Mr. SPROULE. That is from a practical miller.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I did not know the gentle-
man and therefore I am not actuated by any malice in the
matter. I notice that he gives his opinion with reference
to the effects upon the constitution of the Indian of this
flour, against that of the medical gentleman who testified
that in bis opinion it was injurions, andti would submit that
a doctor, a liconsed practitioner, would be botter able to
understand the effects of a certain article of diet upon the
constitution than even a practical miller. He reported his
views to the Department and they were so implicitly
believed that the Deputy Mimnster made a memorandum to
the First Minister in which he alludes to the loss of so
many lives in the past, and for that reason I am unable
to accept the opinion of Mir. Wadsworth in opposition
to that of the medical gentleman. Now, if he was a
practical miller, I suppose ho would know that the
supply of flour with the weeds in it as describei
by these experts, it certainly did not come up to No. 1
Superfine Toronto, and that the other which was somewhat
better and still no better than Red Dog, would come within
the category. He says himself that ho wrote this milling
firm because ho was prepared to report to the Department
that it was not up to the mArk, and how is it that as I read
to you, the 5,100 sacks were received and paid for by the
Department. We know very well that the Indian Depart-
ment are not in the habit of paying their accounts very
quickly. That flour must have been in store and used for
some time before, and yet it was paid for and there was
enough left to be used for some time afterwards. It had
received the approval of an agent named Pocklingtou, who
is to-day a servant of the Government. If ho certified in
ignorance that the flour was of that kind, if he did not know
any botter, I submit that ho is not capable of discharging
the duties of an agbnt, one of whose duties it is to see
that the supplies given the Indians under his control,
are right. With referenme to Mr. Denny, I do not know
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whether hoeis now in the employ of the Department or not,
but the fact that his name is not to be found in the blue-book
would seom to show that the Government did themselves
the credit of removing him. Some of the Ministers wiIl per-
haps be able to say whether that is the case nor not.Now,
with reference to this four, are we to believe the testimony
of these experts or not? How shall we be guided ? The
Deputy Minister believed that these statements were true,
for ho had calculations made for a reduction in the price of
flour, and those reductions were to be made in the following
way:-

An hon. MEMBER. Fifteen cents a sack.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The hon. gentleman will

find that it was a good deal more that 15 cents a sack. That
was Mr. Wadsworth's estimate but we have sometbing dif-
feront here. lere is a notification from the Department
by Robert Sinclair, acting Deputy of the Superintendent
General to L G. Baker & Go. in which he says:

" I beg to inform you that it has been decided to reduce the price of
four for destitute Indians in Treaty No. 7, supplied by your firm during
lait year, to the following figures, on account of its inferior quality:-

"On Sarcee Reserve to.......................$3 19
Blackfoot do ....................................... 4 31
Stoney do . ...................... ..... ........ 4 75
Blood do ................ ................. 443
Piegan do ............ .......................... 4 43

"A corresponding reduction has therefore been made on the unpaid
vouchers, and a reduction of those already paid as per statement here-
with.''

This is the letter to which I referred, but of which we have
these particulars. On the 15th September, 1884, ho writes:

" I beg to transmit to you herewith, copy of a letter by this Depart-
ment, on the lst inst., to Messrs.I. G. Baker & Co., at Fort Benton,
Montana, showing the figures to which it had been decided to reduce
the price of fiour for destitute Indians delivered by your firm within
Treaty No. 7, during the last year ; also copy of memorandum showing
the aggregate amount of said reductions.

" I beg to inforin you that the basis upon which these reductions wee
made is as follows:-

Sarcue Reurve.
"The value of the flour delivered at Ottawa...............$1 50

Add for approximate value at Winnipeg................... 0 40
Add freight from Winnipeg to Calgary .................... 0 40
Hauling.................................... ............................ , 0 25

$2 55
Add 25 per cent for handling.........................0 64

Total................ ..........

Blackfoot Ruserv.

"Value at Ottawa.................. . . . $2 40
Add approximate value-at Winnipeg...... ................ 0 40
Add freight te Oluny Station .................. 0 40
Hauling............... ........................................ ...... 0 25

$3 45
Add 25 per cent. for handling.. .............. 0 86

Total................ ..........

Stoney Raserv.
"Value at Ottawa ............................. $2 65

Add approximate value at Winnipeg........................ 40
Add freight to Morleyville........................ 0 50
Hauling............................... 0 25

$3 80
Add 25 per cent for bandling.... . . . .. ... 95

Total.. .....................

"The reductions are ai follows--

sarede Reserme.

"Oontract price..................... ................ $8 00
Reduced.................. ........ ...................... . 3 19

Total reduction per sack............... .............. $4 81

$3 19

$4 31

$4 75

On 300 sacki..............................................1,44 00
93

Blackfoot Resere..
"Contract price ............ ..... ......................... ..... 7 50

Reduced to...................... ............ 4 81

Total reduction per ok.....................$3 19

On 160 sacks......................................$5,104 0O
Siony Rsurve.

" Oontract price............... ...... ........................ ..... $8 50
Reduced to...................................... .. 4 75

Total reduction per sack............. ........ $3 75

On 100 sacks................................. .1,8750

Blood Reure.
"Value at Ottawa.................................................$2 50

Add approximate value at Winnipeg .... ... 040
Add freight....... ........................... 65

$4 55
Add 25 per cent for handling......... .... i 13

$5 68

On 155 sacks.........................880 40

Total reduction................ ...... $*7,803240

The result is that there is a total reduction of 8,802.40.
That was the decision of the accountant with reference to
the four. Then there is a letter here from Messrs. I. G.
Baker & Co., in which they demur to the reduction which
is being made and they contend that the basis of calculation
is scarcely fair, inasmuch as while the rates have been
reduced since the time of writing they were entitled to the
amount for freight which it cost them at thetime they oen-
tracted, and there is some force in that we muet admit.
Some further correspondence was had with them, and it
seems that he had a conversation with the depu y head of
the Department as well, and the result of that conversation
I will now read:

"24th September, 1884.
"Si,-I have the honor to inform you in connection with'the conver-

sation which you had to-day with the Deputy Superintendeât General
of Indian Affairs, that a deduction of $2,500.00 will be made by the
Department from the amount of your contract to supply flour for Indian
purposes within the limit of Teaty No. 7 during the year 1883.84.

" The deduction is made as being apparently the beit method of
settling the contract-with respect to which the Depariment has been
adviEed that a portion of the flour delivered thereunder waa inferior in
quality to the grade provided for delivery in the contract. A portion
of the fiour supplied during that year also was delivered after the date
of the last delivery provided for in your tender to supply that flour ; and
it has been considered that under these circumstances the flour should
have been furnished at a price lower than that provided for by the
contract..

" It il therefore in view of these several cireumutances that the de-
duction of $2,500.00 has been made, and I shall be glad to recelve from
you an acknowledgment of this letter and a statement of your acquies-
cence in this settlement.

" I enclose a copy of the mutual agreement between yourself and the
Deputy Superintendent General.

"I have the honor to be, Sir, your obedient servant
"l B. SINOL-AIR."

To which the firm replied:
"25th September, 1884.

"Si,-I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 24th instant,
and to say that under the circumstances I agree to the deduotion of
$2,500.03 on flour furnished in 1883-84.

"Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
"W. G. OONRAD,

for I. G. BaRn & CO."

Now, I think I have shown, at greater length than I in-
tended, that the agents of the Government did receive four
that was but 98-ibs. to the bag, that that flour was unfit for
human food and wasB so pronounced by experte who
examined it here ; that the medical suporintendent reported
that as the result of using that flour there was sickness and
death among the natives; that that four was used for
months; that flour sufficient to last for monthe was etill on
the reserve at that time; and that the agent who pro-
nounced the flour to be sound, is still in the employ of the
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Government, while the name of the other gentleman who says, beggars shonld not be choosers. But the Government attempts to
was responsible for its receipt bas been dropped, which I get the article they advertise for,,and they are pretty successful on the

whole. Even in Ontario, the hon. gentleman has seen and heard oftake as an evidence that he has been relieved from bis contractors sending in inferior articles, which were afterwards con-
duty. Al these circumstances seem to me to point demned. Up there, when they are sent to a distant post, they cannot be
in the direction that there bas been inefficiency condemned, they have to be used. I do not think there has been any

mnotkow hdaesome food given, although it has not, perhap, come up to themimngmnt, extravagance, and I do not knew standard."P
that it is too strong an expression to use, on
the part of some individual, culpable neglect. I is I say I could wish that these words had not been used, and
a serious matter. The Indians of the North-West are that such was not the spirit on which we proceed in our
entitied to humane treatmert at the hands of the people of treatment of the Indians. Sir, we may go beyond our
Canada. We have a rich domain there; we have a great treaty rights a little in aiding these Indians; but the
country; it was theirs before it was ours ; we have endea. Ministry have not the excuse that the Parliament of Canada
vored, I believe, in the past to do what is right and proper would not vote them their money. The Parliament of
towards those Indians; we have entered into treaty obliga- Canada have not hesitated to grant them thoir money;. the
tions with them. I hold that the Parliament of Canada Parliament of Canada will not hesitate to do so, but will aid
wish the treaty obligations made with the Indians of the the Government in every legitimate way to induce the
North-West to be observed to the very letter, and if there Indians to live on their reserves and become self-supporting.
be any deviation, that it be in the direction of giving The Government have been ueing their energies in that
the Indians even more than wus secured to them by direction; I give them full credit for what they have done,
their treaty rights. Sir, they have been a loyal and I hope they will be successful in it; but I tell you, you
people te Great Britain in days gone by. They cannot expect to accomplish that at once. You cannot
might have remained a loyal people to Canada, as expect to change the nature of the red man all at once. It
I trust many of them are still; but I warn the is impossible to take men who have lived by the chase, and
Government that we must have men in the management who delight to roam, band them together in a reserve, make
of our Indian affairs who will see that there is honest and them abstain from their roving habits, and settle down to
fair dealing with these Indians. We must not proceed on cultivate the fields, raise food for their own support. It is
the line that they are little better than animals, that we can impossible all at once to get them to secure supplies
break faith with them, and that our policy must be to toss for themselves, but if they are unable to do that, must
their food to them as to dogs. It is in our power to secure we say that they do not deserve anything, that they have
the good will of the Indians. It was our proud boast a few no claims upon us ? That they must, at any rate, have
years ago, when our neighbors on the other aide of the line no right to any claim for frauds committed upon them,
had their turmoils, unrest and massacres among thoir if we feed them with bad flour and send them to early
Indians, to say that it was due to their agents taking graves ? Shall we say to them: You have no claims on us,
advantage of the Government, and to point to our own and beggars should not be choosers? No, we must deal
country where we had no such difficulties. Sir, I am sorry with them in a larger spirit; we must give them time to
to stand here, only a few years later, obliged to confess that change their habits before withdrawing from them that
we are not in a position to point to our Indian policy as care which they demand at our hands. There are other
proudly as we did before, and why ? Because some of our considerations that ought to induce us to have regard for
Indians have been under arms against the Government, and I them. It is painful to read the reports of the Indian
believe the necessities they were under made them ready to, Department. I am sorry to say that, not in one or two
be worked on as they were. The Indian agents cannot avoid years, but in the blue books for years back, you will find
reporting upon the supplies which have been granted to the agents repeating the oft-told tale, that, unfortunately, owing
Indians, and on the treatment to which they have been sub- to frosts, the crops of the Indians were destroyed. No
jected. You have also the statements of mon in independent doubt, you may say it is owing to inferior husbandry, and
positions, who have seen these Indians, and they depict I trust the frosts will disappear from the North-West, as
their treatment in language that goes to the heart of every they have disappeared, through improved cultivation, from
humane man. And yet we find a Minister of the Crown parts of Ontario, which suffered from them yeurs ago; but
saying, we do not deny that mistakes have been made, but the Indian is not to blame if these frosts occur under his
when a case is brought to our notice we look into it. I ash present system of cultivation, and if ho bas become impov-
if the charges made by sncb men as the Rev. Mr. Mc, erished on that account, the Parlianient of Canada should not
Dougall and Rev. Mr. Robertson, as well as by many off. lend a deaf ear to the statements made by the agents,
cials, do not warrant an investigation; and I ask if there to statements which have been made again and again, by
bas been an investigation of charges emanating from such responsible people who have seen these Indians so pressed
sources? Instead of hon. gentlemen boasting of what they by hunger, that in places whither they were forced to go to
will do at the next general election, and being in a posi- find sustenance, they sustained life by eating garbage from
tion to say, we had an investigation of these matters, and swill barrels and by feeding on carcasses of diseased animals.
there is our report, what did the Minister do? fHe simply We have a right to expect that there should be better
contented himself with saying; I deny the statements management of the Indians. Why, we keep up a small
made, in the face of the fact that the documents showed army of officers in that country. If you take the regular
that the Indians had been given food that was unwhole. salaried officers there, you will find that, according to the
some and that was causing sickness and death. I am sorry Auditor-General's account, without the farm instructors and
to say that the head of this Department, no longer ago other hired agents, there are over forty regular agents or
than last year, spoke in reference to this subject in such a s ecîal agents among the Indians in Manitoba and the
manner and such a spirit as I could wish he had notshown. orth-West. In that country, there are about 39,000 or
Last year, when the hon. member for West Huron was 40,000 Indians, and there is an agent to about every thons-
condemning the management of the Department and stated and souls. ýSurely, with those agents and farm instructors,
that frauda had been perpetrated on the Indians, the First the Government ought to be able to look'better after these
Minister replied in these words: Indians. It should be impossible that any misery should

fall upon them, such as the miseries we read of, or that they
"The hon gentleman says there is a fraud on the Indiana because the should be compelled to take as supplies flour of the descrip-food is imperfect. It cannot be considered a fraud on the Indians because tenIh

they have no right to tbat food. They are simply living on the benevo- tio I have mentioned, taken from the reports of the Gov.
lence and the charity of the Qanadian Parliament, and, as the old adage ernient agents themselves. I might go further into

Mr, PATERaoN (Brant).
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details in this matter, but it is unnecessary, as
the statements of the hon. member for West
Huron (1fr. Cameron) have not been controvered
or attempted to be met by any denial; and how can they
be denied, when the authority is the reports of the Govern-
ment's own agents, contained in the Government's own blue
books. Were it necessary, I could read reports from the same
source of bands of Indians almost destitute of clothing and
almost in a starving condition, and who were only enabled to
sustain life through the efforts of benevolent people, mis-
sionaries and others, who did all in their power to prevent
these unfortunate people from starving. We profess to be
a christian country, and I believe the people will hold Par-
liament severely to account, should we hesitate in placing
money enough at the disposal of the hon. gentlemen who
occupy the Treasury benches, to meet the wants of the
Indians, and prevent these harrowing tales of want, destitu-
tion and misery, reaching our ears in the future. The peo.
ple look to us to exercise a strict supervision over the man-
ner in which the Ministers, who are entrusted with the
expenditure of this money, fulfil their duty. The people
will demand that the money given the Government to
be expended in relieving the necessities of these
people shall not be used in upholding a borde of
officials who are not properly discharging their duties; they
will demand that two or three prices shall not be paid for
provisions or imniements of agriculture ; and that the cost
of travelling shahl not be piled up to an exorbitant sum; and
they will require that the whole cost of the machinery witl
not involve such a charge on the country as to cause the
con tinued existence of a feeling, which has already pervaded
to some extent the minds of the people, that the Indian
problem is becoming a grave and serious one, and threatens
to load us down with a burden too heavy for us to bear. Out
of the vast expenditure charged on Indian account, only
half a million dollars have gone to supplies for destitute
Indians, and that bas gone in prices paid for articles such
as I have described and such as the hon. member for West
Huron bas quoted. If the money were properly expended,
if some better system were established, if the Government
agents deal with the Indians honestly, the money spent by the
Government and properly put to use would have prevented
any such tales of destitution and misery as those we have
heard. In addition to the testimony of the revernd gentleman
I have quoted, there is a gentleman holding an official posi-
tion in the North-West; a gentleman who has been elected
to the North-West Council, and who has been a stauncb
supporter of the hon. gentlemen opposite for the last
twenty years- will they say we must not accept his testi-
mony ? This gentleman, Mr. Jackson, bas stated, and his
statement is published in the Qu'Appelle Gazette, that when
he read the description given by the First Minister that Mr.
Dewdney was the best officer he had, he lost faith in man.
He condemns Mr. Dewdney as one who is insolent, whose
word bas been broken and is no longer relied upon by the
Indiane, and nothing could be more dangerous than to des-
troy the coilfidence of the Indian. I am simply stating
what ias been stated publicly, and the lon. Minister ias not
attempted to deny the statement. The.ie facts press upon
our consideration, and the charges made by the hon.
member for West Huron (Mr. Cameron) press upon our con-
sideration, and muat remain on our minds unless hon.
gentlemen opposite are able to give some proof of the cor-
rectness of their denial. The impression is borne home
on the minds of many hon. gentlemen in this House, as it
will be on the minds of the people, that there ias been gross
extravagance in the management of Indian affairs, that
there bas been neglect and incapacity, and that the charges
made are amply borne out by the facts. I would it were
otherwise ; I trust the Government, while they may be able
to vote down the resolution, becau:se there are enough
gentlemen who are asready to support them, even without

i any attempt at defence on their part, as the hon.
gentleman who cried out: "Call in the members," before a
word in reply was uttered, will rise to a sense of their duty
and cause a searching examination to b. made into the affaire
of the North-West. I hope they will allow no favoritism to
individuals to tie their hands, but that incompetent officials
will be removed, and that the Indians will learn again to
have implicit faith and reliance in the word of the Govern-
ment and in the word of their agents ; and that thushaving
this confidence, they will be more ready to receive instrue-
tion, become fitted at an earlier day to hold their own in
the race of life, and ere long cease to be as heavy a burden
upon us as they are at presont.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). I do not propose to deal
with the general attacks made upon the Goverument by
the hon. member for West Huron (3&r. Cameron) and the
hon. member for Brant (Mr. Paterson) but simply to take
up some special charges. I shall confine myself to a few of
the specific charges that have been made. The general
charges I shall leave the public to judge of. Great weight
bas peen laid upon the character ot the food, especially the
flour, given to the Indians in the South Alberta District,
and it has been stated that great distress, death and disease
have resulted from the use of that flour. It so happened
that I was in that country for three months during the
epidemic froin which these Indians died, and I had expri-
once, not only by observation, but actually by medcal
treatment, in regard to those Indians who died during that
time. For the first time, I have heard it declared that the
food was the cause of the death of those Indians. I have
not seen the report, and I do not know the professional
pobi ion of the medical man who attributed it to the flour,
but I am prepared here and anywhere else to give the most
unquestionable testimony that it was not caused by the
food. I make that a distinct and specific statement.

Mr. PATE RSON (Brant). Then they have an inefficient
medical attendant there?

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). I do not know who the
gentleman was, nor do I know bis professional statua, but I
take the responsibility of making this statement on my own
judgment and I am prepared to defend it. The cause of the
disease and death of the Indians in that district was chiefy
this: They were camped on their reserves along the river
flats, and any person who ias ever travelled in that
country and visited the Indian encampmenta muet have
observed their specially filthy habits both in regard to
their camps and to their persons. There are from five
to twenty wigwams on an acre, occupied by from eight to
ten persons each, and the Indian removes hie wigwam or
bis tepee as it is called there, only when it becoines difficult
from the filthy accumulation to get in and ont, and he will
shift it just far enough to get out of the way of that accumu-
lation. The result is, especially since they have been con-
fined to their reservations, that in summer, especially in
August and September, which I think the hon. gentleman
will find is the date at which this epidemic took place, a
disease broke out wbich theÿ call'autumn fever or moun-
tain fever, but is a sort of typhoid; and it was from that,
and not on account of the food, that these Indians died. As
an evidence of that I may mention that, when I was at
Medicine Bat, it was my duty and opportunity to have
charge of throe or four men professionally, whom I found
there from my own immediate district, two of whom were
officials of the Canadian Pacfic Railway. Medicine Bat is
on a flat similar to the Blackfeet reserve and the Sarcee
reserve. The village wae composed of board bouses and
tents, all without the ordinary conveniences of civilised life
about them. Another cause of this was the great quantity
of canned meuts used there. I saw a great number of empty
cans, containing a little meat, thrown out, and this accu-
mulation of animal matter, and the exhalations from itt
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produced the same effect at Medicine Hat as the filth did in
the Indian camps, and they had the same fever there. I
had five or six mon there moved to the upper grounds, and
in a few weeks they were all right, and were able to go back
to their work. I drew the attention of the official at the
Blackfoot Crossing to this matter, and tried to induce the
Indians to leave the flat ground where their reservation
was and to go out on the plains. They did so a short time
afterwards, and, when I returned in a month, the agent
told me that the discase had entirely disappeared, which
fully corroborated my view as toits origin. As to the flour, I
know nothing about the quality gencrally, but I am certain
that neither the flour, nor any of the other food had any-
thing to do with the disease or the death of the Indians in
that district during that period. Instead of the Indians
being dissatisfied with the treatment they were then
receiving, the chief Indian, the Indian king, as I may call
him, Crowfoot, whom everyone has heard of, expressed him-
self perfectly satisfied.

An hon. MEMBER Were your first patients among the
Indians ?

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). I have been twenty-seven
years practising medicine, and I ean afford to take that
remark for what it is worth. Crowfoot was one of my first
patients among the Indians. He gave me, on my departure,
a pocketfull of tobacco, and a cake baked, I suppose, with
that same flour, which I kept as a souvenir. For five days
and nights, I lived in the chapel with the .priest in charge
of that district. We est the bread made from that flour. I
examined all the stores with the store clerk, and was careful
to enquire if the bread was made from the same flour that
was furnisbed to the Indians. He said : "Yes." I saw the
meat that was furnished, and it was a great deal better meat
than I am getting in Ottawa, to-day. And I am not growl.
ing, becanse I think it 1j as good as the viciity can afford.

Mr. PAI'ERSON (Brant). lu what month and what
year was the hon. gentleman out there?

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). I was there from June to
October, 1883. I stated that I was there during that epi-
demie, and I think the hon. gentleman might take my
words for that statement. I alis found that the Government
had provided and had instructed the agent and the store-
keeper that, wben an old woman or a young woman or an
old man that was sick, should receive sugar, te sand
rice, which were given out not as a portion of the rations
allotted to them, but as a sort of kindness, and I saw them
getting it every day. The question of poor food never occurred,
we were eating beef, and bread made from the same flour
which the Indians were getting. It was baked in the farm
cookery and was carried to the little chapel where I had my
meals with the priest. As to the clothes, more from curiosity
than anything else, because the idea of complaint never
occurred to me, I got the storekeeper to unpack two or
three cases. The clothing was good, substantially woven
tweed. I am not a clothier, but the goods were good heavy
Canadian tweed coat, pants and vest, a suit of clothes which
would dono discredit to any member of this Honse. The only
addition was a set of brass buttons. As to wearing out the
pantaloons in two or three days, the hon. gentleman who sta-
ted that must have known very little about the pantaloons or
the pantaloon habits of the Indians. During the whole time
I was there I never saw a pair of pantaloons on an Indian.
They will not wear the pantaloons. They wear a coat and
a hat, and that is all. On the first opportunity they have,
when some half-breed trader comes in, they trade off thoir
pants for a red shirt or a hat, and, when they are taken to
task by the agent about the pantaloons, they say they were
worn out, when they have traded them off, perhaps for
Candies, which they have eaten in the meantime, and
in this way the three day story may have originated. Now,
there is this difficulty with the Indians. Many of them,

Mr. IfaousorN (Leeds).

doubtless complain of diseuse, and one great cause of it I
do not know how any Government can get over. The
Indian when ho was hunting for his food, and riding about
over the prairie, got exorcise which helped him to digest his
food. Now the buffalo as gone, and the Indian is on hie
reservation, and ho gets his pound of beef and pound of
flour a day, for every soul in bis family. When the beef is
carried to the camp the Indian head of the family, in which
we will say, there are five persons, sits down to the
meal, and the chances are that he eats the whole five
pounds before ho gets up. He will roll about on the ground
for the next four or five hours, like a snake in the grass
before he is able to get up. There are hundreds of these
men to-day who have charge of families, and who can get
these large rations, that are suffering from chronie dyspepsia,
the result of over-eating and no exorcise, and the children
who have nothing to eat are starved by their own parents.
The moment they can toddle ont of their tent they are
cast off. The Indian boy or girl, from 8 years old up to
14, you may find wandering over the prairie eight or ton
miles from the reserve, with a string made of raw ide,
like a fiddle string, with which they snare the little gophers,
a little animal like our Canadian chipmunk, but they are a
little fatter, they burrow in the ground. The Indian
children travel around in pursuit of these gophers. They
lie down on the gound beside the hole with their strings,
and the moment the gopher comes up to look about,
directly ho is trapped, and then hoeis divided into
as many pieces as there are children present, and when they
have eaten it up they hunt for another gopher. Thore is
no doubt that in cold and unhealthy weather these
cbildren die largely from the want of subsistence,
but that is under circumstances that no Government can
control. The bon. gentleman made reference to the state-
mente that appeared in the newspapers of a Rev. Mr. Robert
son. I happen to know something about Rev. Mr. Robertson,
whicli1 do not care to disclose or discuss bore, and which,
to my mind, does not add much to the weight of his state-
ment on this subject. I am not going any further on that
point just now. Thon, as to the Indians that ho saw in
Winnipeg, Portage la Prairie, Brandon and Minnedosa,
filching their living out of svill barrels and the refuse
hcaps bebind houses-these were the American Sioux
Indians, with whom our Government have no treaty, to
whom they furnish nothing, and furnishing which the
bands of our own loyal Indians rosisted, those are the
remnant of the Minnesota massacres, and they are in a most
destitute state, and I think that the Government should, out
of common humanity, in some way come to some understand-
ing with our own Indians to permit them to give those
unfortunates some relief. Before I left my friend Crowfoot,
he thus expressed himself to me: "The buffalo bas gone,
but the Great Spirit bas sent the white man to take care of
bis red brother. We will be loyal." He found out that
1 had something to do with the Parliament, and he
said to me : " We have a great friend at Ottawa ;
please thank him for the kindness and care ho las
already taken of us, and under these circumstances
we will continue to be loyal." This is the way the interpre-
ter gave it to me. Now about the women. I am not going
to sit down withont defending even the character of
an Indian woman. They have peculiar notions about
the marriage relationship; there is no doubt about that.
Now, I have as high an opinion of the average-I wae
going to use the words virtue and integrity-of civilised
women as any man in this country, or anywhere else.
And while I know that their views and notions of the mar-
riage relations and outside of that relation are not the same
as those of white women, I say that the Indian women of
the North-West, judged by their own code of both publie
and private morality, would not compare unfavorably in
this with their civiised white iters. That is the result of
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my observations, and of conversations I have had with
a priest that has been living there for years. If I
had made such a statement with regard to the Indian
women as the hon. member for West Huron has made, and
it became known on the Crowfoot reserve, and I were to
visit them, I would be in danger of losing my scalp. The
hon. member for West Huron, in his long speech, gave one
specific instance of absolute starvation, and that was the
Moosejaw case. 1 think I have heard of that case. It
was a case of an isolated family who, for some reason, had
left their band and gone out of the reach of supply.
The Indians, like the white men, do not always live in har-
mony together, sometimes they quarrel and drive the bad
ones away. I was frequently cautioned among the Black-
feet and Sarcees, to have nothing to do with certain
Indians because they were bad Indians and not to be trust.-
ed. In this Moosejaw case I have no doubt the man had
wandered from the reserve, or had been driven away, there
may have been such a case, and it might occur, even under
the most careful supervision of the Government. I only
got up to reply to some of the specific statements made by
the hon. gentleman; the general charge of incompetcnoy,
extravagance and all that sort of thing, it is possible for
any man to answer, and impossible to deny except by deny-
ing the whole thing, as the Minister of Public Works did.
I am attempting to answer some of the specific charges. I
was going to say something about the disease, and touching
the amount of criminality which the hon. gentleman says
existe among the Mounted Police and white men
in that country. I think that is a most ungenerous,
and, I believe, a most unwarrantable charge. I am satis-
fied of that; I am satisfied from the character of the men
who are there, and I am satisfied from the character of the
women with whom the men come in contact, that such a
sweeping state of corruption as he represented, is practi.
cally impossible. I was tempted a little while ago, when
the hon. member for Brant (Mir. Paterson) was speakding
to say, "Call in the members." The hon. member knows
that sometimes when an hon. member is speaking, although
he may think that what he is saying is very important, it is
possible to be nevertheless dull to those who have to listen to
it. I only mentioned that as a joke more than anything else.
As for the disease existing among tho policemen themselves,
to which the hon. gentleman referred in unmistakeable
terms, I may say that the disease of the character to which
the hon. gentleman in unmistakeable terme alluded is an
incident of the human family in semi-civilised communities
and one which you wilI find all over the face of the earth.
Instead of that having been brought in, developed and
spread by white men, by the Mounted Police and by office, s
of the Goverrment, I know from the evidences I saw on
grey-haired men and women, wrinkled men and women I
saw, that that diseuse bad existed in the country long before
the policemen ever went there, and long before officers in
connection with the Indian Department were established
in the country. And so universal is that condition with
the indians, not so much from a state of immorality in the
sense nointed ont by the hon. gentleman, but as inherited,
transmitted, and propagated by their filthy personal habits,
at least 25 per cent., of the grown Indians have impaired
and imperfect eyesight. Those observations I made on the
ground, I made at the time in the country, and I .hink
they cover all the specific charges which the hon. gentle.
man has made against the Department. A few words as to
the cost of implements. The hon. gentleman made a com-
parison between the cost of implements in Ontario and
the North-West. A large number of those implements in
the North-West to which reference has been made were taken
in the country before there was a railway and were trans.j
ported by cart 500, 600 or 700 miles. No doubt some of them
fel into the hands of unskilful men and became damaged ;i
and there .being no means of repairing them, the only
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course open was to substitute new ploughs or harrows.
Owing to the condition of affairs a large supply had to be
kept on hand and furnished, and the expenditure cannot
be fairly judged by simply taking an equal amount of farm
cultivation in Ontario.

Mr. O'BRIEN. The hon. member for West Huron (Mr.
Oameron), who moved this resolution has indulged on former
occasions, as well as on the present, in such wild extrava-
gance of statement and such violence of language as to place
himself beyond the pale of that consideration which is
due from one gentleman to another. [n regard to the
hon. member for Brant (&fr. Paterson) the case was very
different. His remarks were such as could be listened to
with patience and temper, and answered in the spirit in
which they were made. Last year I had an opportunity of
observing some of the matters to which the hon. member
who last addressed the House referred, and in general terms
I can most strongly confirmi everything he bas said with
respect to the conduct of the Indian officials, and with
respect to those particulars to which he bas alluded.
As to the statement that Indi tns wandered around
and eat garbage I may say that when we were
encam ped at Qu'Appelle for several weeks our camp
was always surrounded by women and children who
remained there day and night to pick up food. But those were
wandering Sioux, not tresty Indians, and not entitled to any
food and had no share in our country whatever. But
supposing they were Crees, and were from the File Hills or
other parts of the country, their condu*ct arose from the
circumastances to which the hon. gentleman has mentioned.
You never saw grown men, men able to earn a living, about
the camp; but you did sue aged and decrepit women and
children. At the very time those women and children were
around the camp the bands of Indians to which they
belonged were most lavishly fed; they were well fed at that
time if they never were before. A missionary or stranger
seeing those poor creatures, who were most pitiful objects,
waiting from hour to hour about tho camp would have
formed unquestionably a most unfavorable impression as to
the condition of the Indians, and would very probably
have gone away with the idea that all the race was in a
starving condition. But bon. gentlemen who have spoken
on the other side of the House have not touchel the reai
evil existing in regard to this matter. The hon. member
for West Huron charged the Government with wrong-doing,
while the real evil exists not with the Government but with
this House, which alone can remedy it. The fact is, so far
as I can form an opinion from my own observation, and
what 1 ascertained from enquiries made among people of
every condition, lawyers, traders, settlers and others, in
regard to the treatment of Indians, that the fault is not
extravagance on the part of the Government, but that Par-
liament has never consented to place in the bands of the
Government sufficient means to treat the Indians as they
should be treated. There have been cases in which the
Indians have suffered. I know one case, and it is familiar
to the Department, and that is a most glaring case. It is
the case of the band at Crooked Lakos. They were really
suffering from want of food. It arose partly fron the
fact, I believe, that the Indian authorities, acting with
perfect honesty and good faith but yet anxious to make a
good showing in the books of the Department at Ottawa,
failed to give the Indians sufficient rations to enable them. to
live in health and comifort. The hon. gentleman has talked
about starving Indians, as if it was the easiest thing in
the world to feed them. Nothing is more difficult than to
apportion rations to Indians. The point is to treat them
sufficiently well, that is not to have them feel the pangs of
hunger or they will not work; you must give the Indian
sufficient food to keep him exactly in a state in which h. is
driven from sheer necesity to exert hinself. Nothing is
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more diffeuit to Indian officials than to apportion the
amount of food given to Indians living on a reservation
so as to stimulate them to work and keep them at work
I believe the fault bas been that the Indian officials have
endeavored to exorcise economy-the Government has been
pleased that economy should be exercised-and the House
would be prompt to find fault if the Government deaIt with
the Indians in the liberal spirit advocated by the hon.
member for Brant. A great deal bas been said in the
country about dishonesty in the Indian Department. I
took the trouble to enquire into that matter, and I asked in
the whole Qu'Appelle District whether the people knew of
dishonesty on the part of Indian officials, and only one case
was mentioned, and that was by a man who bas sncb a
notoriously bad character that no one would believe bis state-
mente in regard to such a matter. I came to the conclu-ion
that the Indian offleials were honest men, that the
only fault was that some of them had been too rigid
for economy, and had committed errors in giving
Indians food under the circumstances in which they were
placed. As to their honesty, no charge against their
honesty was brought against them. There is one
point with wbicb no doubt the IndianDepartment are aware,
and it is worth considering when speaking of Indians, and
tha t is as to their physical condition. It is a common com-
plaint that they cannot live upon the pork supplied, and it
is necessary they sbould bave fresh mest. There is
nothing that causes among them so much disease and suf.
fering as being compelled to eat salt meat, wbich, of course,
the Government are occasionally obliged to give them. I
speak, of course, under correction by members who are
more familiar with the subject than I am, but I know the
Indians can hardly be induced to eat salt meat, although
they generally receive it of very good quality. With
respect to the charge of the bon. member for South
Brant (Mr. Paterson) as to the quality of the
flour, I think the evidence he laid before the House
afforded a sufficient refutation of the charge he made.
At any rate the evidence he brought in support of his
charges as to the quality of the flour,,wa no stronger than
that adduced in the opposite direction. I pressed him to
read Mr. Wadsworth's statements, because Mr. Wadsworth
is a gentleman who is well known to manv members of this
House from the Province of Ontario as a man upon whose
word the most implicit confidence can be put, a man well
acquainted with the matters with which he bas to deal, and
one in whose integrity every man who knows him will
place entire confidence. I think, that in dealing with
Indiars hereafler, the great trouble will be to feed them
just emactly in that proportion which will stimulate them
to work, and, at the same time, will be sufficient to keep
them from suffering from want of food. I may have
expressed myself clumsily, but I think hon. gentlemen
understand the difficulty, and that it is in endeavoring to
bit that happy medium that the Indian officials have failed
and bave not supplied them as far as they ought. That is
a difficulty to which, I have no doubt, the <Government will
pay every attention.

Mr. FAIRBANK. I do not rise for the purpose of pro-
longing the debate, which bas already been amply handled
on this side of the House, but I rise to call attention to a
very improper remark made by an hon, gentleman oppo-
site. He bas spoken in reference to the Rev. Mr. Robert-
son, a gentleman witb whom I happen to bave a slight
aequaintance, having met him in the disèbarge of bis duties
in that country, having listened to his preaching, and
knowing him very well by reputation. When an hon.
member in this louse stands up in his place and makes a
remark like this: * I know something of the Rev. Mr.
Robertson which I am not going tosrefer to here," I submit
that that gentleman bas either said too much or not
enough.

ir.O'Bamm.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I regret, Sir, that the
statements which bave been made se specifically upon this
side of the House have not met with the reply fron the
Government which was te be expected, from the serious-
ness of their character. We cannot, under the circum-
stances as they have been submitted to this House te-

) night, but say that, whether the general denial that one
or two gentlemen have made covers the case or net to the
satisfaction of hon. gentlemen opposite, there must be
left in the country a considerable amount of misgiving as
te the management of Indian affaira in the North-
West. The bon. member for South Leeds (Mr. Ferguson)
said he was prepared to defend the character of the
Indian women with reference te the charges which
have been made against them on this occasion, and
have frequently, before now, been made with reference
te them in the House. Unfortunately, I do net think that
the case lies in that direction, as much as in the necessity
for defending the Indian officials in the North-West, and
not only the Indian officials, but the North-West Mounted
Police, in reference te whom the reports of the Department
submitted te this louse, too closely bear out the state-
menta whichb have been made as te their immorality
and their treatment of the Indian women. We bave bad
some representations by the same gentleman as te the
character of the food supplies, and, particularly, speaking
from his own observations, of the flour supplies of 1883.
But the bon. gentleman will recollect that the Department
itself has practically given a contradiction te any statements
ofthe character that h bas submitted here to-night, from the
fact that tbey made a very decided reduction in the
amount of the bill of I. G. Baker & Co., who hnd the
contract for those -supplies. I think we bave had a suffi-
oient number of denials of similarly specific charges against
the Government te make us perfectly satisfled that when they
find no other means open for successful defence, a general
denial is their resort. We know that hon, gentlemen oppo.
site denied the sale of a particular railway charter, when at
the same time there was plain proof of its sale. We know
besides that there was a denial in this fouse that the rebel
Riel had been paid te leave this country, when it was known
on the statement of Arehbishop Taché that sncb was the
fact. We know, too, that there were denials that there were
grievances in the North-West, at the same time that a com-
mission was on its way from the Province of Ontario te
settle these grievances, and that, as a result, in the neigh-
borhood of 2,000 of the claims that were being preferred
against the Government were pratically settled by that
commission. Now, I propose for a moment or two te
examine the accounts which have already been referred te
some extent by some of the speakers who have preceded
me on this aide of the House. But before doing se, I would
say that in the neighboring country they bave had difficult-
ies similar te those in this country. While these difficulties
existed there, we took pride in the reflection that in Canada
the Indians bad until recently been se well treated, that
under no circumstances had they been forced into an
uprising such as bad been of frequent occurrence in
the country te the south of us. Unfortunately we are
net able te claim credit for the existence of such
a state of affaira any longer. It is still more unfortunate
that while in the neighboring country the Indian was the
prey of the frontiersman and the cattle-driver, in Canada he
bas been the prey of the Government of the day. Large
appropriations have been made during the past five or six
years; large enough certainly to have justified the expecta-
tien that the 21,000 or 22,000 Indians who are under treaty,
living on their reserves in the North-West, would bave
remained reasonably satisfied. We know that the Indian
nature is one of childlike contentment with its surroundings
se long as he is fairly treated. The misfortune in our case
was that the question was not, apparently, how many
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Indians which have been supported by the génerous pro-
vision made by thie House, but how many white people
could be supported out of that appropriation. It is clear
that such a policy, based on such a proposition as that,
must neoessarily be a failure, and I will proceed to show
why, in my opinion, the policy that has been pursued by
the Government, with the appropriation that this House
bas made, has so lamentably failid. We find that the
average Indian population from 1880 to 1885 was 20,384.
And I may say that that includes the Sioux, who, contrary
to the statement made on the other side of the House, are
in receipt of some provision towards their sustenance.
During these years the expenditure on the Indian population
in Manitoba and the North-West has increaed from
$621,057, in 1880, to $1,008,930, in 1885. During those five
years the total expenditure has been 85,509,441, or an
average of $à 18,240 a year. This sum will average $46 a
head for all the mon, women and children on the reserves in
Manitoba and the Territories, or $230 per family of five
persons. But assuming, what I do not think the accounts
will bear out, that the nomadic Indians in the Territories
are participating to any great extent in the provision made
by this House, 1 still find, taking the average of the years
from 1880 to 1885, that of the 35,000 Indians in Manitoba
and the Territories, according to the report of the
Inspector-General of Indian Affaire, that amount of
money would furnish them with $26.50 a head, or
$132.50 for each family. I hold that that ought to
have been enough. I hold that had justice been done,
and had the administration of our Indian affairs in tbat
country Ixen such as this Parliament and the country
expected, the uprising which disgraced our country and
brought shame and misfortune and loss of life for many,
would not have marked the past year in our history.
Basing my calculation on the amount divided among the
22,000 Indians who are residents on reservee, I hold that
there are many families living in Canada, to-day, who have
scarcely as good provisions made for their sustenance as
those Indians have had. There are many white people
supporting families in Canada, who are not able to calculate
on more thn 8230 a year for a family of five, throwing in
what is practically to the Indian house rent and many other
conveniences. If that is the case where, as the hon.
member for West Huron has said, everything of reasonable
necessity is correspondingly cheap, it must be that his
charge, which to this moment stands uncontradicted, that
there was mismanagement and misappropriation of the
public funds, and that many of the charges made in the
publie press against those having the administration of
affairs 'n that country are proved. Now, Sir, it will be
observed that while the provision for the Indians in the
North-West has rapidly increased from 1880, the number of
Indians in that country is reported to be the same, and it is
a peculiaritw that must strike every man who has
examined üüe circumstances of the case with any closeness
whatever, that with the increased appropriation has grown
the discontent. We know that six or seven years ago the
Indian population was reported to be not only contented,
but comfortable. It is true, their changed circumstances
are attributable, to some extent, to the fact that the buffalo
is becoming rapidly extinot; but, on the other hand,
there is an increase in the expenditure of about $400,000 to
represent all that should have arisen of a necesitous
character in their altered circumstances. Now, I pro-
Vose to show, by a few extracts from the departmental

iports that while this House assumed that it was mak-
ag ample provision for all the requirements of the

Indians, there had been leakages of a most serious character,
and that what we have voted has by no means gone in the
direction contemplated. I find, Sir, what will strike this
House and the country with a good deal of surprise, as
it does me, that from 1882 to 18ob, four years, there

was expended on implements, for the use of the Indians,
under the seven treaties in Manitoba and the North-West,
$92,346; for tools, 821,820; for wages to farm laborers on
the twenty-six Indian farms, 8159,634; for farm main-
tenance, which includes supplies for these farms, 8130,625 ;
or in these years a total of $404,427 for these four items.
Now, while that is the case, I find that in those years the
cultivatea area of land in Manitoba and the North-West
was as follows :-In 1880, 3,953 acres; in 1881, 3,393; in
1882, 4,490: in 1883, 6,636; in 1884, 8,800; and in 1885,
5,978; or a total area of cultivated land in those years of
33,248 acres, and the expenditure on these four items
is equal to $1,338.50 a year for every 100-acre farm
that was cultivated. Now, Sir, I can appeal to any
man who can diseuss a matter of this kind practically
from any experience, no matter how limited, and ho
will agree with me that the fact of expending $1,338 under
such circumrstances on every 100 acres, certainly
bears on its face evidence of extravagant management.
But, Sir, in those six years I find thatwe raised of wheat, on
the twenty-six Indian farms, in the North-West and on
the reserves, which practically embrace all the agricultural-
operations that are undertaken there, 48,600 bushels; of
oats, 21,500 bushels; of peas, 3,500 bushels; of barley, 82,000
bushelse; of potatoes, 289,000 bushels ; while at the same
time we paid for grain and seeds in 18d1, $14,067 ; in 1882,
$22,957; in 1883, $13,620 ; in 1884, $10,786; in 1885,
$24,443; or a total of $85,763. I believe this amount
expended for grain and seede is larger than the entire
product these farms yielded. Wherever a leakage like
that has occurred, it is manifest there must be some-
where or other mismanagement, whether on the part of the
Indian farm instructors, Indian agents, Indian Inspectors or
the Superintendant General, I leave the iHouse to decide.
In the samee year, and I have already given some insight as
to the quantity of implements that are used on these farine,
-in the same year of 1881 of a total of 15,819 implements
used on these farms, 4,040 were hoes, 170 ploughs, 120
harrows, thirty-five tool chests which cost $30 each, and
thirteen whieh cost $100 each. In the meantime we had
spent 8114,168, aq J have said, on implements and tools
between then and 1885, and ibcreased our stock of imple.
ments and tools from 15,819 to 22,114, in which there
were 410 waggons, thirty-one fanning mills, forty-seven
threshing machines, 566 harrows, and 772 ploughu.
But, at the same time, it will be manifest, with suoh a vast
expense as is indicated here, an expense larger, I venture
to say, than that on the same number of hundred acres any-
where in Ontario where farming is similarly conducted-
where it is solely confined to grain farming-it will not be
found there has been an equal expenditure for farming imple-
ments within the same year. But the price paid for these is
an incidental circumstance, and will, to some extent, be a
guide to the reason why the expenditure is as large as it is. I
find that the ploughs which were purchased in 1885, as is
indicated by the report of the Auditor General, numbered
124, at an average of $25 ; breaking ploughs, 70, average
831; waggons, 33, at an average of $63; hohes, 1,341, at 79
cents; mowers, 3, at $101; reapers, 6, at $143; axes, 1,015,
at 81.40; tool chests 12, at $81 each-indicating clearly to my
mind that the large expenditure indicates the fact that very
liberal prices were allowed, and that somebody was making
a very satisfactory return out of the appropriation for these
Indian supplies. And these facts, divulged by the reporte of
the Department of Indian Affaira, leads me to the con-
vicLion that the Indian, while he may be child-like in
his disposition, as we have been led to believe by the
books, lias characteristics that enable him readily to detect
an act of unfairness towards him. No matter what may
have been the experience of hon. gentlemen, necessarily
that experience must be limited, because, as I understand
thoir explanation, it was oonfined to a visit in each cee
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that extended only over a few months, and then when other, their strict observance of law and order, would reftect eredit on
pressing duties of an entirely different character must the most iviIised commnnity."
have engaged their attention largely; and surely they And the report continues that the utmost consideration was
would not assume that they are in the position of an official shown by the Mounted Police at that tine, even to dividing
of the Department, as to their capacity of judging the con-their rations with the Indians. In theReport of the Mounted
dition of the Indian population. I have already shown Police for 1881, there is aloo evidence of a siniiar kind.
that, as far at least as the Indian supplies are concerned, The Gmmissioner of the North-West Kounted Police that
we have furnished the Indians with a lavish hand. I year expressed his apprehensioui of disturbance and hie fear
believe, also, that if a proper supervision had been exercised of starvation existiug among the Idians by renson of the
over the distribution of supplies to the Indians, if the Indian change in their condition. The Com rmissioner also reports:
agent had exercised over them that control whieh would have 111 foresaw that if no &id wa3 accorded them, they wonld starve and
made them feel their responsibility to the flouse and to the in a starving condition might have attemptel to commit depredations."
country, much more would have been got ont of that And further:
$OOoo a year, which this flouse generously appropriated "I1would cail yonr attention to the tact that, in a letter of the 20th
towards furnishing the Indians with food. In 1881, I find of May lut, 1 inpressed on the Governmen t the necessity of the Indiens
among other things, on looking through the reports for a being well received in the north, also the fuilment of ail treaty
number of years past, that the tirst direct instance of fraudsobligations. * The treatment the Indiana receive partionlarly on
in the supplies lurnished for distribution to the Indians arrivai should be kind."
occurred in 1881, and in that year, among other frauds that And, as if giving a warning of what would follow a contrary
are reported by Indian inspectors was one in the supply of course ot conduet towards the Indiaus, he says:
tobacco. It was reported as being in almost every case bad, IlThey are quiet and law-abi4ing as a whole, and ne fear neod b.
and one agent reports that his supply was largly composedaa
of pulverised coal, brick-dust, and refuse. In fact, it appears, .ustly towards them."
from his expressive language, doubtful whether it was the Mr. Simpson, who is on the ludian survey party, States in
tobacco or tie coal-dust that was adulterated. All the reports the yenr 1884 that he found Ohief Aexis' camp, and he and
of one or two subsequent years abound in complaints of his indians were in a very destitute condition and almo3t
this kind, but it seems a peculiar circumstance that the naked. Besîdes this, there are a number of reporte frota
reports of the later years do not furnish as much evidence Inspector Mcîtae fron the Batt1eford agency with whicb I
on the surface of the discontent indicated by statements such will fot trouble the flouse, but which beur out th n
as that which I have just read. Whether it is that the tion of the hon. member for West Huron, and E think that
Indian inspectors became more convinced, as the years 1 has been amply proved. Lt has not bean disproved, at ai
rolled on, of the desires of those who were in authority over events, that the Indians have been in a starving condition,
them, either at Regina or elsewhere, and knew it was more and therefore the charge m %de by the mover of this resolu-
satisfactory that everything should be reported correct, tion is in every respect borne out. Soeing that these state-
whether so or not, I am not prepared to say. There is very monts have fot been controverted, 1 will refrain from u3ing
little reference in the departmental reports of tlat year, to mnch of the evidence which it wns my intention to Sabrait in
the supply of four, which was, by the medical gentleman support of this proposition. But 1 will ask the attention of
to whom the question was referrel, reported in 1883, as the fouse to the fact that, while mach doubt has been
being productive of disease and death among the Indians w attempted to be thrown on the statement of the Rev.
whom it was issued. It is not necessary, however, to con- àîr. Robertson, the superintendent of Presbyterian Missions
fine ourselves to the records of tho Department of Indian in the North-West, and while the statenent of the Rev. Mr.
Affairs, during those years. I fiad that, in the earlier years, McDaugalllas been quostionod, ani whilo the Dapartment
the reports of the North-West hIounted Police also furnished has stated to us to-night, by the mouth of the leader of the
evidence that the Indians were suffering and starving, as a fouse, that they examined into the charges which he made
result of the policy of the Department, In the year 1880,Oom- in reference to the conduct of the white settiers in the neigh-
missioner Irviîe reports that since the disappearnnce of the borhoi of the reserves, thare ha e no auswer whatever
butfalo the Indian situation had assumed a different aspect: to the very grave charges that were made by Mr. Jackson

" As long as buffalo lasted the Indian was self-supporting, indepen- in his place as a mem ber of the North. West Council, and
dent and contented. Naw, however, lie is in a very different position; ;sbseqently at a meeting in his honor held at Qu'Appelle.
his only means of support is virtually gone, and he has to depend on the 1 think the charges there made are of the gravesi kind, and
Government for assistance, but forced in so doing to remain about the until they are more successfuly controverted than by any
police posta. This population will, irrespective of the aid received from
Goverment, be a starvmng one."

Then, again, Superintendent Walsh reports in the same year language of the resolution ncved by the hon. member for
that: West Huron. But I find that even the Mail furnishes reson-

" The horses that died from sou vy and carcasses of horses that died ably strong evidence that the destitution which has been
daring the autumnu and early winter were gathered up and eaten." referred te did exist. From a letter dated.fLamilton, lath Jan-
1 ask the attention of the hon. member for Muskoka (Mr. uary, and signedIlWesterner,' which appeared in the Mail
O'Brien), whose statements, confined to his own observa- of the succeeding day, I make this extract:
tion, I would not for a moment attempt to dispute, to a The position ofthe Indian at preent, as you we Ilaid the othertion 1 oul notfora mmentattmptto dspue, o aday, criticai. *l * To say that these poor creaturesa have no gne-
statement snob as this, showing clearly that the officiais have vances is absurd. But few who have not been among then realise the
reported that muchi more serious destitution existed than hardships they are ferced te coatend vith. By way of illustration I
was indicated by merely a few old weather-be'en men and may refer te an incilent which occnrred during my stay tabout sizty miles east of Oalgary. t was after the trouble wus pretty
women gathering around the camp when he was on active weîî settled, when anold Or.. chiot came inte camp, bringing a sample
service in the North-West. 1 am perieutly satisfied that he of fleur which he had reoeived from the.Indian agent. Polnting te a
bas stated the case honestly, as far as his observation has heap ofashes on the ground, aud thon to the fîmr in hie band, ho pve

gonc, bat it i Il be apparnt to the Home thtiso ra.'e underatand that the fleur resembled more tiea moulderiagembers
gone, but it will be apparent to the use that his oppor than that for which it waintende; and cold not bt think that he
nities muet have been limited, and, extending over only a wu but littie wroug in us judgnent. At once it ocurred te me that

few~~~~~~~~~~~ mot1 i ii uthv eylueifunei the so-called flur was nothing but the waste frein a gristtmanl floor."1few months, his visit maust have very little influence in the
direction of contradicting the very positive statements made Snch is the evidence furnished hy that correspondence.
by Superintendent Walsh. dir. Walsh proceeds to say: The hon. gentleman may recolleet that the very Sane

" The conduct of these starving and destitute people, their patient paper stated that the Indiana had suffered from destitution,
endurance, their sympathy and the extent W whiolthey assisted each andthat ôome had even diod of etarvîtion. Now, Sir, it

s r t ond l a tih(a mvideinext v
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must not be forgotten-and if this flouse forgets the
country will not-that many of these gentlemen who
occupy positions in the North-West, were practically nomi-
nees of the gentleman who, in the vote that is about to
be given, are themselves partially responsible for these
appointments. I suppose there is no gentleman opposite
who has not bad, on some occasion, to intercede for some
of those officials who are now practically on their trial. I
think the Government ought to have exercised more than
ordinary care for these wards of ours, who are so entirely
dependent upon us. And under these circumstances, and in
view of all the facts 1 have stated, I hold it is clearly proved
that the Government has been culpably negligent in their
treatment of the Indians in the North West.

Mr. CHARLTON. I merely rise to call attention to a
charge made by the hon. gentleman for Leeds, (Mr. Fer-
guson) against a very respectable and highly esteemed
clergyman of the Presbyterian Church. Il these insinua-
tions made by the hon. gentleman meant anything, he
should have gone further, for, as the hon. member for Lamb-
ton says, either ho said too much or too little. I think it is
due to the Rev. Mr. Robertson, and due to this louse, that
the hon. member for Leeds should specify what the charges
are that he insinuated against that gentleman. There is one
feature of that gentleman's character that, I presume, would
not commend itself to the hon. member for Leeds. He is.
I believe, a Liberal, and has been for many years. Sir, the
Rev. Mr. Robertson is a gentleman of the highest respecta-
bility. I have known him for over twenty years, have
known him intimateiy. His position in the church is a high
one, he las for many years been in charge of the Presbyte-
rian Missions in the North-West, and in discharging those
duties ho has proved himself to be an efficient and an able
man. It is to be regretted that such insinuations should
be made against that gentleman, insinuations that leave us
to imagine almost anything we please with regard to him.
I claim on behalf of the reverend gentleman that is due to
this House, to him, and to the country that we should know1
what the charges are against him ; whatever the charge
may be, let the hon. member from Leeds teil us what it is.1

Mr. WATSON. I would not have spoken at this houri
were it not for an insinuation that has been made on the1
other side of the House by the member for Leeds andi
Grenville (Mr. Ferguson) against the Rev. James Robertson,1
and also the insinuation made by the Minister of Public
Works in reference to the Rev. John MeD sugall. Now, I
consider that If there are two gentlemen in the North West1
who have rendered a service to this country in civilising1
the Indians, it is those two gentlem!n. I was surprised toE
hear hon, gentlemen opposite slander them to-night. The1
Rev. Mr. Robertson I have known for the last ton years,1
and ho is a man who is above reproach. He didf
not go to the North-West on the same mission as did the
bon. member for Leeds, who has been slandering him; he
did not go to the North-West for the purpose of havingr
bond fide settlers' atents cancelled by his Government
influence; but the Rev. Mr. Robertson went to the North-
West for the purpose of doing tod Vo the white settlers
and the Indians. As to the Rev. Mr. McDougall, thet
Government were glad to recognise his valuable services
during the troubles of lat spring. fie went amongst
the Indians where the volunteers were afraid to go.
He guided the volunteers from Calgary to Edmonton
during the rebellion last spring, and I was surprised to
hear the Minister of Public Works say that the Rev. John
McDougall had made statements which ho could not back up.
I believe that gentleman has never made a statement that
has reflected on the actions of the agents, that was not true;
and I feel satisfied anything he bas ever stated or wrote toE
thepress, ias been in the boat interest of the North-West.E

9e
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The Minister of Public Works also referred to the Pirst
Minister's pet, Mr. Dewdney, and said that ho was always
welcomed by the Indians whorever ho went. Now, such is
not the case. 1 believe there are gentlemen in this House
who were present at an interview between Piapot and Lieu-
tent-Governor Dewdney, when Piapot, in council, told that
gentleman to bis face that ho was a liar and a thief. Now,
if hon. gentlemen opposite call that reception a welcome
reception, I fail to appreciate their judgment. There bas
been another reference made to the Chief Long Lodge.
Now, I will repeat a statement made to me by a gentleman
who was present at an interview betwoen Mr. Dewdney
and Long Lodge, at Qu'Appelle, some three years ago. Long
Lodge visited Mr. Dewdney for the purpose of get-
ting food for bis family. tie was fed at that time
on what was well known as rotten pork. A contract
was made for 45 tons of rotten pork. It is reported that
pork was bought in Chicago for li cent a lb, and sold to
this Government for 19 cents; also that the Governor
shared in the profits of the contract, but of this I know
nothing. When Long Lodga went to get food for his family
ho stated to the Governor that one of his children bad died
the day before from starvation, and another was at the 1 oint
of death, and unlesa ho got fresh meat for his family ho was
af'raid they would ail die. He was a good Indian, an Indian
who, a few years before, was in good cir-cumstan os, who
had his ponies, his ammunition and game, and everything
an Indian wanted on the plains. He was gonerous to ail
travellers whom ho met, and was highly spoken of b3 te
Mounted Police. Ho had accepted a treaty about two years
befo-e, and was compelled to go on his roserve, and we must
ai remember that an Indian placed on a reserve is something
like a man in prison-he is not aceustomed to it-that
Indian was reduced to starvation by accepting a treaty from
the Government, which was never carried out in good
faith, and ho went to the Lieutenant-Governor to ask
for food to keep himself and family from starvation.
And what was the reply ? The reply was. "You have got
to eat that pork or die." That was the reply of this great
and good man, Governor Dewdney, who always treated the
Indians kindly, and that same chief, Long Lodge, and three
of bis family did die shortly afterwards. They did not
roceive any other food. His reply to Mr. Dowdney was
that ho might as well foed his family on the poison with
which they poisoned wolves as to feed them on that rotten
pork. I fully endorse the statements that have been made
by hon. gentlemen on this aide of the House, and which
have not yet teen answered. I observed some hon. mem-
bers taking notes, and 1 expected to heai thom reply ; but
I suppose the charges and facts were such that they con-
sidered the best course to pursue was to leave them alone.
I bolieve the charges are unanswerable, and cannot be suf-
ficiently contradicted; and, feeling that such is the case, I
shall support the amendment.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. 1rise to a personal expia-
nation. An hon. gentleman alluied to what I said with
respect to Rev. Mr. McDougall. What 1 said, and what I
ntended to say, was this, that Mr. MeDougali hal made
certain general charges, that when ho was Vailed upon to
substantiate them and particularise them ho was not ready
to do so, and the investigation is going on.

flouse divided on the amendment of Mr. Cameron, Huron:

YiS:

Messieura

Allen,
Amyot,
Armstrong,
Auger,
ain (Wentworth),

Béchard,
Bergeron,

Dupont,
Edgar,
Fairbank,
Fîisher,
fleming,
Forbes,
Gaudet,

Langelier,
Laurier,
Lister,
M eUraney,
Mlnty re,
McMu len,
Mills,
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Mitchell,
Paterson (Brait),
Platt,
Ray,
Rinfret,
Robertson (Shelburne),
8criver,
8omerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Springer,
Trow,
Vail,
Watson,
Wilson.-65.

NAYS:

Messieurs

Allison, Fortin, Orton,
Bain (Soulanges), Foster, Onimet,
Baker (Missisquoi), Gault, Paint,
Baker (Victoria), Girouard, Patterson (Esser),
Barker, Gordon, Pinsonneault,
Barnard, Grandbois, Pope,
Beaty, Guillet, Pruyn,
Bell, flackett, Reid,
Benoit, Haggart, Riopel,
Bergin, Hall, Robertson (Hamilton),
Billy, Hay, Robertson (Hastings),
Blondeau, Hesson, Ross,
Bowell, Hickey, Scott,
Bryson, Hilliard, Shakespeare,
Burnham, Homer, Shanly,
Burne, Hurteau, 8mall,
Cameron (Inverness), Jamieson, Sproule,
Campbell (Victoria), Kilvert, Stairs,
Carlmg, Kinney, Taschereau,
Caron (Sir Adolphp), Kranz, Taylor,
Chapleau, Landry (Montmagny), Temple,
Cimon, Langevin (Sir Hector), Thompson(Antigonish),
Cochrane, Lesage, Townshend,
Colby, Macdonald (King's), Tupper,
Costigan, Mackintosh, Tyrwhitt,
Coughlîn, Macmaster, Valin,
Cuthbert, Macmillan (Middlesex), Vanasse,
Daly, McMillan (Vaudreuil), Wallace (Albert),
Dawson, McCallum, Wallace (York),
Desaulniers(St.Maurice)McCarthy Ward,
Dickinson, McDougald (Picton), White (Cardwell),
Dodd, McDougall (C. Breton), White (Hastings),
Dugasi McGreevy, White (Renfrew),
Dundas, McLelan, Wigle
Everett, McNeill, Wood (Brockville),
Farrow, Massue, Wood (Westmoreland),
Ferguson(Leeds & Gren)Montplaisir, Woodworth,
Ferguson (Welland), O'Brien, Wright.-114.

Amendment negatived.

Motion agreed to, and flouse
mittee.

resolved itself into Com-

Committee reported.

HALF-BREED CLAIRS.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) presented a detailed statement
respecting half-breed claims in the North-West.

Mr. LAURIER. Is this the report anticipated in the
issue of the AMail this morning ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). That is the report. I may say
to the hon. gentleman that a good many people have seen
proofs of it, it being a matter I brought down of my own
accord to the House without an order.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of the
House.

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 2 o'clock
a.m., Friday.

Sir JacTOR LANoEVIN,

Bernier, Geoffrion,
Blake, Gigault,
Bourassa, Gillmor,
Burpee, Glen,
Cameron (Huron), Guay,
Oameron (Middlesex), Guilbault,
Campbell (Renfrew), Gunn,
Cartwright(Sir Richard)Harley,

.asgrain, Holton,
Charlton, Ines,
Cockburn, Irvine,
Cook, Jackson,
Davies, King,
Desaulniers (Maskin'6), Kirk,
Desjardins, Landerkin,
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HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FamyA, 16th April, 1886.

The SPEAKa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

CHINESE IMMIGRATION.

Mr. CHAPLEAU moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 106) to amend an Act to restrict and regulate
Chinese Immigration into Canada. HIe said: It is
almost a repetition of the Act of last year with very
few additions, especially in the framing of the Bill,
so -as to render the working of it more practicable. The
few additions or alterations may be thus summarised:
The administration of the Act is put into the hands of the
Department of Customs, for the reason that in aLmost
every seaport or port of entry the officers of Cas-
toms will necessarily be the controllers of Chinese immi-
gration. The second feature of the alterations is an organ-
ised system of registration. Registration was provided
for last year, but it was rather left to the good-will of the
resident Chinese, at the time of the passing of the Act,
to register or not as they pleased ; and, therefore,
Chinese residing in Canada, not registered as such, might
have lost the privilege of claiming they were residents,
through not having their certificate of registration. By
this Bill the registration is made compulsory; and not only
citizens but all children, births, deatbs, and even departures
from the country,. must be registered, so as to enable the
Department to have always statistics of the number in the
Dominion. Besides that, there is also a little addition
assimilating conductors of trains, in which Chinese
immigrants might pass through Canada or might travel in
Canada, to masters of vessels, who were specially pointed
to in the legislation of last year. It is a repetition of the
Act of last year with these few alterations.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

ELECTORAL DISTRICTS OF VANCOUVER ISLAND.
Mr. BAKER (Victoria) moved for leave to introduce

Bill (No. 107) to amend the Act to readjust the representa-
tion in the House of Commons (35 Vie., chap. 13) as
affecting the electoral districts of Vancouver Island. fHe
said : When the Act was passed, in 1872, fourteen years ago,
certain provisions were made for the election of members
to reprosent the Province of British Columbia in this louse.
Sections 4 and 5 read as follows:-

" The electoral district of Victoria shall consist of those portions of
Vancouver Island known as ' Victoria district 1 'Esquimalt district ' and
' Metchosin district,' as defined in the oficial mape of those districts
which are in the Land Office, Victoria, and are designated respectively,
'Victoria district official map, 1858,' 'Esquimalt official map, 1858,'
and ' etchosin official map, A.D. 1858; and shall return two members.

" The electoral district of Vancouver shall consist of all the remainder
of Vancouver Island, and ail such islands adjacent thereto, as were
formerly dependencies of the late colony of Vancouver Island, and shall
return one member."

Until very recently there was great doubt as to whether the
islands off-lying the district of Victoria, which I have the
honor to represent, belonged to my district or to the dis-
trict of Vancouver. The islands are right off the coast line
of the electoral district of Victoria, and at the next election
there are persons there who will have to cast their votes
for a member to represent them in the House of Gommons.
Unless those islands are placed where they rightly belong,
in the district of Victoria, those persons will be compelled
to go to the electoral district of Vancouver to cast their
votes, according to a recent decision of the Department of
Justice. There are two isiands, one in the mouth of the
liarbor of Victoria and another in the mouth of the harbor
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of Esquimalt, upon which there are lighthouses, and there
are persons living there. Previously there was no reason
for bringing this matter under public notice, but now that
these islands are inhabited, and are likely to be more thickly
populated, the time has arrived when the ambiguity
which exists in my own mind and in the minds of the peo-
ple there, and especially in the minds of the revising
officers, should be set at rest. They should know whether
they belong to the electoral district of Victoria or to Van-
couver.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

ADULTERATION ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. COSTIGAN moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
108) to amend the Adulteration Act.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

WEIGHTS AND MEASURES ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. COSTIGAN moved that the House resolve iteelf into
Committee of the Whole to consider the following resolu-
tion -

That it is expedient further to amend the "Weights and Meaures
Act of 1879," and to empower the Governor in Council to define what
weights, measures and weighing machines shall be admitted to veriß-
cation.

Mr. BLAKE. Explain.
Mr. COSTIGAN. The only change effected by this

resolution is to define what weights and measures shall be
verified, and what shall not. TheAct of 1879 gave the
Governor in Council power to make regulations in regard
to this matter, but doubts have since arisen, and this is
intended to remove those doubte.

Mr. McMULLEN. Is it intended that the Governor in
Council shall decide what manufacturers shall be compelled
to have their weights verified, and what shall not ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. That power has been exercised by the
Department ever since the Act of 1879, but it is a question
whether the Department had the power, and this is intended
to remove the doubt.

Motion agreed to, and the House resolved itself into Com-
mittee.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. BLAKE. I can hardly conceive that the Minister

understood the question of my hon. friend, otherwise he
would not have given it an affirmative answer. My hon.
friend enquired whether it was the intention to empower
the Governor in Council to prescribe to manufacturers what
machines of weight and measure should be admitted to
verification.-

Mr. COSTIGAN. The power that has been exercised
up to the present time is to define what weights and
measures shall be deemed fit for public use.

Mr. BLAKE. Would the hon. gentleman state what
has been done in countries where there bas been legisla-
tion of this decription-whether the regulations have been
made by the Governor in Council, or by the Legislative
body ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. I have not looked into this question. I
have simply been advised that there is room for doubt,
under the Act as it now stands, as to whether this power is
really given to the Governor in Counoil.

Mr. BLAKE. Who has raised the doubts?
Mr. COSTIGAN. The attention of the Department was

called to the fact that there was a doubt.
Mr. BLAKE. Have Orders in Council been passed as a

matter of lact, defining the classes of weights and measures

for classification ? And is it proposed at present to make
any change in the classification ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. No; of course, it simply legalises the
Order in Council.

Mr. MoMULLEN. This matter undoubtedly affects all
classes of business men in the country, and those who wili
be under the necessity of purchasing weights and measures ;
and if the Government intend to take to themselves this
power, it ought to be explicitly defined.

Mr. BLAKE. I would like to know what Orders in
Council have been passed under the authority of this Act,
and how far the hon. gentleman has undertaken, under the
authority of this Act, to go beyond the defining of the
materials and the proportions of weights and measures to
be admitted to verifloation.

Kr. COSTIGAN. So far as Orders in Council are con-
cerned, I do not think this would change the Act or give
any greater powers than we already have. The Governor
in Council has the·power to define the dimensions and pro-
portions of weights and measures, and the material of
which they may be made, and those that are not of such
material and such dimensions shall not be certified. For
instance, a manufacturer will send to us samples of balances
or scales that he makes, and these are tested by the
Inspector of Standards. No complaints have been received
as to the working of the Order iu Council.

Mr, BLAKE. The meaning of the hon. gentleman's pro-
posal is this : that he wants to superadd a r egative to an
affirmative, and I do not believe it is at all necessary. If I
rightly understand the effect of the whole law, it is that
unverified weights, balances and weighing machines are not
lawful to be sold or used. Verification is essential to their
lawful sale and use to-day. The law provides that the
Governor in Council may make regulations for the mater-
ials and proportions, and so forth, of the machines which
may be verified, and unless a particular machine, weight or
balance complies with those regulations, it cannot be veri-
fied, and being unverified it cannot be sold or used. So
that negative exists now; but what the hon. gentleman pro-
poses in the motion is that the Governor in Council shall
be empowered to define what weights, measures and
machines shall be admitted to verification, not what shall
not be admitted, which is quite unnecessary, because if
none can be sold except those admitted to verification by
the Governor in Council he has at present sufficient power
to declare what shall be admitted to verification, and you
want no more power. The trouble is the different form of
words used in the proposal and in the Act, for, while the
Act speaks of proportions and materials, it is now proposed
that the Governor in Council shalil have authority to declare
the specific machines which shall be admitted to verifica-
tion. The hon. gentleman has not made good his proposi-
tion.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The section I propose to add to the
Act cannot do any harm. If this resolution is allowed
to pass I will simply introduce the Bill, and before the next
stage I will consider the suggestions made by the hon. gen-
tleman, and if the section is not necessary I will not press

Resolution concurred in and reported.
Mr. COSTIGAN introduced Bill (No. 109)

amend the Weights and Measures Act, 1879.
to further

THIE BASTER IOLIDAYS.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the Orders of the Day are called, I
wish to ask what arrangements the Government propose to
make in regard to the Iater adjournment ?
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Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The intention of the Gov-
ernment is-and it appears to be the desire of the House
to have as short a Session as possible-to ask the House to
adjourn on Thursday evening until Tuesday at 3 o'clock.

Mr. VAIL. I hope the Government will arrange so that
the House will meet on Monday. We who live a long way
from Ottawa suffer great disadvantage by long adjourn-
monts. I see no reason why we should not meet on Mon-
day, as we did last year, and as it was done on several
similar occasions. It is very convenient for members
living within a few miles of the city to have adjournments,
but it is inconvenient for members from the Maritime
Provinces, and we seem to be sacrificed on every occasion.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Monday is a statutory holi-
day, and, of course, the Government thought that by ad.
journing on Thursday evening they would meet the wishes
of the louse and conform to the holidays that have been
fixed by law; that is to say, we adjourn over Friday and
Saturday and Sunday, of course, and Monday, which is a
holiday by law.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). I have no doubt this arrange.
ment will suit a majority of the members, but, at the same
time, I think the remarks that have fallen from the lips of
the hon. member for Digby (Mr. Vail) are very appro-
priate. If there is an adjournment until Tuesday only, it
will be utterly impossible for the members from the Mari-
time Provinces to visit their homes and return in time for
the sitting on Tuesday, as they will not be able to return
until Wednesday. Therefore, the Baster adjournment will
be of no advantage to them, but will simply leave them with
nothing to do for four or five days, while those who live
near here, and they are the majority, will no doubt be accom-
modated. Although we living in the Maritime Provinces
are in the minority, we ought to be thought of occasionally,
and, if possible, the same accommodation should be given
to those who live a few miles further away. Lot us all work
togother or all play together.

DOMINION LANDS ACT, 1883.

Mr. WHITE moved the second reading of Bill (No. 94)
further to amend the Dominion Lands Act, 1883.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

CAPE RACE LIGHTHOUSE TRANSFER.

Mr. FOSTER moved the second reading of Bill (No. 100)
respecting the transfer of the lighthouse at Cape Race,
Newfoundland, and its appurtenances, to the Dominion of
Canada.

Motion agreed to, Bill read second time, considered in
Committee and reported.

WAYS AND MEANS-CONCURRENCE.

House proceeded to consider resolutions reported from
Committee of Ways and Means:

Besolved, That it is expedient to provide that the following rates of
duty shall be assessed and collected on each of the articles here-
inafter named, and to repeal all Acts or parts of Acts now in force
in so far as they provide for assessing and collecting any different rates
of duty than the rates hereby provided, or which are inconsistent there-
with:-

Almonds, shelled, a specific dutf of 5 cents per pound.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does the hon. gentle-
man intend to make any alterations in any of those dutios
because, if so, it would be as well to state them belore di;:-
cussing the items in dotail.

Mr. BLAKE.

Mr. McLELAN. We are going to make some alterations
in Nos. 6 and 9; we propose to omit No. 16, and to make
some alterations in Nos. 32 and 33. These we propose to
allow to stand for the present and take up the others.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would suggest to the
hon. gentleman that, as each item comes up in detail separ-
ately, he would be good enough to inform us of the amount
of revenue he expects to receive, and of the reasons which
call in each particular instance for a change of duty.

Mr. MoLELAN. In introducing the Resolutions, I stated
in general terms the reasons for making the change from
ad valorem to specific duties, so far as it was possible to
amend them in that way, and these articles are of that
character. The duty on the article at present before the
House, almonds, can very well be made specific, and, I think,
without greatly increasing the amount we ordinarily receive
as duties on those articles. During the past year they have
declinoe in value very much, and the amount received from
them has been considerably less than hitherto.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would call the atten-
tion of the House to the fact that on this article apparently
the increase of duty would amount to about 60 per cent.
Now, the total amount of revenue from shelled almonds, it
is true, is not very large, but at the same time it is pre-
cisely one of those articles which enter pretty largely into
the consumption of households that are poor, and it does
appear to me that an additional 60 per cent., as it appears
to be from the amount we imported, is rather a large addi-
tion, considering that it brings very little revenue into the
Treasury, and will take a considerable deal more out of the
pockets of the consumers than the sum which is represented,
as the hon. gentleman knows. Apparently we receive a
matter of $2,400 or thereabouts under the duty as it stood
last year, and I understand that this change will raise the
duty to some 4,000 and odd hundred dollars, which is quite
60 per cent. additional.

Mr. BLAKE. The object must be to protect the indus-
try of shelling almonds, because I observe that there is
3 eents on the unshelled and ô on the shelled.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman probably knows,
if he bas bought them, that there is a difference in the
value of the two articlee.

Mr. BLAKE. Certainly, the shells are not worth as
much as the kernell.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes, we know that, and consequently
the duty on the unshelled is not as much as on the shelled.
Neither would it be under the ad valorem duty, because the
shelled would cost 30 cents and the unshejled 10 cents.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The Minister of Ou-
toms apparently puts 60 per cent. additional on the shelled
and 150 per cent on the unshelled.

Mr. BOWELL. No, no.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Well, that is appa-

rently the result from the Customs returns.
Mr. BOWELL, The hon. gentleman will bear in mind

that I was not discussing that point.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIG1HT. But that is the fact,

all the same, and the Minister of Customs does not dispute
the accuracy of the statement.

Mr. BLAKE. If the hon. gentleman pute 60 per cent.
on the shelled, and 150 per cent. on the unshelled, it still
verifies my observation that the hon. gentleman's tarif
must be to further protect the industry of shelling almonds.

Almonds, not shelled, and auts of all kinds, not elsewhere specified,
a specidc duty of 3 cents per pound.

Sir RICH ARD CARTWRIGHT. Under this, taking the
first cost, we receive about $1,300 on about 100,000 lbs. We
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raise the duty 1 cents, although I see it varies in a trifiing Mr. MoLELAN. I expeot a diminution, because there is
degree, according to the pice from which the almonds a proposition teetablish a manufactory on this Bide.
come. The amount, it is true, is small, but I again submit
to the hon. gentleman that all these duties do bear har dly nuatraobneshlonadivy lodleadty t&ILo te hn. entema tht al thse uti8 d berhadly Boxes, cases and writing desks, fancy and ornamental, and fncy1mauatures of bone, shell, born and rvory, also dolls and toys of al
on a considerable niimber of tmall honockeepers thkinds and materials, ornaments of alabaster, spar, terra cotta or compo-
the country. The hon, gentleman knowo perfect.ly WelIsition, statuettes, beade and-bead ornaments, 30 per cent, ad volorm.

that the persons who deal in these articles invariably in-
demnify themselves by adding considerably to the amount
put into the revenue. What the exact value of these un-
shelled almonds is it may not be easy to determine. I sup.
pose they are worth 5 or 6 cents per pound.

Mr. MoLELAN. Prom 5 to 7 cents.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think the hon. gen.

tleman is really laying a very heavy tax on these articles
of housekeeping-50 or 60 per cent. on articles which come
daily into general consumption, and largely among the
poorer classes of the community-perhaps more propor-
tionately than among the richer.

Mr. MoLELAN. They are more in the nature e a
luxury than an article of real necessity, and they may with-
out any great inconvenience yield us a slightly larger
revenue than they did last year. The hon. gentleman
knows that the duty is very much less in both of these
cases than the duty under the American tarif, The amount
collected in tho lnited States on this class of goods is be-
tween $3,OOO,00 and 84,000,000, and I think they start at
7j cents per pound, runLing down.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. An hon. gentleman
behind me suggests that this is interfering to the detriment
of an established industry in Canada, as people will not any
longer crack almonds with their teeth, and thereby you in-
jure the dentiste.

Baking powder, a specific duty of 6 cents per pound.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Will the hon. gentle-
man explain what the value per pound and the additional
duty may be?

Mr. McLELAN. The value of the better kinds ranges
from 20 cents to 27 cents per pound. There is a great
deal of adulterated powder which comes in at a small
price. The duty is, if anything, not quite so high as it
was upon the better kinds.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The duty was 20 per
cent. before.

Mr. McLELAN. Yes; and upon the adulterated kind it
will be considerably higher. It depends on the amount of
adulteration in it, and the price at which it is sold. But
there is no very great change in the duty on baking pow-
der that is fit for use.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What quantity was
imported ?

Mr. MoLELAN. 520,000 lbs. last year.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then the hon. gentle-
man adds 50 per cent. to the tax on baking powder.

Mr. MoLELAN. No. Something is added on the adul-
terated article, which was imported at a low price, but I
am informed that the average priee of pure baking powder,
or what is in general use, is about the same under thia specifie
duty as it was before.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. At present we get
820,000 on 500,000 Ibo., and this duty of 6 cents per pound
will yield $30,000.

Mr. MOLELAN. If it were all imported.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. You expect a diminu-

tion, then.

Mr. MoLELAN. This is for the purpose of simplifying
the tarif and bringing all these articles under one class.
Under the old tarif many of these articles were differently
rated and specified.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman
can, no doubt, give me some idea of the average amount of
increase, and aiso of the amount of duty collected, and the
total value of all the articles comprised in this clas.

Mr. MoLELAN. The value imported last year of these
articles was $152,000, and the duty collected $30,000. Itis
expected, of course, that there will be an increase in the
amount collected.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The increase would be
$15,000 on the same quantity.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes.
On blueing-Laundry blueing of all kinds, 26 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. MoLELAN. That is an increase of 5 per cent.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. le it for revenue or
protective purposes ?

Mr. MoLELAN. For protective. It is being largely
put up now in the Dominion. In Huil a large busine P i
done in preparing it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It appears this is rather
running protection to the ground. Articles of this kind are
in daily use by all classes of the population, but particularly
by a very deserving and industrious class, the washer-
women. It is rather hard, it is going rather low down, to
tax an article in general use by that industrious and not over-
paid portion of the community. Twenty per cent. ought to

e enough, in all conscience, to charge washerwomen, with-
out increasing the duty ô per cent. What amount may be
imported-a rough estimate?

Mr. MOLELAN. I am not able to say, but a consider-
able quantity is. 1 believe the duty will tend rather to
lessen the amount received.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes, this increase
makes it prohibitive.

Mr. MoLELAN. By having the home market coin-
pletely, the manufacturers will be able to produce at les
coet than when they had only a part of the market.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This includes simply
the article commonly in use by the washing women.

Mr. MoLELAN. Yes, button blue.
Mr. BOWELL, You may have to pay 10 cents more for

your washing.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If the hon. gentleman

is going to add a rider to his proposition, so as to increase
the wages of the washerwomen, there is a good deal to be
said in favor of it.

Mr. BOWELL. I am quite ready to second a motion of
the bon. gentleman to that effect.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. But I am not entitled to
increase the burdens of the people.

Feathers, ostrieh and vulture, undresed, 20 per sent. ad valoro.m
do do do dressed 30 per cent. ad valores.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGEHT. What was that before ?
Mr. McLELAN. It was 15 per cent. undressed and 26

per cent. dressed.

1886.



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 16,
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What amount of but this commodity is very largely used by-the poorer

revenue is expected from this increase ? classes, and consequently they are paying the largest portion
Mr. MoLELAN. About $5,000 or $6,000. of the duty, while the richer class escape in consequence of

the duty in connection with this article. I say that, in
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Apparently, we impor- regard to dried fruit, such as raisins and currants, which

ted last year about $200,000 worth of dressed feabers, on are used by the poorer classes, the duty should be ad
which the duty is to be raised 15 per cent. I do not think valorem and not specific, because, otherwise, you strike at the
that will at all diminish the consumption, as the ladies wili poorer classes and make it better for the richer classes.
have their feathers. The undressed feathers appear to bo a
small item; and I should compute the increase on dressed _rrants, dates, fgs, prunes and aIl other dried fruito not elsewhere
at about $10,000. specified, a specifle dty of 1 cent per pound.

Mr. MoLELAN. Fashions change very much. If there
be the same importation as last year, the increase will be
about 89,500. Some years feathers are up, and some yeaurs
they are down.

Fruit, dried, viz.: Raisins, a specifie duty of i cent per pound and
10 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. MoLELAN. Taking, first, the raisins, we imported
last year 7,762,000 lbs. and collected a duty of $70,691. If
the hon. gentleman will refer to the Trade Returns of 1882,
he will see that in that year we imported 7,041,000 lbs., on
which we received a duty of $109,325. We received on the
same quantity this year only 870,000, in consequence of
their great reduction in value. Assuming the same quan-
tities would be imported this year, the rate I have fixed
will bring the duty to 8113,000, $3,000 more than was
received in-1882. Tùe object will be to reach about the
same amount of duty that we collected in 1882 and 1883
upon these articles at their thon value under a 20 per cent.
tariff.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman
will see that in practice there is here an addition of about
50 per cent. of a duty. The duty last year amoanted to
about $70,000; now it will be $113,000. It is quite true
that there has been a drop in the value of raisins; but if,
as is not unlikely, the value of raisins should rise again,
thon the consumer will be saddled with a much heavier
duty than he had to pay in 1882. The hon.gentleman does
not propose to reduce the duty if the value of raisins gets
up, but ho puts it on because the value has been going
down.

Mr. MoLELAN. No; the difference will not be so much
if it goes up, because a part of the duty is specific, 1 cent
a pound, and the reason for putting on the ad valorem duty
is that there is a great difference in the value of raisins.

Mr. MOMULLEN. This ad valorem duty on raisins is a
very unjust imposition. It strikes directly at the poorer
classes.

1f- nnwo.11.iT.T r4 - ,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This is not very easy
to trace. The hon. gentleman had better give us the sum
total of the whole.

Mr. MoLELAN. The duty collected in 1835 was 863,145,
and it is expected that from this source we will get from
#75,000 to *80,000. These are very mach of the same
value, and, therefore, there is not the same variation in
regard to value as there is in raisins. This duty is left
wholly specifi, because it is simpler.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is true of some,
but not of all.

Mr. MoLEL&AN. Very nearly of all.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. PracLically speaking,
and speaking at the present moment, taking, for instance,
such an article as currants, I find that 5,000,000 lbs.
of currants were imported last year, which paid $35,000. It
is quite clear that here also the actual duty will be raised
50 per cent under the operation of the present tariff, as
compared with that of last year. It may be, and no doubt
is, the case that, a few years ago, these articles were
dearer, and that tis will bring them back, as far as the
revenue is concerned, to about the same position ; but, at
the same time, it is an addition of 50 per cent. on articles
entering into general consumption.

Mr. McMULLEN. My remarks in regard to raisins hold
good in regard to currants. When they are a season or two
old, they drop very much in price. For instance, the car-
rants of the season of 1883-84 will sell for less than those of
the season of 1885-86. The fresh fruit always brings the
highest price. You place a cent a pound on the currants
which are sold to the poorer classes, while the fresh fruit
will be sold to those who are able to pay the higher price,
and that will have only a cent a pound duty on it also.
This fruit is imported and largely sold to the lower classes.
It is used by almost every family, and, by putting a specific
duty of 1 cent a pound on it, you strike at the poorer
classes and make them pay the largest share of the duty.

.Mr .D J U Vi .Nu. Itu is tue oier Y.Green fruit, viz.: Blackberries, gooseberries, raspberres and straw-
Mr. Mo MULLEN. Take a pound of raisins that oost àberries, a specific duty of 4 cents per pound, the weight of the package

cents, to that you add 1 cent a pound of specifie duty. to be included in the weight for duty.

Mr. BOWELL. You said ad valorem. Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am very sorry to see
Mr. Mo MULLEN. Thon you add 10 per cent. ad valorem that the hon. gentleman has been induced to impose this

to the duty on the pound of raisins. Take the case of a pound particular duty. It appears to me that this is very objec-
of raisins worth 20 cents. You only add 1 cent specific, tionable. It will do no practical good to any of our fruit
and 10 per cent. ad valorem. So the man who buys a pound growers, and it tends directly to deprive a large number of
of raisins at 5 cents will pay the 1 cent a pound.-and the our people, especially those living in cities and towns, of a
specific duty of 10 per cent., while the man who buys a natural and wholesome luxury, which it is not expedient to
pound of raisins at 20 cents will, in the same way, pay only interfere with. The amount of duty is very small; in fact,
1 cent a pound and 10 per cent. I think, as I am advised, that the trade in this fruit will be

altogether killed off, for people will not use it. I do not
Mr. BOWELL. That is oinly 3 cents. know precisely what the weight may be, but as the package
Mr. MoMULLEN. But the other isl 1 cents. in which the fruit is to be imported is included in the rate

The poor man pays 1½ cents on his 5 cent a for duty, I think from 6 cents to 8 cents per quart will be
pound raisins, and te rich man pays only 3 cents on his 20 levied on all those articles which are brought in. Unless I
cent a pound raisins. These gentlemen claim that they try am misinformed, the Americans bave amended their tariff,
to protect the poor man, but this is in the other direction. and allowed us to export those articles free. I think there
The specific duty on the article of raisins is wrong. If you is no duty on those goods imported into the States at
put on an ad valorem duty, everyone pays the same share, present.

Mr. MoLzLÂw,
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Mr. BOWELL. What? Green fruits? cent-it will not tax therm any more until thoy have fallen
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This class of fruits. I in.price on the other side very low. The two cents

think they removed the duty a little time ago. enables American growers to flood our market with berries,
to the disadvantage of our own growers, and I think it is

Mr. McLELAN. It may be so. but rigbt and fair to our own people that they should have
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am speaking under the benefit of our markets when their strawberries are

correction. I ask the Minister of Oustoms how that is? ripe.
My impression is that they did on a good many of these
articles. and snall fruit will not operate as a protection in any way

Mr. BOWELL. I amn not aware of that. I was under a i
the impression that their duty formerly was much higher other' eause, when our small fruits are ripe, those on the
than ours. side are fot imported. Our fruits are f resh from ourown growers, and are of better quality and sold at a lower

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That has not been rate. But before our fruits are ripe, strawberries and other
verified. small fruits fnom Maryland, Vinginia, and other Southern

Mr. BOWELL. No. States, reach our market before our fruits do. Now, the
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It would be as wellhon, gentleman proposes that the sick and invalid who

to see, because the statement was made, not only from the requiro a delicacy ofthF kind, beforo it is ripe in our own
Treasury benches, but I think it was embodied in one of our market, shoutd be taxed this exorbitant rate of 4 cents a
Acts of Parliament, that in cases where the Americanspound; and this fruit, bear in mmd, Mr. Speaker, being
removed the duty, we would follow suit. rought a long distance, generally arrives, a portion of it,

Mr. BOWELL. Yes, on special articles mentione i bad ord and unsalable, and the dty wil b
Mr. OWEL. Ys, n secia aricls metiued evicd upon the saleable anid unsalcable portions alike,

the resolution of the tariff. It stands on the Statute-book. and the portion of fruit that arrive in good order
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think the principle will bear a duty enormously eut of proportion to its value.

was intended to be a ganeral one. Lt is a vexatious duty. Thoant of revenue roalised
Mr. BOWELL. No. That resolution confines it to certain will ho very small. The benefit to our own growers will

articles, covering nearly all the articles which were formerly be nething. Lt makes ne diffence at ailte thom, because
admitted free under the old Reciprocity Treaty ; and the they centrol the market when their fruits are rcady. Lt is
power is given to the Governor in Council to put them a tax upon wcakiy people who dosiro to use oarly fruit, and
on the frte list, in case the Americans pass a similar law. chiefiy persons in delicate hcalth, invalids. I do not se.a

duty on the iist which is more objectionable than this duty.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I read the article as I cun secne reason that eau be ungod in favor of it, because

giving the Governor in Council pretty wide power. I aM it is nt benefiting our own grewers, but in enormoualy
inclined to think that the Minister will find that ho could increasing the cost of the early fruis brought f rom a dis.
give a large reduction of duty under it if he chose to exer- tance for classes of people who dosire a delicacy of that
cisc his power. However that by the way, what I really kind.
object to is this: That, as anybody can see, by looking at
the present Trade and Navigation Returns, the amount of Mr. iESSON. I do net sec the validity cf the argument
revenue that has been derived is small, the amount of of the hon. momber for Wellington, that tus k geing to
revenue that will be derived is very small, and, in point of b. a tax upon the poor man's fruit. I look upon that
fret, it will really amount to cutting off the great body of quaiity of fruit eut cf scason as being ene of thoso luxuries
consumers of fruits from any chance of obtaining these that gentlemen and wcaltby familios wish te have, and tbey
fruits a little earlier than they are grown in our own coun- ought te pay a duty fer it. Now, I think the bon. gentle-
try. That will be the practical result of it, and I think it is man who ha just taken his seat represents a county which,
an injurious step in legisiation. I do not believe it will abovo many others, 18 intcrested in the growth cf fruit.
give any sort of protection, because certain portions of the
States can furnish us with thsefruitsseveralweeks L o ae protection
vance cf the time at which it is possible for our own fruit Mr. HESSON. The county cf Norfolk produces a large
growers te, do it. Ail, ILhink, the hon, gentleman will makeoquantity of small fruit, and the growers must folt kenly,
by this wili b. te put an end te this trade, such as iL8,at imes, the competition f American fruit in our markot.
whimh is andoubtedly a usaful tnade-rveuy useful tiiour
people when they are just emerging fror a long winter. 1Satr. CHARLTON. They do net foo it at ail.
must say I regret that the hon, gentleman has been inctuced Mr. HESSON. Those smalt fruits are produced largely
te incorporate*thisin hisrtarifeq in gardons in the neighbrhood f large twns and cies,

Mr. MOLELAN. t bas been represented te me, and Iard we know that an immense numbr f people make a
believe, that the. growth cf strawbernies and otper fruit living by this industy. Their gardons being se produe.
bas become a very large industry in the west, and ifb tive, they get a large return from thor, and Iamtifid
reasonablypratected, the western strawberry fields will b n they are very much interferud with by Amrican fruit being
sufficient fer the. supply cfte whole Dominion. At present put into the market in competition with t heir own, aitbag
strawberries ripon on the otieraide cf the. lin. a week or i may be but a fow days earlier. Now, 1 arn satisfied that
se earlier than they do on this side, and they have been tii. importation cf early fruit, if only a few days in advance
sont in at 2 cents a quart, while they cost here 30 f our own, injuriously affcts fruit growers in L. wElgins,
cents a peund. The hon, gentleman will se. that thst ii a the Norflks, Welland and otherceunties. I know that
very 8mall percentage of duty, even lookijng at it in that the frontoi tewn and courities p dueo in abundance vory
ligit-when Lhey wene sent in bore cesting 25 eanly and gond apples, and there tL scarcely a coun y uta
and 30 cents a ponnd, and we cellecting only 2 cents Doinion that desnet now preluce these Ismall fruits.
a ponnd dnty. The duty will be 20 per cent, on They may be a few dys tor than A rican fruits, but, at
an brticle costing 20 cents, and sold be from the sameo ime,asthink that a protection isabsoiutely noces-
30 to 35 cents when the. fruit first cernes. Lt is sary for the growers of tmal fruits in Canada. t is not a
thought that ths will net stop the ea.y importation question cf obtainind a laroe revenue, i presume. The
ot fruit any me than if w.L placed it at 20 per 1duty wil floutwork asny injeury to those who want easly
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fruit, except, perbaps, in the case of invalids, to whom it
may be looked upon as a luxury. Well, I have no doubt
they will always find means of obtaining, even after they
are taxed. 4 cents a pound, fruits a few days earlier than
they are grown in Canada.

Mr. CHARLTON. I must deny the assertion of the
hon. gentleman that my own county and the counties
along lake Erie that are largely engaged in fruit growing,
require protection, for the reason that when their fruits
are ripe they control the market. Such a thing as the im.
portation of American small fruits, after our own straw-
berries are ripe, I never heard of, because we produce fruits
much cheaper than are produced on the other side, and of a
much better quality. The cost of transportation and the
damage to the fruit settles the question in favor of our
growers. No competition exists, and there is no necessity
for protection whatever, so far as our own growers are con-
cerned,and certainly as regards the counties on the shores of
Lake Erie, engaged in the industry are concerned, the
necessity of a duty as a protective measure is not felt. There
is no demand made for it, and it will be no benefit what-
ever, because our growers control the market as it is.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The importation of strawberries
into our market always takes place before our own berries
are ripe. To increase the duty will not enhance the price
of the strawberries we produce in this country, but it will
raise the price of strawberries used by those people who
desire them early, for whose use foreign berries are brought
in before our own are ready for market. When our berries
are ripe importation ceases. I think this increased duty is
not in the interest of the people, and it will impose an
unnecessary tax on those who may require strawberries
before our own are ripe.

Mr. MoCRANEY. I cannot quite agree with the remarks
made by the hon, member for Huron (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) and the hon. mem ber for North Norfolk (Mr. Charl-
ton). .Living, as I do, in one of the largest fruit-growing
sections in Ontario, I know the disadvantage under which
our fruit growers suffer from competition with American
fruit. A large quantity of fruit which is a surplus from the
United States markets, is thrown into our markets and sold
for anything it will realise. The result is that it ruins the
market for our own producers. With regard to growing
fruit in our own country, taking the western counties of
Essex and Kent,and coming eastward along Lake Erie shore
and the shore of Lake Ontario, yen have two months at least
that you can have this fruit. We have as good a country
for raising small fruits as any on the face of the earth. I
feel that this iucreased duty is all right. Although I am
not in favor of the principle of protection, at the same time
we are going to protect other industries in our country, I
say that oertainly the growers of small fruits have as much
right to protection as others. There are a number of people
who make a living out of growing small fruits. I am in
favor of the proposal.

Mr. HICKEY. I think the last speaker has f ully an-
swered the remarks of the hon. member for North Norfolk
and the hon. member for East Grey. Strawberries in that
hon. gentleman's county are as early as they are in the
United States--at all events, as early as those that come
into our ordinary markets. If the American berries -do
not come into competition with our own, it is as well to
tax them when they do come.

Mr. SCRIVER. I can say, from personal observation
and experience, that American berries do not come into
competition with Ontario berries. 'When we have in Mont.
real a large quantity of Ontario berries we have no
American berries. That has been the case under the old
tariff, and this additional duty will, as the hon. member for
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North Nolfolk bas stated, not further the protection to the
growers of small fruits in Ontario.

Mr. VAIL. It is rather a hard case to make our people,
who very often purchase green fruit coming from the
United States three or four weeks before our own fruit is
ripe, pay this additional duty. I do not, however, see how
this proposal eau be carried out, for the reason that, as I am
informed, the American Goverument removed the duty and
made strawberries free in 1883. If that is so under an
Order in Council that was passed in 1879, our Governmedt
will be obliged to allow American green fruit to cone in on
the same terms as the Americans allow our fruit to enter
their markets. I do not sec any object in plaoing a duty
on that fruit if the case is as I have stated it. Tho Fiiance
Minister should know about the matter.

Mr. TAYLOR. I am glad to see hon. gentlemen
opposite divided on this question, as they are on ail others.
The hon. member for Hlalton (Mr. McCraney) advocates
protection to strawberries, because they are produced
largely in his constituency. We who live in the river
counties adjoining the State of New York, find our berries
ripen as soon as theirs do. Last year we had a lengthy
session of Parliament, and it was my duty to pass from
Gananoque bere every Monday afternoon. At Mallory-
town, a station ton the Grand Trunk, every Konday after-
noon, two or three cars of strawberries for Montreal would
be on the track, and the sane state of things prevailed at
Lynn in the adjoining constituency. Those berries were
shipped to Montreal, and they were ripe as soon as those in
the State of New York. I am strongly in favor of giving
protection to our growers and berry pickers. There are a
large number employed in picking berries during the sum-
mer season at Halton and in my own county. These are of
the laboring class, and I am glad to see them protected by
increased duties on strawberries.

Mr.-VAIL. The hon. gentleman is disposed to make all
the other Provinces that have to wait three or four weeks
before thpir fruit ripens, pay duty ln the meantime for the
benefit of a few people who happen to live on the lake
shore in Ontario. If it is true that our fruit ripons as
quickly as does that in the United States-

Mr. TAYLOR. I said the State of New York.
Mr. VAIL. If so, there is no necessity for increased pro-

tection.

Mr. FISHER. The hon. gentleman bas entirely miscon-
ceived the statements made by hou. gentlemen on this side
of the House. No one has contended that the berries we
receive from across the lines can compete with those raised
in this country. But in Montreal we receive strawberries
from New Jersey and south of New York city three
or fpur weeks before Ontario berries come in. As
soon as Ontario berries reach Montreal the United
States berries cease to arrive, being displaced in the
market, the Ontario berries coming a much shorter
distance and being grown in a more favorable climate
for the perfecting of thi fruit. The result is that the
United States berries, brought upon that market, at all
events, do not at all interfere with the sale of the Ontario
berries. But in the meantime, Sir, in consequence of the
duty which bas been put on, everybody who eats straw-
berries and other small fruits a little earlier in the season,
will have to pay this increase without benefit to our
growers. I would like to ask the hon, gentleman if h.
thinks any of those berries that are grown a mile across
the river, ever come into this country ? They do not grow
them there to any extent. I do not believe they do. At any
rate, I do not believe that the berries which ripen at the
same time can possibly come into the country. This in-
crease insa very serious one, The duty used to b. 2 cents
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per quart; now it is 4 cents per pound, which will be about
8 cents a quart when you include the weight of the pack
age.

Mr. TAYLOR. I would ask the hon. member for Digby
(Mr. Vail) to answer the question of the hon. member who
has last spoken. He says the berries come in from New
York down in his part of the country, and if they do, they
must compete with our berries, because ours ripen as soon
as those in the State of New York, right opposite.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does the hon. gentle-
man really think that the Ontario growers send fruit to
Digby ?

Mr. TAYLOR. They come into Canada.

Mr. FISHER. The hon. gentleman must remember that
the State of New York extends very far south, while, on the
other hand, he will hardly say that the Ontario berries are
shipped down to Digby in Nova Scotia.

Mr. IRVINE. I would like to ask the hon. gentleman if
the American Government have imposed an i mport duty on
small fruits ?

Mr. McLBLAN. They have imposed a duty on almost
everything we send or can send acrose the lino except eggs.

Mr. KING. Have they imposed a duty on berries ?

Mr. MoLELAN. I think so.

Mr. VAIL la it true that the Americans removed this
duty on the lst July, 1883 ? I think the Finance Minister
ought to tell us.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. My recollection is the
same as that of the hon. member for Digby-that the duty
bas been removed.

Mr. MILLS. The duty on fruits, seeds, plants, trees, &c,
was removed in 1883. There is nothing to prevent compe-
tition across the border, and I suppose if' American berries
grown in the immediate vicinity of the boundary line are
imported into Canada, Canadian berries cari also pass into
the United States on the same terms. I do not apprehend
that competition will do any more harm on the one side
than on the other, but the inconvenience is that mentioned
by the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), that
you prohibit the importation by this largely increased duty
on berries which are grown in a more southerly climate
and are brought into our markets and consumed before our
own berries come into use at all. 1 think the hon. gentleman
knows that, unless in the immediate vicinity of the border
the Canadian growers supply the Canadian market during
the season of Canadian production.

-Mr. WOOD (Brockville). I am called upon to say a fewi
words on this subject, because in the constituency that I
represent this is getting to be a very large industry, and it1
is important in this sense-not that it supplies the local2
wants of the people, but that it supplies the markets oft
Montreal, Ottawa, and other large cities in our own coun.
try. Now, I do not know, I have not learned whether the
Americans have imposed a duty on berries going into their
country from this or not. However, it makes no difference
from my point of view. I would favor the imposition of a
duty to prevent the Americans getting control of the mar-
kets of those Canadian cities, and in the absence of thea
duty there would be very great danger of that being done,f
to the destruction, or, at all events, to the injury of theç
Canadian industry. So far as the hon. member for Bromet
(Mr. Fisher) has touched upon the subject, it would appearç
that it was simply a question with him whether the tastest
of a few,who, J presume, are among the wealthier classes ofc
Montreal and other cities, would be gratified just a week ort
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two before they would be gratified by the importation into
their cities of berries from the other districts of Canada.
I think, everything considered, and for the sake of pre.
serving our own local market to our own local dealers, and
preventing t he Americans from competing with us in the
larger fields to which our berries are exported, we should
have the duty iaised.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). I represent a constitu-
ency which produces strawberries to a very large extent.
The experience of the Fruit Growers' Association in both
Lincoln and Welland counties is that for about ten days
before the Canadian strawberries are ripe berries are
brought from the States to the south of the lake-indeed,
from almost as far south as Philadelphia-into this country
in large quantities, in crates, as high as twenty tons a day
sometimes crossing the -,iagara River. For these berries
the American producers realise on the quart, and when the
Canadian berries come in the price is down, and the Ameri-
cans cease to send them into the country. The importers of
these American berries realise a very large price, and by
the time any berries are ready the market is so glutted
that the price at once fails. The market is filled with
these American berries, and romains filled for a week
or ten days after the Canadian berries come on the market.
I contend that the consumer in Canada would not be
injured by the imposition of the duty, except those who can
well afford to pay. Those berries which come in early are
purchased by hotel-keepers and others who can well afûord to
pay for them, and pay a small increase of duty. Nine.
tenths of the consumers of Canada would receive their berries
at as low a rate with this duty as they now do, because, as
I have said, the market is only reduoed in value when the
Canadian producer puts his berries on the market. Now, I
believe it is the duty of this Parliament and this Govern-
ment to protect the Canadian producer, and give him the
early market, or, at ail events, curtail as far as this
duty will curtail, the importation. It costs about 5 eents a
quart to produce strawberries, and berries in my own neigh-
borhood were sold last year as low as 3 cents per quart.
Half the barries retted on the ground as there was no
market foi them. The effect of the increased duty would be
to lessen importation and prevent a glut of the market by
the American producers, and give the Canadian producer
their own market for their product. The small inerease of
duty of 2 cents would not prohibit the introduction of the
American berries into this market, for this reason : that
the American producer when ho sells in our market, as we
ail know, gets from 12 to 25 cents per quart for his barries,
so that the additional 2 cents would not prohibit them
from coming into the country, but it would the amount
imported-

Mr. KING. I do not think this duty is calculated to
increase the price of erries in the Maritime Provinces at
the season of the year when they are in general use, but I
think it my duty to point out a danger to which our people
are likely to be exposed from this duty. At the present
time a large trade is growing up in New Brunswick in the
export of strawberries, raspberries and blueberries to the
United States, and the effect of imposing a duty of this kind
may be to cause the American Government to retaliate and
exclude our people from their market. If that were done,
it would destroy a very large trade.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT, I would really cal the
attention of the Government to the point raised by my hon.
friend. Information has been given to me that a trade in
various kinds of berries has begun to spring up between
this country and the United States. That was the reason
why I stated that I believe the duty on green fruit going into
the United States has been abolished. We had an experience
of the result of rash intermeddling with the duty on malt,
by which the hon. gentleman's predecessor afforded an ex.
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cuse to the Americans to destroy a very valuable branch of
our trade ; and this duty, which is practically a prohibitory
one, may altogether destroy this export trade in fruit
which is beginning to spring up. This charge of 8 cents
per quart, including the package, practically amounts to 12
cents, because everybody knows that a very large portion
of the fruit brought in is damaged in transit, and certainly
not more than two-thirds of it finds its way to the Cana-
dian consumer.

Mr. IIWINE. I think the Government should ascertain
whether it is a fact that the Americans have abolished the
duty on these small frnits, because there is an important
consideration that we should look to as much as protecting
Canadian agriculturists-that is, our self respect and honor.
I understand that there is a standing resolution on the part
of the Canadian Government that as soon as the American
Government takes off certain duties this Government will
reciprocate. I know that the duty bas been taken off
apples, and I understand, from hearsay, that it has also been
taken off small fruits. The hon. gentleman opposite speaks
on behalf of the Ontario gardener; I speak on behalf of the
New Brunswick gardener and farmer when I say that our
crop of fruit is gathered when alt the other crops have
gone out, and it would be a great hardship to our people in
New Brunswick if a duty were imposed on an article from
which the American Government have taken the duty off.
I think the Government should ascertain whether the
Americans have taken the duty off or not.

Mr. GILLMO R I am awaro myself that there is no
duty on green fruit sent into the United States ; and in the1
Province of New Brunswick, the export of blueberries and
cranberries has become quite an industry. From the parish
in which I live ,000 bushels of blueberries are sent to the
States every year, and perhaps an equal quantity of cran-
berries; and if this duty has the effect of causing the
Americans to put a like duty on the fruit we send to the
United States, it will act injuriously to that industry.
Strawberries are not cultivated to any great extent in my
neighborhood, but I understand that strawberries are
shipped in large quantities from St. John. The truth is, [
do not believe any interest is served by this principle of
protection; but not to go into that question, I think it
would be well for the Minister to ascertain how this duty
would act. I do not believ this duty is going to produce
such favorable results for the fruit growers of Ontario as
the hon. gentleman who spoke on their bohalf supposes.
He says that after this dear fruit went out, their straw-
berries were rotting on the ground. If there is a surplus of
that kind, I do not think the people can be injured by a
few early fruits comeing in in season.

Mr. VAIL. I am opposed to this duty because it would
result in a very great disadvantage to our people. It is
well known that the Tariff Act of 1879 provides that when
the following articles, that is to say, animals, green fruit,
hay, straw, seeds of all kinds, and vegetables, are allowed
to go into the United States duty free, the Government of
this country shall be empowered te pass an Order in Council
authorising the admission of the same articles into Canada
duty free.

Mr. BOWELL. It says they may, not shall.
Mr. VAIL. I hope they will make up their minds that

they will, after they hear what I say. I am quite sure, from
what I have heard, that green fruit has been admitted into
the United States free since the lst of July, 1883. L may
state that we have steamers running from Yarmouth to
Boston, and from Digby to Boston and Mount Desert, in the
summer time. Mount Desert is now a great watering-place,
and thousands of boxes of strawberries are shipped
from Annapolis county and some portions of Digby county,
after the American strawberry season is over, to these
watering-places. Some also are shipped from the county

SIRaRIcITAiDCARTWRIGHT.

of Yarmouth, and besides that, the quantity of blueberries
that are shipped, I may state, amount to hundreds of barrels
from the Annapolis valley. Suppose the Americans chose
to take advantage of this and return to the old duty, it
will result to our disadvantage. I hope the Minister of
Finance will let this stand, until he has had an opportunity
to enquire more fully into the matter.

Mr. Mc HULLEN. In this matter there should be more
time taken to consider the whole question. The duty is
really prohibitory, because 4 cents a pound is equal to about
8 cents a quart. This fruit realises, in Toronto, about 10
cents a quart, and the Government, by this duty, are charg.
ing 100 per cent. on green fruit brought into the country.
While we are willing they should extend protection to peo-
ple in this lino, as well as in others, it is unfair to the
consumer that the Government should give this trade such
an absolute monopoly by imposing a duty of 100 per cent.
Two cents per quart is ample protection. If the Fruit Growers
Association had sufficient influence to exact a pledge from
the Government that this protection would be afforded, the
Association must have gone away, laughing in their sleeve
at their success, because the duty is practically prohibitive.
There is no class which does not use this kind of fruit, and
this duty will enable the fruit growers to form a combina.
tion and put up the price to the highest figure the people
will be willing to pay. If you are going to protect at all,
protect in a uniform way, so that one class will not be able
to complain that another class has greater protection. In
this case the Government are protecting the fruit growers
100 per cent. against the 30 per cent. protection afforded
other industries.

Mr. McL ELAN. The reason for increasing the duty was
that, as a matter of revenue, we were taxing a luxury. At
the time this duty will be collected, the fruit is sold at very
high prices and regarded as a luxury, to be bought and
consumed only by the rich. At 2 cents a pound as pre.
viously charged, the duty did not equal 10 per cent. The
fruit is sold about 30 cents a pound here, and in putting on
4 cents a pound, we are only charging 20 per cent. on an
article which is considered a luxury, just as wines and silks
are.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes ; but you will not
get revenue out of this.

Mr. Mc LEL AN. We thought we should increase the
duty, and at the same time afford protection when the price
goes down and our own people can supply the market fully.
Then the duty will be no hardship. The hon. gentleman
says we should admit these free or not change the duty, be-
cause they may be free in the United States. Our desire
is to obtain reciprocity in more important articles than
strawberries, and when anything like a general reciprocity
is proposed we have the authority, under Act of Parliament,
to declare these free, so that no impediment exists on that
score.

Mr. BLAKE. For some years, when we contended it was
the duty of the Government to approach the Government
of the United States with reference to negotiating freer
trade relations, we were told, no; they had nothing to do
with it. Why ? Bocause there was standing over upon our
Statute-book an Act declaring that the moment the Logis-
lature of the United States repealed or reduced the duty on
certain specifie articles, we would do likewise. We asked:
Do they know that? Oh, of course they do; very well, was
the answer; there is our invitation on our Statute, and there
it has been since 1879. In the end ihis invitation has
been partly acceded to by the United States, and the hon.
gentleman's response is to increase the duties on the articles
they declare freo.

Mr. KING. The hon. Minister of Finance admits the
United States allow these articles to enter free of duty, and
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I would ask if he las considered what the result would ho
should the American Government retaliate by imposing
again a duty on these articles. I find from the Trade and
Navigation Returns that one-half the small fruits exported
go from the Province of New Brunswick, and form a large
portion of the traffic upon one of the principal lines of
railway in that Province, so that New Brunswick would be
very much affected by any change of policy on the part of
the Americans.

Mr. KIRK. I do not rise for the purpose of opposing the
duty, because that would be useless, but for the purpose of
pointing ont that the Government have different policies for
different articles, different policies for different sy stems. The
policy as laid down by the Minister of Customs is :

" That in all cases where you can open trade relations either with a
colony of Her Majesty or with a foreiga State, where you can receive
equal privileges, by being allowed to send to their markets either the
products of the soil or the products of the manufactories, it is to our
advantage to obtain those markets, and, if we can do so by getting
privileges equal to those given by us, it is our duty to obtain that in
every part of the world."

There is the principle laid down by the Minister of Customs
at a time when I brought this question up in the House,
but in this case the Government ignore this principle,
whilst in the Province of hova Scotia or the Maritime Pro-
vinces they have a different policy. Whilst they impose a
protection in the interest of an industry purely or almost
altogether belonging to Ontario, they refuse to adopt that
policy towards one of the greatest industries of the Mari-
time Provinces, the fishing industry; because they allow
the fish to come in from Newfoundlard free of duty, and
refuse to protect the fish of the Maritime Provinces in the
interest of the people there.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman
did not state what additional revenue ho expects. I ask for
that, because I shall be curious to compare the results.

Mr. MoLELAN. We expect the same revenue.

Mr. BLAKE. The same revenue from strawberries ?
The hon. gentleman stated a little while ago that ho
expected more revenue.

Mr. MoLELAN. We get it on a less importation, as
there will be a larger amount of home produce.

Mr. BLAKE. The bon. gentleman said he wanted more
revenue, and at the same time more protection for the
home growth.

Mr. MOLELAN. The bon. member was not bore during
the whole discussion. I said we wanted protection as well
as revenue.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon, gentleman said ho wanted more
revenue as well as protection, and ho was to get more
revenue, and ho did not sec any harm in getting that from
a luxury. Now ho says ho does not expect any increase in
revenue. The people will get less fruit, but there will be
the same revenue.

Peaches, a specific duty of 1 cent per pound, the weight of the pack-
age to be included in the weight for duty.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. About what does the
hon. gentleman expect on this ? What is the weight of a
bushel of peaches ?

Mr. MOLELAN. About forty-five pounds.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is forty-five pounds
the weight? What does my hon. friend from Welland say?
Is it not about sixty pounds, counting the stones ?

Mr, SCRIVER. I should think it would be about fifty
pounds.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the duty
now ?

Mr. McLELAN. 40 cents a bushel.

Sir. RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I suppose, when the
package is included, it will be sixty pounds.

Mr. McLELAN. Including the package, it will be about
fifty pounds.

Gimps, cords, braids, ribbons and binding, when imported by bat
manufacturers for use in their factories, 15 per cent. ad olorem.

Mr. McL ELAN. I find that there are a great many
difficulties connected with this. A great many people call
themselves manufacturers of hats who are only sewing cloth
bats. It was intended that this should apply to machine.
made hats, and should be for the benefit of those manufac-
turers, and it was thought that a reasonable protection could
be given and that it would not be abused, but, finding that
there will be so many difficulties in the way, I move that
the item be not concurred in.

Mr. BLAKE. In fact, the hon. gentleman found the
trade w as as mad as a hatter.

Item struck out,
Gas, water and soil pipes of cast iron, 30 per cent. ad ealorem.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the duty now,

20 per cent. ?

Mr. McLELAN. 25 per cent., I think.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What does the hon.
gentleman put this on for, revenue or protection ?

Mr. MoLELAN. The present duty is 25 per cent. It is
an increase of 5 per cent.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How much revenue is
expected ?

Mr. MoLELAN. Net any revenue is expected from this.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would point out to
the House that the hon. gentleman expects no revenue, and
these matters are very intimately connected with the
hygienic apparatus which are required in cities and towns,
and I think the hon. gentleman is acting very injudiciously
in adding to the necessary cost of these articles. Anyone
with experience in practical building knows that the
quality of the pipes supplied is and ha8 been injuriously
affected by the duty put upon them, and that the health of
the inhabitants in many places is more or less injuriously
affected by the very indifferent character of the plumbing
apparatus connected wits closets and things of that kind
in our cities and towns. That is an evil which is constant-
ly complained of and which is growing, and I think the
hon. gentleman, whatever his intentions may be, will
aggravate that evil by adding to the cost of these articles.
le says there is no revenue in it.

Mr. BLAKE. Has the hon. gentleman received an
application from manufacturers for the increase of the
duty ?

Mr. MLELAN. It has been represented to me that, as
the hon. gentleman says, a great deal of inferior pipe has
been imported and entered at reduced rates, compared wîth
a year or two ago, and the quality of the piping used from
the importation, not from the manufacture at home, bas
deteriorated very largely. I am assured, by gentlemen who
are acquainted with the business, that we are manufacturing
a botter article of pipe in the country now than that which
is imported at reduced ratus, and that it can be manu-
factured here of good quality at the same rates as poor
qualities can be imported. So, I think, it is desirable to
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encourage our own people to extend their operations a
little, and also in order to keep ont the inferior qualities
which have been coming in, as the hon. gentleman has
represented.

Mr. BLAKE. It is the health of the people which the
hon. gentleman is anxious to protect. Would it not be
botter to prevent these wicked importers of gas pipes
from bringing their wares into the country at all ?

Mr. McLELAN. It is attending to the health of the
people if you give the people employment, and if you keep
out an inferior class of piping and plumbing.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Which is the cause
that so many people are leaving Canada, I perceive.

Mr. MoMULLEN. It is quite clear that, instead of get-
ting revenue from this change we are going to lose revenue,
because the Finance Minister admits that a quantity of
inferior pipe has been imported, and his object is to shut it
out. Thus we shall lose revenue, and he is making a
change whàich wiil eut down the revenue at a time when
we want it.

Mr. MILLS. I am unable to understand how it is, if
the imported article is inferior and dearer, that it is im-
ported at all, and why it is necessary to keep out a dear and
bad article when a good and cheap article is made in the
country. 1 think the matter is so extraordinary that the
hon. gentleman ought to give the House some information
on the subject.

Mr. McLELAN. I did not say we manufactured a good
article here cheaper than a poor article was imported. I
said that inferior articles were being imported at lower
prices than a good article could be introduced from abroad.

Mr. FISHER. Did the hon. Minister obtain his informa-
tion as to the quality of the imported article from the
manufacturers in this country or from the consumers who
had made oomplaints ?

Mr. McLELAN. From both.

Mr. BLAKE. I am glad to know that the hon. gentle-
man enquired of the consumer in this case. May I ask
whether the consumer invited the hon. gentleman to in-
crease the tax on the imported article ?

Mr. MoLELAN. I have been a consumer myself.

Mr, BLAKE. The hon. gentleman may be a consumer,
but I did not credit him with knowing anything about this.
It was the information he obtained I wished to be commu-
nicated to us.

Mr. MILLS. It is clear the hon. gentleman has con-
sulted the party in whose opinion he las the greatest pos-
sible confdence.

Gloves and mitts of aIl kinds, 30 per cent. ad valorem.

be charged at the same rate as the silk dress that is worn
with them.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What additional
amount do you expect to obtain ?

Mr. McLELAN. We get from $15,000 to $20,000.
Mr. BLAKE. Is this an additional amount ?

Mr. McLELAN. Yes.

Mr. BLAKE. Was there any application from manufac-
turers in this case ?

MIr. BOWELL. No.
Mr. MoMULLEN. They evidently have had a mono-

poly in the manufacture of gloves in Canada ever since
the National Policy was introduced, particularly in poorer
classes.

Mr. BOWELL. No.
Mr. McMULLEN. Yes; they have. There are only a

few manufactures here, and this increase will enable them
to put their heads together and raise the price. Gloves
have been sold cheap, I admit, because there is a competi-
tion at home, bat that was owing to the fact that they
come in competition with imported articles. Now, by this
increase, you place the manufacturers of these gloves in a
position that they can arrange among themselves for an
all-round increase upon all classes of gloves that are manu-
factured, and the public have to pay for them.

Mr. BOWELL. There were $362,920 worth imported last
year.

Haircloth of all kinds, 30 per cent. ad valorem.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What has been the
amount of imports ?

Mr. McLELAN. There are two rates upon haircloth, and
this is making the two rates uniform. All kinds are being
manufactured here, and there is difficulty in the Custom
house as to what is furniture; the total value imported last
year was $S0,000.

Mr. BLAKE, How many manufacturers are there ?

Mr. McLELAN. I do not know the number. But I have
seen samples, both of furniture haircloth, and for other pur-
poses, from the manufacturers.

Mr. BLAKE. I presume they accompany the samples
with an application for an increase of duty ?

Mr. MoLELAN. They said: We are manufacturing this
description of cloth, and you have a duty upon these goods
of 30 per cent., we are making this description of cloth, and
you are charging only 20 per cent.

Mr. BLAKE. And they asked the hon. gentleman to
lower the 30 to 20 ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Here there is an Mr. MoLELAN. No, they did not ask that.
increase of 5 per cent, Does the hon. gentleman expect in Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Was there any revenue
this article to obtain a revenue, or is this another addition in this ut al?
to the burdens of the people, under the guise of protecting
some half a dozen, to the detriment of some half dozen Mr.McLELAN. There would ho a littie revenue, about
millions? $500. t is more for the sake of uniformity than for the

Mr. McLELAN. There were two or three rates on sake of revenue.
gloves previously. I put them all together and make them Harness and saddiery of every description, and parts of the ame, 30
a uniform rate. We were manufacturing certain descrip- per cent. ad valorem.
tions of gloves in this country, but the finer and higher Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How did that stand?
priced gloves have been imported, and I assume will be for I thought that part of that was 30 per cent., if I remember
many years. They are importing into England and the ariglt.
United 8tates French kid gloves, and as we are charging
upon silks 30 per cent, I did not see any reason why silk Mr. BOWELL. Portions of it. If you look at the tarif
gloves or fine kid gloves coming from abroad, should net you wil find that some is 30 per cent. Thore are
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certain products, that are parts of machinery and parts of
carriages, which are also charged 30 per cent., and some
are 25 per cent. A difflculty has arisen as to what really
constitutes part of a carriage, take for instance the snap;
if it comes in straight, it is raled as not a part of the carri-
age, and pays 30 per cent., if bent to go over the fills, it
has to pay 35 per cent. The object of this change is simply
to do away with the difficulty that has existed. There is
no revenue expected from it.

Mr. SCRIVER. The hon. member is speaking of car-
riages. This is harness and saddlery.

Mr. BOWELL. It is precisely the same thing. The same
principle applies.

Mr. SCRIVER. There are no large manufacturers of
harness and saddlery in the country. The present duty is
25 per cent., is it not on saddlery ?

Mr. BOWELL. Yes.
Mr. SCRIVER. I can see no good reason why the duty

on this article should be increased. 25 per cent. ought to
be a pretty good protection.

Mr. BOWELL. I thought I was referring to hardware.
I am obliged to the hon. gentleman for calling my atten-
tion to it. This is simply an increase of duty of 5 per cent.
upon harnesses and saddlery manufactured in the country.

Mr. SCRIVER. Can the Minister give the House any
good reason for that increase of duty ? It can hardly be
made in the interest of protection, I think, because har-
nesses and saddles are not manufactured here on any large
scale, so far as I am aware.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the total im-
portation of harness and saddlery ?

Mr. McLELAN. $42,00O.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. 842,000 is all we im-

ported, I should think that the direct resuit of this will be
to add, as my hon. friend behind me says, -a considerable
sum of money to the burdens of the people. Practically
speaking, the price of harnesses and saddlery is regulated
by competition from abroad. If $-2,000 is ail we impoited,
1 should suppose that a million would about represent what
was made in this country, because the quantity consumed of
harnesses and saddlery must be very large if, for the sake
of getting a few hundred dollars revenue, you are going to
add to the price of a much larger quantity of goods manu-
factured in the country. It may be all very welf for the
manufacturers, but it is pretty hard for the consumer.

Mr. BOWELL. I find, on reading this item again, that
I was literally correct in my first remarks; I was misled
by the remarks of the hon. member for Huntingdon
(Mr. Scriver). Take the hames, for instance, as part of
the harness, they come in at 25 per cent., but are ruled,
in some cases, by some collectors, as a manufacture of
wood, and by others as hardware, as there is some hard-
ware upon them, if it came in separately, would pay
30 per cent. The real object of this item is to make
the harness and hames, and everything connected with
it, whether as a whole or in part, 30 per cent. Some parts
ot the harness, particularly the hardware, now pay 30 per
cent., while the harness itself, when manufactured as a
whole, only pays 25 per cent, and so with the plated ware
that formed part of it.

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

After Reoess.

IN COMMIITTEE-THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 58) to incorporate the St. Lawrence and Atlantic
Junction Railway Gompay.-(Mr, Çolby.

Bill (No. 34) to incorporate the Lake Superior Mineral
Railway Company.-(Mr. Dawson.)

Bill (No. 59) to incorporate the First Synod in the Do-
minion of Canada of the Reformed Episcopal Church.-(Mr.
Beaty.)

Bill (No. 30) to incorporate the E. B. Eddy Manufacturing
Company.-(Mr. Wright.)

Bill (No. 42) respecting the Saskatchewan Land and
Homestead Company (Limited).-(Mr. Orton.)

Bill (No. 44) to incorporate the Bow River Goal Mine
and Transportation Company.-(Mr. Robertson, Hastings.)

SECOND READING.

Bill (No. 95) to incorporate the Victoria and Sault Ste.
Marie junction Railway Company.-(Mr. Dawson.)

WAYS AND MEANS-CONCURRENCE.

House proceeded to consider resolutions reported from
Committee on Ways and Means.

Laces, braids, fringes, embroideries, corda, tassels and bracelets; also
braids, chains or corda of hair, 30 per cent. ai valorem.

Mr. McLELAN. This is an inorease for the purpose of
revenue, and to place these articles with goods of the same
class that are now paying 30 per cent.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the amount
imported, or supposed to be imported ?

Mr. Mo LELAN. I imagine it would come to over
8750,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How mach duty is
expected ?

Mr. MaLELAN. About $45,000.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Five per cent. on

8750,000 would not give 845,000. 'lhe increase must be
nearer 10 per cent.

Mr. McLELAN. On some of the articles there is 10 and
on bomle 5 pur ce! t. i(erc:c.

Mr. BOWELL. This is one of the articles to which the
deputation of merchants who came here referred. Their
contention was that all these classes of goods should bear
one rate; they were not particular what it was; but in
order to avoid any difficulties in the appraisers' depart-
ment in the different Customs houses, they thought it bet-
ter that they sbould be all under one head; and from a
Customs standpoint, I think their suggestion was a good
one.

Lead pipe and lead shot, a specifie duty of one and a quarter cent per
pound.

Mr. MoLELAN. This is classed under the manufactures
of lead. We have now a duty on lead scraps of 40 per cent.
per cwt., on bars, blocks and sheets of 60 per cent, on shot
of' 30 per cent, and on manufactures of lead of 30 per cent.
This does not change the duty very much from what it
was.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is quite clear there
is a large addition in the duty on shot. What additional
revenue is expected ?

Mr. McLELAN. I do not expect any additional revenue.
The sum collected last year was about 810,000, and we
expect to receive about the same this year. There is con-
siderable lead pipe manufactured from the refuse of acid
tanks in chemical works, which is rather of an inferior
description and is manufactured very largely for export.
The manufacturers here import the new lead, and give
a better class of pipes. The increase is only about 7k per
oent,
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Sir RICHAR D CARTWRIGHT. The duty on 482,000 said so? The effect of his proposition was not to prohibit
pounds was $4,500. The duty now, under this regulation, its importation, but to give us the lowest and worst kind.
will be a littie over $6,000. That is an increase of one I propose squarely that, in the interests of the country, its
third. If the duty before was 30 per cent. it will now pro- importation ought to be prohibited completely.
bably be about 42 or 43 per cent., at one and a quarter Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman is under a misap-
cent on shot. Lead pipe I cannot trace here. prehension as to the remarks of the Hon. Minister of

Oleomargarine, butterine or other substituts for butter, a Finance. What was stated in the House was this, that 10
duty of 10 cents per lb.rcents per lb. would be considered as a prohibition, in so far

as it affected the cheaper qualities of this article, and then
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). With reference to this item the provision was made by the resolutions which have been

I desire to say a few words. The articles here mentioned, introduced by the Minister of Inland Revenue for a thorough
and on which it is proposed to levy a duty of 10 cents per and complete inspection of the article before it could
lb., are articles which, in the estimation of many, are go into consumption in the country. So that the poisonous
not wholesome, and should not be allowed into the country, article Vo which the hon.gentleman has referred and which
or allowed to be manufactured in the country. The only he desires to keep out of the country altogether would,
plea that has been urged for their manufacture is that they under the resolutions and under the inspection which it is
would provide a cheap substitute for butter, but the House proposed to give them under the provisions of the inland
will see at once that the proposition of the Minister will revenue law, be prohibitive.
not accomplish that object, because, if we impose a duty of Mr. PATERSON (Brant). There is no inspection of10 cents a lb. upon that article, it will not be a cheap . pec
substitute for butter, and the price will range very often as importations.
high as that of butter itself. The inevitable effect, there- Mr. BOWELL. I beg your pardon. Provision was to be
fore, under this proposition, would be that oleomargarine made not only for the inspection of the article manufac-
or butterine, such as would be imported into this tured in the country, but of that wbich was imported into
country, could not possibly be manufactured out of the country, and the Adulteration of Food Act itself would
the pure article; but must of nocessity be made of provide for that if there was no provision proposed to
the inferior article described so graphically by the make it stronger; if the Adulteration of Food Act is not
hon. member for Cornwall (Mr. Bergin) the other day. sufficiently strong, the Government would take the pre-
There is also the proposition that we sbould have it manu- caution to prevent the possibility of an article of this
factured in the country and charge an Excise duty of 8 kind coming into the country and so entering into con-
cents per lb. on iLs manufacture. I feel we have sumption, lowever, I am not at all opposed to the propo-
heard sufficient already to make us hesitate before permit- sition made by the hon. gentleman from Brant (Mr. Pater-
ting this article to become an article of consumption in our son). If this article is not a fit article for food, and
midst. I do not propose at present to deal with its manu- if it is going to injure the agriculturists and the dairy
fucture, because we will have an opportunity of discussing interests of the country, and eau do no good to those who
that question when we come to consider the resolution im- are to consume it, by all means prevent it coming into
posing the Excise duty, but I take this opportunity, the the country.
first which has come before us in which a motion can be Mr. MILLS. . The hon. gentleman, in accepting this
made in reference to this matter, to move* resolution will be obliged to do a great deal more. This

That all the words after "butter " be struck out, and the following resolution is not merely a fiscal regulation, but one relating
inserted: "The importation of these articles into Canada is hereby pro- to the adulteration of food, and upon that ground my hon.hibited, un 1er a penalty of» $200, togetharr with the ferfeiture of such yredwomvdti oinhsbsdhsojcint
gouda and the packages in which they are contained.'f o friend who moved this motion has based his objection to

Mr. McLELAN. In referenoe to this amendment, it the proposition that the hon. gentleman proposed to

goos squarely te the point aimed at by the proposition we make. Now, if the hon. gentleman excluies the article
have bore.l oe tupposid that a dbty of 10 cents per of oleomargarine manufactured abroad, ho will have to take

L on oemargarine, approaehing anyttiing near the quai- steps for the purpose of prohibiting the manufacture of a
ity that VeLoua gentleman opposite says hiegives the ql similar article in this country. It is not enough that the
employees the lumber district,wouid be Vo raise iVe o h hon. gentleman should undertake to prevent the importa-

price whieh woumd prohdbit its ,eing brought into ie coun- tion of an article that is deleterious to the health of the
priche intenod potheiitei roughta ieent e oa community. He will be required to go further. The verytry. The tention of the Mimster of Inland Revenue was reasons which are sufficient to justify him in interfering withthat there should be such an arrangement made for the trade, are also sufficient to justify him in interfering with
inspection of the article, when beg manufactured or the manufacture. If the hon. gentleman proposes to prohibit
beiwg imported, as would warrant that it was, in so far as the importation of this article altogether, and permit it to be
it was possible to discern by scientific analysis, made in manufactured in the country, he will defeat the object whichthe manner described by the hon, member for Corn wa is l view in this resolution. The hon.gentleman admits that
(Mr. Borg ) theother day. It was counted on that the this article is one that is unfit for food, that it ought not to
duty of 10 cents per lb. upon an article such as the hon. be made an article of consumption. He, on that ground,gentleman supplies to his men and the botter class of this accepts the resolution of my hon. friend from South Brant
oleomargarine, would have practically a prohibitive effeot; (Mr. Paterson). Having done that, he will require to go abut if the House would prefer that we should say squarely step further and prevent the manufacture of an article ofthe article should be prohibited in all respects, we have no the same kind in the country. I trust that we shall have
objection to give practical eflect to the will of the House. some declaration from the Minister of Finance on this sub-
The hon. member for Cornwall (Mr. Bergin) and several ject so as to see how far ho proposes to make this regulation
others made very strong cases and gave us instances effective. It would be a monstrous thing to prohibit the
respecting the manufacture of this article which wore noticm
before us when the decision was arrived at te impose this importation of the article and at tIe sam time o make
duty, and perhaps the sense of this flouse might now be provision te encourage its manufacture in Vhe country.
squarely in favor of prohibition. Mr. McLEILAN. This is a matter which the Minister of

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It will be seen at once that Inland Revenue will deal with.

my proposition is the botter of the two, If the intention Mr. JACKSON. I think the attempt of the hon. gentle-
of the Misuter was to prohibit the article, wny not h1vQ

Mr. MLELA.
man to ptit on My sno>uiçero tbe 8wulw r tu rUUwQ
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tion of this comes with a very bad grace from him. It is
only two days ago that I spoke on the subject, and this
resolution was introduced on the 20th March, I said that
an article which was not injurious to the public health, if it
could be produced cheaply, should be allowed to go into
consumption, but that, if an Excise duty of 8 cents a lb.
was placed upon it I would not agree to it, because I want-
ed it to be a cheap article for the use of the poorer classes
in the community. The article which I imported was a
good article, and if an article of that kind could le produced
cheaplv, so as to become common throughout the country,
I should support that measure, and I recommended the Min-
ister of Inland Revenue to remove the Excise duty entirely
in order to let it come into common con sumption, if it could
be done without its being injurious to the public health.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I hope there will be no misunder-
standing as to the position of this question which is before
the House. I regret to say that it appeared that I stated
this was not injurious to health. What 1 said wa-, that it
was not necessarily injurious to health. I shall be as well
satisfied if the decision of the House is that this should ho
excluded from the country as if it were the reverse, but the
flouse and the country should not be under a wrong im
pression as to the conditions under which it was intended
that this article should be imported. While I am satistied,
from what I have heard, that some of this oleomargarine or
butterine is of an objectionable character, still I am of the
opinion that some of it may be manufactured in such a way
as to be a really useful substitute for butter, and a really
wholesome article of food. There would be no dan-
ger, if that is the only objection, of not preventing
the importation of the poisonous article. Provision
could ho made for inspection under the importation
before it entered into consumption, as well as for the inspec-
tion of the article manufactured in the country and for the
inspection of the ingredients which enter into the mqnu.
facture in Canada. Another restriction that would be
placed upon it would be to limit the number of ports in the
country through which it could enter into Canada, pro-
viding that it could only be entered at the principal ports,
where we could bave it inspected so as to provide that the
poisonous article should not be imported. If the flouse
thinks it should not be allowed to be irmported at all, I am
quite willing to accept that decision, but I do not think
the House is compelled to come to the conclusion that it
is absolutely necessary in the interests of the health of the
country that this article should be excluded, because I
think it can be dealt with both in regard to its importation
and manufacture in the country.

Mr. BLAKE. The Minister of Finance has stated that
the object which the Government intended to accomplish
by their proposition was to prohibit the importation of
oleomargarine into this country. Oleomargarine consists
either of that cheap article which is injurious to health, and
which h e was going to prevent by the fiscal regulations for
inspections, or of the dearer article to which, if you add 101
per cent., you get it prohibited by the Customs duty. The
cheap were to bie prohibited through the Inland Revenue
Department, and the dearer through the Customs Depart-
ment; so the net effect of the two provisions of the Govern-
ment, the one of the Minister of Inland Revenue, who is
going to restrict the number of ports through which you
may import oleomargarine, who was going to have an
inspection, who was going to take care that none of
the objectionable articles came in througn his sieve,
and thon the 10 per cent. upon the dearer article
which would prevent it from coming into competition with
butter at all-the combined effect of those two complicated
provisions was to prohibit the introduction of oleomargarine
into the country. That is what the Finance Minister stated. I
quite agree with the hon. member for Brant (r. Paterson)

and that if what we want to do is to prohibit the introduc-
tion of oleomargarine, we had botter prohibit the introduc-
tion of oleomargarine into the country, we had botter do
what we want to do. We had botter do it directly. We
had botter say, we wish to prohibit the introduction of
oleomargarine, and because we wish to prohibit the intro-
duction of anything prohibited, we do so. Instead of
proposing to prohibit it directly, we whip the devil round
the stump, and prohibit it in part by the Minister of Inland
Revenue, and in part by the Minister of Customs. Now we
have found out, through the process of discovery, that the
hon. member for Brant has sent on foot, what the real
intention of the Government is. I quite agtee, also, that
the same views which subsist with reference to the import-
ation subsist also with reference to the domestic production,
and subsist in the minds of the Government. The hon.
gentleman says: I am going to prevent the manufacture of
the inferior and objectionable olermargarine; made of cheap
materials, by my system of inspection, and as to that
which is unobjectionable, and consequently made with the
dearer materials, why, there is an 8 per cent. Customs duty.

Mr. BOWELL. The deductions drawn from the remarks
made by the Minister of Inland Revenue are not at all cor-
rect, even though they have fallen from so great a states-
man as the leader of the Opposition. It does not follow
that because you propose to prevent the importation
of an article into the country, for any reason, that therefore
you should prevent its being made in tho country. You
may prevent the importation for many reasons, and par-
ticularly on account of the difficulty which presents itself
at every port, that the collector having to ascertain the
<ifferenca between tbo botter class of'oloomargarine and
butter itself. You may very properly say that any article
bearing that name shalibe prohibited; but it does not
follow that the manufacture of an article, if made in this
country, say, out of pure, clean tallow, should also be pre-
vented. A large quantity has been made during the past
year in the city of Montreal, out of pure tallow, and
exported to a foreign country. When we made provisions for
putting an Excise duty upon the manufacture in this coun-
try, it was with the same viuw with which we had put 10 per
cent. upon the importation. Tho qune-tion arose at once: Will
you prevent the manufacture of a good aniclo in this
country ? If you prevent the manufacture of an article
which is net deleterious to health which may be manufac-
tured out of pure lard or tallow, then you should put a suffi-
ciently high duty upon it to prevent its coming into com-
petition with dairy butter. We had no desire to prevent
the manufacture of it in this country, provided it is made
from pure materials and exported out of the country. I do
not think we wouLd be justified in preventing the manufac-
ture of any artici for exportation. The attack has been
constantly made upon us under the National Policy that
though we protect articles in order to increase their manu-
facture, our export trade has not increased, and now it is
proposed to prevent the manufactuue of an article for export.
By a thorough inspection suclh as can be provided there
is a possibility of preventing an irferior or deleterious
article either from coming into competition with dairy
butter, or if it does corne into competition, it would have to
be made of an article of suffiuient value, together with the
Excise duty, as not to drive butter out of the market. If
the article is not poisonous, if it is not made from those
putrid carcasses to which the hon. member for Cornwall
and Stormont (Mr. Bergin) referred the other night, but out
of a pure material, then there cari be no harm in its being
manufactured in this country, either for use or exportation.

Mr. PLATT. The Minister overlooks % very important
point when he says there is little or no danger from the
menufacture of an article under the name of oleomargarine
or butterine if manufactured from good healthy material.
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He forgets the success with which it has been made actually
to counterfeit butter. If the article were manufactured in
this country it would be entered for consumption as butter.
The argument, as I understand it, from this side of the
House, is not so much an objection to the manufacture and
sale of an article under the name of oleomargarine, but
against a base counterfeit of butter. Our objection to the
Government proposition is allowing the importation of an
article that is almost continually sold under the name of
butter, of which it is a counterfeit. Statistics in the United
States show that of the vast amount of butterine or oleomar-
garine sold in that country only 1 per cent. of it has been
sold under its proper name. Of the 200,000,000 lbs. annually
sold there for the last few years, only about one one-hun-
dredth of it was sold as buttorine or oleomargarine; all the
rest was sold and consumed as butter. I agree with the hon.
gentleman who said that such a substance as oleomargarine,
made from pure, clean beef suet, cannot be considered as an
unwholesome diet. We are in the-habit of using fats in
various ways, that are not only an unobjectionable but a
really wholesome diet. I do not know that we are prepared
to define what people may eat to such an extent as to say
that no more fat of any kind should be used. But as
I have already stated there is danger to the community,
and that danger has not been overcome in those States
that have legislated expressly on this matter. There can
be no doubt that the Minister of Inland Revenue is very
confident in his ability to combat this threatened danger
with the machinery at the command of the Department.
But if he should succeed in regulating the sale he would do
far more than has been done in the various States of the
Union. Twenty States of the Union have legislated on
this subject for years and have exhausted the machinery at
their command to regulate or suppress the nuisance, and
they have given up in despair, and are at this moment asking
Congress at Washington to come to their relief, acknowledg-
ing their utter inability to cope with this difficult subject.
In taking this stand, Mr. Speaker, I am not dealhng with
it entirely as a trade question; far from it. There are
reasons why we should refuse to support the resolution
submitted by the Minister, separate altogether from the
question of trade. To the first, I have already alluded-
danger to the public bealth from the importation of an
article. which we believe the evidence alrtady placed befoîre
the Hlouse, is quite sufficient to condemn as unfit for food.
It is our duty not only to prevent the importation, but also
the manufacture, sale and use of such an article. If we
could guarantee the manufacture of bond fide oleomargarine,
no one would object, but experience has shown that it is
utterly impossible, so perfect is the counterfeit, and so easy
ls it to escape detection, to prevent the importation of a
dangerous article, which is sold not as gpod oleomargarine,
but as pure farmers' butter. Therein lies the danger. First,
we have a right to protect the public health by preventing
the use of such a deleterious article; and, so far as regards
the trade question, we have a right to protect the farmer,
not from the importation of an article of known quality
that goes intó competition with his product, but from a
fraudulent compound. We wish to protect the farmer from
a counterfeit of one of the products of his farm. If the
Americans or foreign manufacturers wished to import a
good article of butter to come into competition with the
butter produced by our farmers, that would be a very differ-
ent question. They do not import butter, but a spurious,
deleterious article, and they bring this into the cojintry in
com petition with our farmers' butter. We are justified,
aside from the trade question involved, in reaching ont ouri
arm and protecting the farmers of the country. I do not
use the word "protection " in any political sense; I simply
use it as I might use protection from fire, lightning, or
anything of that kind. There is the strongest objection,
in some: quarters, to the prohibition of this article,

Mr. PLATT.

on the ground that it might be made, if properly
manufactured, to constitute what we might term the
poor man's butter. It is said that the poor man uses
oleomargarine, and that it would be entirely too bad to
deprive him of the right of using that substance if he wished.
I say that every argument brought forward during the pré-
vious discusssion, every argument presented in the proposi-
tion made by the Minister, shows that it wasnot the intention
of the Government to give the poor man cheap butter,
but their object is to make both good and bad butterine
or oleomargarine a dear article. It will not only prevent
the importation of the cheap article and the manufacture
of a cheap non-deleterious article but all the taxation and
interference with trade goes toincrease the expense of manu-
facture. Therefore cheaper material can be used, and instead
of giving the people a good article of oleomargarine or but-
ter substitute at a cheap price, it has the opposite effect of
giving us a very nasty article at a very dear price. I
believe that if we looked at the matter as protectionists,
talking as we would if we belonged to the other side of the
House, we would certainly be justified in protecting the
farmers. As advocates of a revenue tariff we feel ourselves
equally justtfied in standing by the farmers. So
far as I am individually concerned I have always
said that as an advocate of a revenue tariff
I would extend incidental protection to the chief industry
of the country. I have always looked upon farming as
the industry of this country. There are many other rasouns
why agriculture is deserving of protection far beyond the
whole of the other industries in the country. We know
very well what the farmers require-and I cannot better
express my views upon this subject than by giving those
of an eminent man who is fully acquainted with the subject.
In addressing a committee of the House of Representatives
at Washington, Mr. Joseph H. Reall, President of the Ameri-
can Agricultural and Dairy Association, said:

" Of the entire annual products of the farmer, amounting to milions of
dollars and exceeding aillother produets together, there is no ad ulteration
or fraud in a single item. Hia grain, meat, fruits, and everything he pro-
duces are sold in their pure state and at the minimum price. Corn is made
into glucose and bad whiskey after it l'aves hie granary. Adulterated
crackers are made from the flour long after the wheat leaves his bina,
and lard is eonverted into creamery butter after the hog has gone ont
of his pens. But it is not so with what he bays. About every article
sold him is adulterated or misrepresented. He gets impure sugar, glu-
cose fur molasses, adulterated coffees, teas, spices and tobaccos, short
weight soaps and candles, adulterated cloths and calicoes, shoid
clothing, imperfect maehinery, fraudulent fertilisera. He is swiniled
with patent rights, lightning-rods and spurions seeds, and consumed
with taxes and interest. Ne sels pure foods at the lowest possible priee,
and buys inferior ones at the highest. And while lie stands ail this ho
cannot live if a principal article of hie production muat compete with a
base counterfeit made at hialt the coet of hie henest product. 0f ail the
farmer's productions butter is the only one that can beceounterfeited.
The speculator cannot make imitation milk, cheese, corn, wheat, oats,
meat, fruit, or any other article of farm produce, or he would do it."

It may seem strange to many hon. members that this sub-
ject, which has so recently been taken up in this fouse,
has engaged so much attention in this country. During the
last several months the farmers' institutes and dairymen's
associations have met and discussed the question in various
parts of Ontario, and they unanimously came to the con-
c7usion that the danger which has so long threatened the
farmers of the United States is now beginning to threaten
the farmers of Canada, and I believe a deeper interest is
felt in this subject among the farming community than has
been felt on any other subject for some years past. With
respect to the other point, as to how the farmer can be
protected from this counterfeit, I will read the remarks
made by the same gentleman to whom I have alluded. He
said :

" The fraudulent sale of butterine will, unless stopped, drive out the
sale of butter entirely: first, because it always has been and always
will be sold for butter. It is a perfect counterfeit, and consumers are
not microscopists or chemists. Bonest butter cannot compete with it.
It eau be made and sold at 10 cents per pound wholesale and retailed
for 15 cents. While we can sell butter at a low price it cannot b.esold
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for this. Genuine butter muet therefore be driven from the market. We
can make pork at 3 cents, beef at 5 cents, wheat at 50 cents, corn at 25
cents more successfully than we can butter at present figures, and God
knows none of these prices pay the farmer. We ought to have 30 cents
for good butter. It is an expensive article to make, but we can produce
the finest for 30 cents on the average. That is the bottom, and we have
been forced to find that bottom.Y

Now, Sir, I shall not trouble the House with any more
quotations further than to show the extent to which this
hon. gentleman thinks that the farming community on the
other side of the line are interested in this very interesting
subject. Speaking of the difficulties by which the farmers of
that country encounter in making themselves heard and
understood, as they wish to be heard and understood, he
says :

" The average dairyman cannot come here to represent hie intereste. If
he could we should have two millione here to-day urging the adoption
of measures for relief, for from one end of the country to the other they
are aroused as no class of iarmers were ever stirred up before. They
see their lands and homes going to ruin, and if their prayer for relief is
not granted, their industry is doomed.

" They would come here in person and voice their .sentiments, but a
trip to Washington would cost more than the profits that a majority
realised last year. They muet remain at home and toil and struggle to
keep from bankruptcy.

" Few realise how by what slow degrees the farmer earns hie money.
God knows that he and the.laboring man get little enough at best, and
no condition of affaire can give either too much. And as the laboring
people have begun to assert their rights, and they have only begun, so
will the farmer soon begin to demand hie. Both have been too long and
too much neglected, while other interests have been fostered ¡ but the
march of intelligence is teaching them their power and impressing them
with their rights. The coming union of the farmers and laboring men
of America will constitute the greatest power ever organised in any
country."

I believe these remarks are made with a great deal of truth
so far as the American Union is concerned, and if we on this
side of the lino temporise with a question of this kind, it will
be but a few years when the same remarks may be made
with equal truth of the farmers of this Dominion. I believe
that the Parliament of Canada is justified in prohibiting
not only the importation but the manufacture of this
article in the country. It is not needed here ; it is not
going to help anybody; it is not going to increase the price
of the raw material which is needed for other purposes, and
the more we hamper it with legal restrictions the further
we will go towards insuring a dear and deleterious article
as the produce of our manufactures. The heavier the tax
you place on its manufacture, the more roguery and evasion
of the law will you find practiced; that has beenftheexperi-
ence of other countries, and that will be our experience.
If we are to believe one-half of what has been stated on the
other side of the Hlouse as to the character of the materials
which enter into these compounds, the fouse should rise
as one man in favor of a proposition to prohibit their
manufacture and importation. Let us not allow
the difficulty to gain a foothold in this country. The
difficulty in the United States is that they have allowed
it to go on until it has attained such proportions that
legislators find it almost impossible to combat it. Now,
we have taken hold of the matter in its early stage; we have
it in our power to prevent the evil gaining a foothold in our
country, and it is our duty to exercise that power. If we
make a mistake now in prohibiting the importation and
manufacture of the article, it will be easy to retrace our steps,
but if we find that by adopting the suggestion of the Minis-
ter of Inland Revenue we have made a mistake, we will find
it extremely difficulty to retrace our stops; we will find our-
selves surrounded by the same difficulties that were met with
on the other side of the line. In conclusion I beg to suggest
to the Mini8ter of Inland Revenue as well as to the Minister
of Customs, that so great has become the extent of this
fraudulent industry on the other side of the line, so con-
stantly are attempts being made to export thesedeleterious
articles to other countries, and so perfect has the counterfeit
article become, that any substance said to be butter coming
[rom across theline and entering our Custom houses should

96

be carefully examined. It is unlikely that they would import
la good article of genuine butter into Canada, but under
the name of butter they could import ttuis oleom argarine,
and bring it into competition with butter. This is all the
more likely to occur since the recent stringent enactients
in the State of New York.

Mr. BOWELL. If we adopt the resolution as proposed
by the hon. member for Brant (Mr. Paterson) it would
necesitate some other action on the part of the Government
to make provision for the prohibition of this article. I
would propose the following as an amendment, or, perhaps,
the hon. gentleman will be disposed to accept it instead of
his own. I would move that this item be dropped, and the
following be substituted :

The importation into Oanada of oleomargarine, butterine, or other
substitutes for butter, is hereby prohibited under a penalty of $200,
together with the forfeiture of such goode and packages in which they
are contained.

That would mention the articles which are to be prohibited,
whilst the rosolution of the hon. gentleman simply says that
this is to be struck out, and these articles are to be prohibited,
Then, of course, we should have to provide a similar resolu-
tion of this kind in order to provide against the importation
of such articles as are herem mentioned. We might, of
course, adopt another plan by moving that this item be
struck ont, and then moving this as a subsequent resolution.

Mr. HESSON. It is gratifying to observe hon. gentle.
mon on the other side one by one announoing their belief
that the people of Canada require legislation of this kind;
and I observe that when these hon. gentlemen do make a
move in that direction they seem determined to go even
further than the party which have been considered
peculiarly the advocates of protection in this country. It is
true that some hon. gentlemen are against the Government
on the principle that they should fnot increase the rate of
duty. But hon. gentlemen are coming to view this matter
in the interests of the country, and to believe that it will
not do as in the past to make it a party question, but that
all will find it desirable to pull Logether for the general
interest-a result which will not only be successful in its
object but gratifying to the people of Canada. With refer-
ence to excluding this article from our market, I would be
prepared to go as far as to require that the Govern.
ment should prohibit its importation altogether. Thure
is one difficulty, however, which arises, and it was
pointed out very strongly a few days ago by the
statement made by the hon. member for South
Norfolk (Mr. Jackson) when he declared that the article of
oleomargarine which he purchased in the United States
was so good that neither experts nor the people who were
usin g it from day to day made the discovery that it was a
fraudulent article, or that they were using anything else
than good butter. This circumstance proves how difficult
it will b to shut out that article entirely from the Cari.
adian market, while at the same time permitting American
butter to be imported into the country. I do not think
that we would likely be fortunate enough to succeed in
excluding these substitutes for butter unless we excludod
American butter at the sane time. I do not think that is
contemplated or that it would be desirable. It is well
enough to obtain a revenue from it, and I will be glad if we
would exclude that which is entirely worthless, and at the
same time I would support a resolution in favor of pro-
hibiting oleomargarine fron this market altogether, until
it has be'en shown that it can be manufactured, or is now
manufactured, of wholesome and cleanly ingredients. If it
can be made out of such articles under the inspection of a
competent Government official or a medical man, if it can
be put on our market cheap and healthy and good, I do not
see that any objection could be made to its being manu-
factured and sold to those who are willing to buy it. If it
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is unwholesome and uncleanly, we should protect our peo- strike a direct blow at the standing of our Canadian butter
ple from being in a position to purchase it urider any pre- in the British market. It is well known that genuine
tence whatever. American butter does not to-day bring the price in the

Mr. TAYLOR. When I introduced my resolution I British market which it ought to bring, owing to the fact

expressed the hope that it would meet the unanimous that oleomargarine is sent over there, and the people of

approval of the House. I stated further thatI was surprised Great Britain have got so suspicious of American butter

to see some of the newspapers of the country taking that they hesitate to buy it; while Canadian butter iu the

exception to the course being pursued. To my further same market finds ready sale and bringa a good price.

surprise I found the hon. member for Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor) Therefore if you are going to permit the manufacture and

opposing the motion altogether, and the hon. member for exportation of oleomargarine in Canada, you are going to
South Norfolk (Mr. Jackson) asking that the Customs and injure the value of our genuine butter in foreign
Excise duty should be reduced. Now, I find the hon. mem. countries, because the people of Great Britain would

ber for Prince Edward (Mr. Platt) saying that he and his say, we cannot tell, when we are getting butter from

frienda on that side of the House are not only protectionists, Canada, whether we are getting the genuine article or only
but are willing to go one better. The hon. gentleman who oleomargarine. Butter is becoming a most important

moved this resolution no doubt saw that the subject was product of the farm in Canala. In the Province of Ontario

popular in the country, and was willing to swallow protec- butter factories are springing up in many places, and in the

tion; and, from the remark of the leader of the Opposition, English market our butter is sought after and commands a

I judge that this resolution means, if it means anything, that good price; but if you are going to reduce the standing of
hon. gentlemen on that side of the House want the importa- our butter in the foreign market by permitting the manu-

tion of oleomargarine to meet the views of the hon. member facture or exportation of oleomargarine, you are going to
for South Norfolk. ln discussing this question with the strike a serious blow at our whole butter industry. It
Finance Minister, the Minister of Customs and the Minister would not be as objectionable to permit it to be imported at

of Inland Revenue, it was suggested that as soon as these a duty of 10 cents a pound as it would be to allow it to be

resolutions passed, every manufacturer of oleomargarine in manufactured in Canada and exported. We do not produce

the United States would export into Canada this article a considerable quantity of inferior butter; but I am glad to

under the name of butter; and if my hon. friend's say that the quality is improving very rapidly; and if left

resolution passed, it would be imported into Canada as but- alone and properly protected, and not allowed to be inter-

ter paying a duty of 4 cents a pound. In discussing the fered with by an article of this kind, the butter of Canada

matter with the Finance Minister, the proposition was made is going to have a very respectable status in the markets of

that the Oustoms officer, at any point where the article was the world.
imported, should take a sample and send it to Ottawa to be Mr. FAIRBANK. The only objection I have to make
analysed. The leader of the Opposition says the resolution to the remarks of the last speaker, is that he as been aay-
if carried will save all the expense of an inspection. If ing exactly what I wanted to say. The proposition to

this resolution is adopted, and other precautionary measures legalise and regulate the manufacture of oleomargarine
not taken, we shall have more oleomargarine in Canada is too important, and is interfering with too important a

than we know what to do with. The hon. member Canadian industry, to be dealt with lightly. Those who

for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), stated the other have sat on one of the large parliamentary committees for

day that he was in Wisconsin last fatl on a visit, that he some years past, will remember that a considerable portion
found that the hog cholera had been raging there for some of the time of that committee has been occupied by
ti me, and that the oleomargarine manufacturers sent agents sitting on either a patent churn or butter firkn, and we
through the country to buy up hogs that had been dead have discussed tin pans and various things looking to the
three weeks, to make them into oleomargarine. I am will- improvement of Canadian butter; the fact being fully
ing to go one better, but I thought the matter could be best recognised that the improvement of its quality meant many
guarded through the Customs Department or Inland hundreds of thousands of dollars of profit to Canada.
Revenue Department, and by having a proper inspection, The products of the dairy in Canada have now as-

and that 10 cents a pound would amount to prohibition. samed proportions of considerable magnitude. We
I am prepared to support the motion. not only supply our own demands, but we are ex-

porting to the value of something like 810,000,000.
Mr. McoULLEN. The hon. gentleman appears to be When the hon. member for Wellington (Mr. McMullen)

quite willing to adopt the course laid down by my esteemed remarked that you were striking a blow at the exportation
friend at my left. i would just draw the hon. gentleman's of butter when you sanctioned the manufacture here of an
attention to the resolution that was introduced by himself article to take its place and to injure the character of the
on the 7th of the month to show that he is prepared to go whole, I think lie struck a bull's eye. This, undoubtedly,
one better, and two better now than lie was then: is the very time to nip that in the bud. We are informed

" Mr. Taylor moved, that the House do now go into Oommittee of the a manufactory is already established. What are we to do
Whole to consider a certain reBolution: with it ? It would be much better to buy the establishment,

" That it is expedient to bring in a Bill to regulate the manufacture look up the door, and throw the key into the St. Lawrence,
and sale of oleomargarine, butterine and other substitutes for butter." and charge it all to capital account. Yesterday we were
Now the hon. gentleman is willing to prohibit altogether. discaussing the question of " red dog " flour for the Indians;
Then he was willing to regulate the manufacture. oleomargarine 1 would consider the question of " red dog "

butter for the white man. I am opposed to both. Who
Mr. TAYLOR. I did not think the gentlemen on your would think for a moment of divesting the dairy maid of

aide of the flouse would go that far. the romance, the beauty, and the associations that surround
Mr. MoMU LLEN. I am very glad the Minister of Qas- her, by encouraging the manufacture of oleomargarine ?

toms has intimated bis willingness to accept the proposition Perish the thought. I will grant you that putting the
of my esteemed friend at my left. I look on this as on a of business under the Excise law would pretty nearly crash it,
the most important questions in the interest of the farmers for I do not know anything that can sucoessfully resist the
of this country that have come before the House this Excise except whiskey and tobacco. But I think we had
Session. Butter is a very important production of this botter go stili further by putting the beel on it at once,
Dominion; and if you permit the importation or manu- crushing it completely and ending the matter at the very
facture for exportation of oleomargarine or butterine, you beginning.

Mr.r EsS0oN.
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Mr. ARMSTRONG. I do not want to take up the time'

of the flouse by discussing the question at great length, but
I cannot resist the strong desire to compliment the hon.
member for Nrorth Perth (Mr. Hesson) and the hon.
mem ber for Leeds (Mr. Taylor) on the comfort they extract
out of the resolution before the louse. I must say that if
it is necessary to get comfort for the National Policy out of
a resolution like that, the poor old National Policy must
be in a very bad way. In fact to extract comfort ôut
of the resolution is equal to the traditional feat of
extracting sunbeams out of cucumbers. The fact
of the matter is that the resolution is not put up with the
intention of protecting our farmers from the competition of
the foreign article, but for the express purpose of protecting
the consumers of the country against deleterious articles,
and also for the ulterior purpose of protecting our butter in
the markets of the world. It is done for a higher
reason stilli; it is done to protect the good name
of our people in the foreigu markets of the world.
What is it that makes the cheese of Canada stand
higher in the English market to-day than any foreign
article ? Simply because we give an honest article.
What we want to provida is that, in the matter of but-
ter, also, when we send it to a foreign country, people
will know they are buying an honest article. That is the
object of the resolution now before the flouse. It may be
said that in that way we are giving protection to farmers.
If such be the case we cannot help it, but that is not the
object of the resolution, and I may say too, it was not the
object of the Government in proposing their resolutions.
We have the statement of the Minister of Finance, made
only a few minutes ago, that the practical intention of
the resolution be put before the House was to prevent the
importation of oleomargarine altogether; that, in fact, he
had taken only a roundabout way to accomplish what the
hon. member for South Brant proposed to do directly.

Mr BOWELL. Yon denied that was his intention.

Mr. ARfMSTRONG. Well, as tothat, if the only reason for
allowing this importation was that it was going to become
the butter of the poor man, I could not see the reasonableness
of imposing 10 cents per lb. duty on it. The Minister of
Customs also told us that the Minister of Inland Revenue
was going to prevent the use of oleomargarine in this
country by placing an Excise duty upon it, sufficient to pre-
vent its use in this country, but not its export to other
countries. What, however, we require to do is to prevent
its export as well as its use, and it is a strange way of
encouraging the manufacture of an article in this country
by placing an excise duty upon it nearly equal to its value.
It seems to me the question is a very simple one. Either
the article under discussion is a wholesome article fit for
food or it is a deleterious article made from material not fit
to be used, and made in the manner described by the hon.
member for Cornwall (Mr. Bergin) the other night. If it
is a good wholesome article, made from clean wholesome
material, there is no reason, in the nature of things, why it
should be prohibited at alJ, but we do not know whether
such is the case or not, and while we are told, on good
authority, that it is deleterious and made out of material
unfit to be used, it is but right to prohibit the use of the
article altogether, apart from the considerations I have
mentioned before. We ought, therefore, to adopt the reso-
lutions of the hon. member for South Brant.

Mr. TROW. I approve of the motion of my friend from I
Brant (Mr. Paterson). It strikes at the evil at once; it
leaves no alternative. If the statements made by hon. gen-
tleman tonight describing the materials from which this
article is manufactured be correct, it is evidently not desi r-
able that it should be manufactared in the country. Hon.
gentlemen opposite probably are prepared to encourage its

manufacture and use in the country; they are apparently
committed to that policy, and several of them have said so
on the floor of the House. There is something not very
logical in their statements. For instance, the Minister of
Customs thinks there is no harm in manufacturing the article
for export, but at the same time he condemns the hon. mem-
ber for South Simcoe for having purchased a portion for the
use of his men in camp in the State of Michigan, which that
hon. gentleman honestly confessed ho had done on one occa-
sion as an experiment. I think the Finance Minister is enti-
tled to some credit from his friends on that side of the House.
He hais shown considerable discretion. It appers he is a
creature of circumstances-yields to circumstances. There
are some Ministers who do not, but who force their meaîsures
through the House in a crude and undigested state, knowing
they have supporters who will endorse their measures witb-
out any reasonable discussion being had; but the instant the
Finance Minister, when the motion was moved by the bon.
member for Brant, heard the response congratulating that
hon. gentleman, from his own supporters, ho yielded to
circumstances, not daring to sink or swim by his measure,but
prepared to do anything my hon. friend from Brant proposes.

Mr. HICKEY. I think I may compliment the gentlemen
on the opposite side, as they all seem to be inclined to com-
pliment the gentleman who has intorpretod the motion ask-
ing that the 10 per cent. duty be interpretod as a prohibi-
tion. It only shows that those gentlemen are getting back
to their first love, and I have no doubt that in four or five
years they will be out-and-out protectionists. i am sure it
is pleasant to see that they are getting this glimmering of
light. It is said that the manufacture of this article ought
to be prohibited, and the member for Wehington said the
export duty was the worst feature in regard to it. Hon.
gentlemen must remember that Canadian butter has not
now been heard of for the first time in the foreign market.
It bas hold its place in the foreign market for some yoars,
and it bas been nearly driven out, and its character bas
been ruined, particularly in the English market, by the
importation of American butter into this country
and its being shipped to London as Canadian butter. I
know that well from those who are dealing in that
article. One of tho largest exporting places in Can-
ada is Morrisburg, in my own constituency, and Mor-
risburg butter is quoted on the English market.
[ know that for the past two years Canadian butter has
been injured by United States butter being importod into
this country and shipped to the English market as Canadian
butter. The exports will not be injured if this oleo-
margarine is ad mitted into Canada. It will be n,) worse
than a great deal of the butter which is shipped in bore
from the United States, if it is sogood an article, as bas been
stated, that it is impossible to tell it from gooi butter.
When you remember that the Government provide that the
article made in Canada shall be made of clean tallow and
clean fats and proper oils, and that these articles shall be
subject to inspection before manufacturing, and that the
whole factory shall be subject to inspection, and that, when
the whole article is made out of healthy miaterials, or at lenat
out of materials that are not deleterious, it shall be branded
for what it is, and shall not go into the market as butter,
but shall be put upon the market branded as oleomargarine
or butterine. I do not think there can be an objection
te this proposition when thus dealt with. The only
way to look after an article of this kind is to keep your
eye on it carefully. It will not injure our butter in
Ibe foreign market, because, if the Canadian-made article is
branded, and every precaution is taken against ihe impor.-
ation by making it a criminal offence and subject
to a fine as well, the interest of the farmer will be pr otected
as far as the butter is concerned; and, when the article is
manufactured and is branded for what it is, no one cai objeet
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to that. The bon member for Prince Edward (Mr. Platt)
rode the farmer's horse for a time and thon got on the poor
man's horse. He did not know how the Government would
balance themselves exactly, but ho thought he would balance
himself. He thought that, if this was to be allowed, the
farmer should have some consideration; and then the poor
man loomed up before him, and he thought the poor man
should have some consideration ; but he soon left that when
he saw his dilemma. I think the Government is taking the
wisest course possible. If this article is to be made at ail,
it is better that it should be made under our own supervision,
depending on the integrity of our officialis, so that no injury
will be done to Canada or to the butter interest.

Mr. FISHER. The hon. gentleman, in trying to place
upon our shoulders on this side any idea of protection, in
consequence of the action of the hon. member for South
Brant, and other hon. members on this side who have
spoken, bas perhaps forgotten what would ho the definition
of protection given by him and his friends on that side of
the louse. On this side, we are not protectionists, but we
are prohibitionists.

Mr. HICKEY. You go a stop further.
Mr. FISHER. What is protection? It ua to protect

your manufacture in the country by the duty which you
put upon the article from abroad. We do not want to do
that, but we want to prohibit the importation of the
article and its manufacture in the country as well. Where
is your protection ?

Mr. HICKEY. I suppose you want to prohibit all manu-
factures.

Mr. MoLELAN. Protect the farmer.
Mr. FISHER. Is the hon. gentleman going to protect

the farmer by allowing this butterine and oleomargarine
to be sent to Europe ? The member for Perth came for-
ward to-night as the advocate of this manufacture in this
country. I was surprised to hear this from him, from a
gentleman who poses in this House and elsewhore as a
friend of the farmer and of the dairyman. He wants this
article to, ho manufactured here and to destroy our dairy
interest in the European market, which is our only salva-
tion. In the United States they have had the same experi-
ence which hon. gentlemen wish to carry through here.
A few years ago, this manufacture was started in the
United States, and it was started expressly for the purpose
of the export to Europe, especially to England, Holland
and Belgium. The result was that, for some time,
an article was manufactured from a really good material, so
that probably it was not unhealthy to eat at all; but in a
short time the people manufacturing this article found that
besides displacing butter in the European markets, they
could, by manufacturing a poorer quality at a cheaper rate,
displace butter in the American markets themselves, and I
think we shall probably find the same thing in Canada,
which would be a great misfortune in my opinion to the
people of Canada as well as to the farmers. The hon.
member for South Leeds (Mr. Taylor), as I understood,
said ho was a little surprised to hear us speaking in this
strain, because the other day ho did not think we were
ready to go so far as ho did. The other day ho proposed a
Bill to regulate the manufacture and introduction of oleo-
margarine and butterine. At the same time, the Govern-
ment had upon the paper a resolution in the same direo
tion, and the Finance Minister had made pro-
positions in the same direction. It seemed to me
that it was of very little use for a private member to intro-
duce such a measure when the Government bad taken
upon themselves to deal with the subject. Therefoe
I said that 1 did not think it was expedient, and
that I wanted to see what the Government were going
to do. I have since found out what the Governmont are,

Mr. fHromiy.

going to do. I found that they intended to put a Customs
duty upon this article and an Excise duty also, and I bave
also seen the Bill of the Minister of Inland Revenue by
which he proposes to take to the Governor in Council the
power to regulate this matter. I understand from the hon.
gentlemen opposite that they expect the Governor in Council
will in this way obtain sueh a perfect -control over this
trade, that they will be able to prevent any bad effects from
an inferior quality being manufactured or used in this
country. Well, Sir, the hon. member for Perth (Mr. Hes.
son), a little while ago, said if we prohibited the importa-
tation of oloomargarine from the United States, we would
not be able to prevent its being imported under the guise
and name of butter.

Mr. HESSON. I beg your pardon, I did not say that.
I said it would be difficult to distinguish whother it was
oleomargarine or butter, and i gave the evidence of the
hon, gentleman from South Norfolk (Mr. Jackson).

Mr. FISHER. I accept the hon. gentleman correction, but
it does not invalidate my argument. While the hon. gen-
tleman has perfect confidence in the power of the Minister
of Inland Revenue to soe that this article is inspected when
manufactured in this country, or imported from the United
States under its own name, or any other name, ho thinks,
if the article is prohibited, the Minister would not be able
to exorcise the same supervision over it. It seems to me
this is entirely inconsistent, in one case ho las perfect
confidence in his Minister, in the other case ho has no con-
fidence in the Department of that Minister. I still under-
stand from the utterances of hon. gentlemen opposite, that
it is proposed to allow the manufacture of this article in
Canada. I think myself that the only legitimate sequence
to the motion of my hon. friend for South Brant (Ur. Pater-
son) will be the absolute prohibition of its manufacture in
this country as well as of its importation; I would not
myself care to prohibit its importation if we could
not also prohibit its manufacture. One of the great
reasons put forward for allowing the trade in oleo-
margarine has been to provide a cheap substituto
for butter for the poorer classes. If we put an Excise duty on
this product made in the country, we are not going to pro-
duce a cheap food for the poorer classes unless the Govern-
ment expect that the people, whom they are going to protect
in this manufacture, will make it out of impure materials.
Therefore, I say that the only excuse for the existence of
this article in our trade at all is removed entirely, and thon
its existence here is simply for competition with the
article of butter. I am not an advocate of protection in
the same sense of hon. gentlemen opposite, or in the
ordinary sense of the word, but I am an advocate of
protecting our community from any improper and
illegitimate competition in their own legitimate trade.
Therefore, when 1 find that this article will not do the
community any good, but may possible do harm to the class
in which, I confess, I am most deeply interested, the class
to whioh I belong as a dairyman, I am desirous of
seeing this proposition carried out in its entirety.
Now, Sir, I find that the people of the United States began
to regulate the traffic in oleomargarine and butter in 1877,
when the State of New York passed a regulating law. At
that time this article was made almost entirely for exporta-
tion, and of a comparatively good- quality. But, in the
course of a few years, the people of that State had so waked
up to the dangerous character of this trade, that in place of
their restrictive law, they substituted, in 1885, an absolutely
prohibitory law. I find that the dairymen's association of
New York, meeting in that city, passed resolutious declar-
ing that the only safety to the farmers against this illegiti-
mate competition was absolute prohibition. They have
had a good deal of experience in this matter that we in
Canada have not had; and from their experience it seems
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that it is absolutely necessary to prohibit instead of attempt-
ing to rogulate. I understand that the Government has
accepted the proposition of the hon. member for South Brant
(Mr. Paterson), and I trust that when they reach the pro-
position in regard to the Excise duty, they will adopt
a similar lino of procedure in that matter also. The
hon. Minister said that ho wished to attain the same end
as the member for South Brant. Now I cannot congratulate
the Minister who attempted in this roundabout-I had
almost said crooked-way to accomplish a certain object.
I am afraid the Government wish to obtain this object by a
way which would not serve this purpose, but that would
protect somebody who may, perhaps, have appealed to
them to protect the manufacture in this country. Before I
sit down I will ask the Finance Minister if any petition was
presented to him, if any request was made to him, by any
firm intending under the new law to manufacture this
material in the country ? I would also like to ask him
whether any petition had been sent to the Government from
any agricultural association in regard to this matter ?

Mr. HESSON. I hope the House will allow me a moment
to set my hon. friend right in regard to some remarks which
ho charged me with having made. I think if ho had been
present when I spoke ho would not have charged me with
being in favor of the manufacture of oloomargarine in
Canada. I said distinctly that a difficulty would exist in
distinguishing it from American butter when both articles
were imported, and it was desirable to exclude American
butter from our market. I pointed out that the hon. mem-
ber for Norfolk (Mr. Jackson) had stated that ho had pur.
chased it himself for the use of his men, that it was as good
as Canadian butter, and with difficulty could be distinguished
from a fair article of Canadian butter, and said it was possible
that it could be manufactured bore under the supervision of
a doctor, or at least of an inspoctor, who would examine the
materials used in the manufacture, and so far the Govern.
ment might secure that it should be fit for human food The
hon. member for Charlotte (Mrâ-ýGillmor) said that if
oleomargarine is any worse than the butter that goes from
Ontario down to St. John, N.B., it certainly was not worth
much.

Mr. GILLMOR. I do not remember saying anything of
that kind.

Mr. HBESSON. I beg your pardon, it was the hon. mem-
ber for Carleton (Mr. Irvine). This is literally what I
said :

"I should be glad if the Government would take the whole matter
into consideration as to whether there is not enough butter in the country
and whether the price of it is not sufficiently low as to make it unneces-
sary to permit the manufacture of an article of this kind at all. 1

I said further:
" If we have a quantity of butter that is inferior in its quality when it

reaches the market, is it not fair to assume that it would be unwise to
introduce a substitute even in our own market for those who are obliged
to buy a poor aiticle, when that substitute is more unhealthful still
than the strong tasting butter that is so proeriy objected to now. I
do not think it would improve the manufacture of butter in Canada, or
that it would give employment to many extra hands; and it would be
simply, as appears from what the hon. member for Cornwall says, to get
rid ot the dead stock, such as cattle dying on railway trains, or in pais-
ing from one stock yard to another. Now, I think the Government
ought to prevent both the manufacture and the importation of it."

Mr. SPEAKER I do not think it is necessary for the
hon. member to read the speech.

Mr. HESSON. I have only a few more words to read.
Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. member is not in order in

reading a whole speech.
Mr. HIESSON. I am not reading a whole speech, I am

only taking a few words out of it. The hon. member had
no right to make the charge against me. I repeat that I
am not in favor either of the importation or the manufac-
ture of oleomargarine.

Mr. MoLELAN. I desire to answer the question put by
the bon. member for Brome (Ur. Fisher). The hon. gentle-
man asked me how the matter was brought to my notice. I
am not able to say as to how it was first brought to my atten-
tion. I know I discussed it with the IMinister of Customs
and my colleagues and several mem bers of the House, chiefiy
with the member for South Leeds (Mr. Taylor), and after a
full discussion with my colloagnes and considering the infor-
mation I could gather, I decidel to propose a duty of 10
cents per lb., which I concluded would be rohibitory, and I
so stated to the House when I first laid the rosolution before
the House-that I believed it would be prohibitory, and
intended it to be prohibitory. I have looked at the report
of my speech, but I find that has not been noted. I have a
distinct recollection of saying to the House that I believed
that duty would ho prohibitory if it wore imposed. I have
no recollection of any poâition being sent in in regard to
the matter.

Mr. FISIIER. Thon I understand that no firm is making
arrangements to start its manufacture.

Mr. McLELAN. I have not had any communication
from any firm desirous of starting its manufacture.

Mr. BAIN. I have listened with a good deal of interest
to the explanation now made by the [inianoe Minister with
respect to his object in imp:>sing a 10 cent import duty on
oleomargarine, in which h) states that it was with the view
to prohibit the importation of that article. We coincide in
our views in that respect, bocause, from my standpoint, I
think it is desirable to prohibit that article, and eo far we
are agreed. But when, from that side of the flouse, we
find coupled with that proposition an arrangement by
which the article is to be manufactured in this country at a
duty of 8 cents per lb. Excise, we begin to look at the
matter from different aspects, and I confess I realiso the
difficulty under which the hou. momber for Perth (Mr.
Hesson) is labaring, in view of the lust turn the matter has
takin. Ie spent much time in endeavoring to demonstrate
that ho did not say on the last occasion when the question
was up what ho said to-night. If I understood what ho
said this evening it was, that ho proposod by this adjust.
ment of the respective duties of 8 cents Excise and 10 cents
Customs, to enable a manufactory of this kind to be started
for the purpose of exporting oleomargarino.

Mr. HESSON. I never mentionei the rate of duty at ail.

Mr. BAIN. I am quoting the rates as announced in the
offi ial papers of the flouse by au hon, gentleman ho sup-
ports; and if that statoment is not correct I am open to
correction now. It strikes me as very remarkablo in view
of the hon. member's idea of protection that his idea of the
manner in which agriculturists should be protected, and
the manufacture of oleomargarine here for export
encouraged, was to place an Excise duty of 8 cents and a
Custom duy of 10 cents to enable the manufacturer to ship
it. Where do we send all our surplus products ? If such a
business were established and developed the product must
find a market where our Canadian surplus butter finds a
market, What woul eho the resuit. The manufacturer of
oleomargarine would ho able to produce it at a very low
price, and every pound sent to the English market would
displace a pound of the butter which our farmers have
houestly produced and have a surplus for sale. I do
not wonder that the hon. mrnember for Perth feels
a little uneasy at the position of the matter; I respect
his judgment in feeling uneasy. It is decidedly credit-
able to his judgment, because ho had evidently become so
accustomed to believe that the Ministers in charge ofthe De-
partments of Finance, Customs and Excise could not do any-
thing wrong, that ho simply accepted their statements and
declared that they were protection opinions. The hon.
member for South Leeds (Mr. Taylor) who brought the

1886. 705



766 COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 16,

question up-and I think he deserves credit for bringing it1These statutes were backed by penalties running from
up-also seems to be exceedingly anxious with respect to from $10 up to 8100 for the first offance, with or without
our opinion. When the question was discussed ho thought thirty to ninety days imprisonment. So it went on for two
fit to await the action of the Government on their measure, or tbree years. In 1882 the difficu ty seemed to have
and he was quite content that the farmers should be pro- spread so mucl that the Federal Legisiature at Wash-
tected after that fashion, and I do not remember that he ington had two Bills introluoed and placed upon the
foresaw any difficulties arising from the arrangement. Yet records of the fouse, approved by the committees to
that is where it strikes me there is a very serious difficulty which they woro referred, making fnrther restrictions
in connection with the manufacture of oleomargarine either respecting this article, and providing that it should bo
for exportation or for any other purpose. What has been placed under the charge of the Inland Revenue Department,
the difficulty of every farmer for many years ? Hon. cdipackage to ho distinctly defined with stamps showing
gentlemen opposite told us that times would be good the amount of duty that was paid upan it; and providing
under the National Policy, but the world seems to also that in default of the presence of these stampe the
have been blessed with productive years and to have packages should be forfeited and heavy penalties e.
surpluses in every direction and to be sending them to the lowever, with over 700 other Bis wiich were simîla. ]y
Mother Country. The result of all those surpluses reported, Congres failed to reaci them and both Acte
finding their way there has been unprecedently low were ailowed Vo lie over. So that matter remained at Wash-
prices for the products of the farm. Under those circum- ington until this Session; and last week I read a paragraph
stances hon. gentlemen opposite propose to aid the farmer in the Ottawa Citizen setting forth that a gentleman from
by encouraging the manufacture and exportation of an Pennsylvania had introduced a meaBure revising theso Acte
article that will undermine one of the great industries of and providing that no mauufactory should be allowed in tie
the country, the dairy industry. Hon. gentlemen opposite United States without paying a license of from 8150 Vo 8200,
have no doubt this to say: You gentlemen on the other and that such factories shouid ho under the direct supervision
side are supporters of a measure of this kind because one of the Central Governmint, and that no goods should
member happened to say that if this article was good and ho offered for sale or exported fromntics. manufactories
cheap, he thought poor mon should have the bonefit of it-a until these stamps were attached thoreto, aud sovere
sentiment which every hon. member should echo; and penalties were prescribod on parties retailing these
anothei hon. member said ho bought a quantity of that goods without furnishing with each package a printed
article and sent it to his lumber camps in Michigan and no or written label correctly describing the article. But
complaints were nade. Yet bon. gentlemen opposite in the Steite of New York had taken stili furtier action
their innocence never saw the effect of the lino of argu- in this mattor. In 1880 wheu the goneral census of
ment used by themn and that their proposal was one that the United States was taken, it ehowed that the pro-
would almost destroy the dairy interest of the country. I duct of these factories was thon no less than $6,000,000
think the matter is one of prime importance, not as affect- worth per anuum of imitation butter turuod out; and
ing single individuals on this side of the House or that, but when Oongress undertook to secure additional statis-
as involving the question as to whether imitation butter was tics from that time downwards, their officiais were com-
a desirable article of which to encourage production and pelled Vo admit that they were not in a position Vo roalise
manufacture in our midst for the purpose of taking the correctly what the returne from the mannfactory of
place of the natural butter now supplied in such abund- these goods were, for the reason that the manufacturers
ance. Granted that some of our butter is an inferior article, held ther as secret in a large messure, and declinod Vo give
yet, Sir, I say, that increasing competition with it by the them accurate information. But in 1884 when the State
production of that article would not, by any means, facili- Board of public hesîti under the ordor ofthe Sonate of New
tate the production of a purer and better article, but I believe York iad a special investigation juths matter, and aftor
the policy we are looking towards now, of prohibiting tie taking evidence which was brought before them from
importation of the article, would ; and I need not say, as a fair different sections of the ceuntry, they s>ted in their report
equivalent along with that, that the prohibiting of the manu- that one manufactory in Chicago alune admittod uruing
facture of imitàtion butter in our midst is the proper course ont from six Vo elgit millions pounds per annum. One
to pursue in the interest of both the farmer and consumer. member of that eommittee referred Vo a amali factory in
Let us glance at the experience of the American people witi Chester coanty, New York, the buildings aud plant of
regard to this matter. I am not a particular admirer of wiich wero not worth 81,000 and yot tiat factory turned
American precedents, but I think we should look at the eut 1,600 Ibo. daily of Vis finished produet ut imitation
experience of a nation who have displayed a great deal of butter, ail the season througi. Their estimate wag that of
energy in initiating new systems of production and manu. the 100,000,000 pounds of butter that passed tirough tic
facture, and see what has been their experience with this Sfato of New York, either for domestie consumption
article. In looking at the American records, I find, or export, one-haîf Vo two thirds of it was tus
that away back about 1878 they first began to adulterated product. And as an additionai proof how
legislate with reference to oleomargarine. A large far tue adulterated produet has found its way iute
number of the States that bordered on the Cana- general consumption, 90 per cent, cf the dealers in New
dian boundary, in my own observation commenced about York and Brookiyn petitioued tic Sonate of New York
1878 to pass legislation regnlating the manufacture on that occasion Vo take .proiibitory measuros, as they
of this article, which shows that for some years pre- found it injured ticir business, and tiat the flnished article,
viously it had quietly been creeping into their markets, wion well made, was se difficuit te deteet £rom genuine
and the influence it was having on their butter mar- butter that nobody but an expert could deteot t. Lt was
ket was now beginning to tell. The first effort of tus shown by their investigation tiatseut cf thirty sampes
legislation in a general way was simply to provide tiey purchased in New York £romVie most respectable
that if this article was put on the market in any form, the dealers, given Vo them under the asurance cf its being
boxes or packages containing it had to be distinctly branded genuino butter, it wao found when they were anaiysed by
or marked with the name oleomargarine, butterine, orVie StaVe analyst tiat 20 out cf the 30 wore oleomargarine,
whatever other imitation compound it might be, according some cf hem with a trace cf pure butter, but in the
to the nature of the raw materials from which it wss majority noting but a slight trace-u nu Casemore Vian
manufactured; and to-day a large number of these States 10 or 12 per cent. Tiey estimated that the loag Vo the agri-
have upon their Statute-books a statute of this nature. cultural population cftie State cf New fork alone was at
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least $4,000,000 annually in consequence of this adulterated
product. Now, I say it is wisdom on our part to take the
benefit of the experience of our American cousins before
we license or aid in establishing manufactories of
this kind in our midst. We should consider these
difficulties, and I think every hon. member will agree with
me that the wise plan is to stop the whole thing at the
beginning, and as far as possible prevent such a business
growing up in our midst. What has been the effect on the
exportation of butter from the American market ? Take the
port of New York. In 1880 when the census was taken in
the United States, the exports of butter at that time were
$6,600,000 worth, and the export of oleomargarine, which
was then comparatively in its infancy, was about $2,400,0)0
worth. Take last year, when these two rival industries
had grown up side by side and the western dairy hog had
an opportunity of getting into fair competition with the
New York farmer's dairy cow, and what was the result? I
find that the exportation of butter from New York last year
had shrunk to $3,500,000 in value, and that the exportation
of oleomargarine had risen to $4,500,000; and in addition to
that, from the best evidence that the State committee could
find, they were forced to say that from one-half to two-
thirds of the article which was consumed within the State
at home was this fraudulent imitation of butter. And yet
we are asked to-day to encourage the manufacture of
this article for exportation, by giving them the
advantage of at least 2 cents over the prohibitory 10
cents per lb. by which we propose to exclude it
as Custons duty. I say this ought to be a warning to us.
The State of New York feit so strongly on this matter that,
in 1884, on the report of that committee, they passed an
Act absolutely prohibiting the manufacture of this article
in any shape or form within the boundaries of the State;
and they not only passed an Act, but they backed it up,
which was the best proof that they believed it to be neces-
sary. They appointed a commissioner whose special duty
it was to enforce the Act, at a salary of 83,000 per annum;
and gave him al the assistance necessary to carry it out;
they appropriated $30,000 from the State Treasury for the
purpose of effecting the suppression of the manufacture of
this article in the State. Under these circumstances we
have a right to pause and consider whether it would be
wise in us to attempt to encourage the manufacture of this
article even for exporté From the City of New York alone, the
export of oleomargarine to foreign countries, bas reached no
less than 30,000,000 lbs. per annum, the quantity having
steadily grown from 1880 to the present time. What is the
result of that exportation ? On looking into the Imperial
returns made last Session, when some member brought up
the question in the British Parliament, I found that the
British Government had written to their representative at
Washington, and secured a copy of the official returns
of the investigation in the State of New York; and
in bis report, the British Ambassador at Washington
stated that the largest proportion of the oleomargarine
exported found its way to Holland, London and Liver-
pool, and that that which went to Holland was mostly
manufactured into butter, for shipment into England. A
very comforting reflection that must be, both for our agri-
culturists who produce butter, and for the English consumer,
if they could have heard the speech of the hon. member for
Cornwall, as to the origin of the vast quantity of this oleo-
margarine. But New York was not the first State to
inaugurate measures against this article. Perhaps you will
tell me that action was first taken against it in some great
dairy State. The subject in the State of New York, was
relegated tothe State Board of lealth,and the Act that was
passed through the Legislature of New York, was a copy of
an Act passed in a western State, where theidairy
interest did not predominate, .I refer to the State of
Missouri. At an early day the people of that State-perhaps

from their nearness to that great hog centre, Chicago-
determined that they would re-olutely stamp out the manu-
facture of this article in Missouri. The manufacturers
held a meeting, and determined to contest the right of the
State to prohibit it They employed one of the bighest
legal luminaries in the country-Rosc>e Conkliiig-to fight
the case out on their behalf. A manufacturer had been
imprisoned, and they had him brought up on appeal by a
writ of habeas corpus. The resait was that the gentleman was
sent back to prison, and the highes* court in the land sus-
tained the right of the State of Missouri to prohibit the
manufacture of this article, when they decided that it was
unbealthful for their population. There was the com-
mencement of the absolute restrictive logislation, not in the
interest of the dairy farmers of the State, but in the interest
of the great consu ming population, because tbey considered
it detrimental to public health. After the New York State
Legislature had put their Act into operation for six months,
we find them at their last Session in 1885, amending their Act
so as to make it more rigorous. Although the commissioner
reported to the Government at the close of the year that ho
had made sixty prosecutions under the Act, and that ho was
satisfied that he bad broken up from 60 to 80 per cent. of
the manufacture of this deleterious article in the State, yet
the Legislature increased the grant for the suppression of'
its manufacture from 830,000 to 850,000, and again appointed
a commissioner at a salary of 83,000 per annum for two
years, to devote his whole attention to enforcing the law
against the manufacture of oleomargarine, and other imi-
tations of dairy products, and to sec ut the same timne that
farmers supplied consumners with pure milk. In the liglit
of these things I think the hon. member for Brant desuives
credit for stepping in to-night and moving that the importa-
tion of this article be prohibited altogether, and as far as
possible its manufacture be supprossod in the country. I
need not say that I will heartily support that resolution, and
when the proper time cornes will vote for heavy penalties
being imposed on anyone attempting its manufacture here,
being satisfied that it is not a safe article for domestic con-
sumption.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). In presenting the motion I
had the honor to present for the consideration of the flouse,
I did it as soon as we reachod the article under discussion,
the earliest moment at which I could move. The Minister
of Customs has stated that ho accepts my amendment, and
suggests as a matter of convenience, instead of inserting
the clause in this part of the Act, that this item shall be
struck out on the understanding that ho will insert a special
clause in the torms of my amendmont. Of course I accede
to that at once as a matter of convenience, and at the hon.
gentleman's request; and I am very glad that the Ministry
bave thus far conceded the object 1 had in view. As I stated at
the outset, I confined mysolf to the prohibition of importation
because we are dealing now with a Customs resolution.
further down we shal come to the Excise resolution which
makes this article subject to Excise duty. While the Min-
istry have stated their willingness to accede to my proposi-
tion to prohibit the importation, I understand that they
are not opposed, but intend to regulate the manufacture of
oleomargarine in the country. i did not move on that sub-
ject, because it was not the proper time; but I fel compel-
led to say that, whon that clause is reached, unles the
Ministry change their minds in the meantime, and concur
in the views, we, on this side of the flouse hold, that it will
be equally injurions to bealth and the great dairy industry of
this country to permit the manufacture of this article, I shall
offer a resolution under that head as well. Meanwhile, I
accept the proposition of the hon Minister of Customs.

Mr. MoNEILL. Being myself a farmer, and feeling a
deep interest in this subject, I wish to say just half a dozen
words on this motion. Having followed the discussion with
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some attention, I have found some difficulty to learn exactly
where hon. gentlemen opposite stand in reference to this
subject. It seems to me that their position is somewhat
conflictirg with what it was when I was in the House a
short time ago. I have always considored that strawberries
and cream were closely connected with one another. When
I was in the House this afternoon I heard hon. gentleman
opposite protesting vehemently against any protection to
the growers of strawberries. I came into tbe House again
this evening, and I was surprised to find hon. gentleman
from the same bouches condemning the Government because
they were not sufficiently protecting the interests of the
farmers in the article of butter, which is closoly allied t- cream.
Some hon. members have endeavored to get out of the diffi-
culty by saying it was not protection to the farmer which
was under discussion, but protection to the consumer from
the use of a deleterious article. I venture to say that if the
speeches of many hon. gentlemen opposite, especially that
of the hon. member for North Wellington (Mr. MoMullen)
be perused, it will be found that they upheld protection to
the farming interests of Canada about as strongly as it was
possible for the most extreme protectionists to do. I am
aware the bon. member for Brome (Mr. Fisher) disclaims
all intention of supporting any policy of protection. He
says he is not a protectionist in this matter, but a prohibi-
tionist; that is, ho would consider a duty of 10 cents pro.
tection, or a duty of 25 or 50 cents until it came to such a pass
as to becomeo prohi bitory. Then it would cease to be protec-
tion. He considers it would be protection to impose a duty
to prevent the introduction of shoddy cloth, if by so doing
we protected our manufactures against the slaughtering of
shoddy garments by the Americana, but he would not con-
sider it protection to prevent them from slaughtering their
shoddy butter on our market. He goes further, and says ho
would not care to prohibit the importation if ho did
not prohibit the manufacture also. It seems to me the
two positions are perfectly dissimilar. It may be per-
fectly correct to prohibit the importation from a pro-
tectionist point of view in order to protect the agri-
culturist from undue competiton with such a commodity as
this, but, at the same time, it may be right to allow the
commodity to be manufactured in this country for the pur-
pose of exportation ; making due provision that it be not
sold in our markets and thus come into competition with
our farm products ; and providing further that it b branded
as oleomargarine or butterine, so that when it enters the
foreign market it will not, boing thus branded, come into
competition with our butter. Or if it did come to some
extent into competition with our butter, it would be an
indirect competition. It would first compote with Ameri-
can oleomargarine. In these respects, therefore, I find it
quite impossible to follow my hon. friend's argument. I
think, however, that it would be very much botter if this
commodity were not manufactured in the country at all ;
and I hope the Government will arrive at this conclusion.
It is no credit to us to export a produce of that kind. It is
said there will be careful inspection. I must confess I have
little faith in such inspection, for L do not see how it is pos.
sible to have any inspection of value in this respect at all.
It is often a difficult thing for an expert to tell, in looking
at meat in a carcass, whether it is that of a healthy beast,
and "there will be still more difficulty when the fat
and tallow are taken from the carcass, to tell whether the
fat and tallow are wholesome or not. I have little or no
faith in the value of such inspections, and I hope the Gov-
ernment will make up their minds that this abominable
stuff shall not be manufactured li the country at all. Of
course, I speak now judging from the opinions we have
received in this louse and from what I have heard elsewhere.
It may be I have put the case too strongly, but at ait events
I hope the Government will come to the conclusion that it
is very necessary, before permitting the manufacture of

Mr. PATERSoN (Brant).

this article, that the whole matter be carefully examined,
and that they should take particular care to obtain thor-
oughly reliable evidence as to what the nature of oleo-
margarine really is-whether it is really possible to secure
its being in all cases a reliable and wholesome article of food.
If not, I would oppose the manufacture of it altogether, just
as the hon. Minister intended to prevent the importation of
it when he introduced his measure in the first instance.

Mr. MoLELAN. Does the hon. gentleman withdraw
his resolution in amendment.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Yes; I withdraw it.
Ur. MoLELAN. I would move that this be disagreed to.
Mr. SPROULE. It seems to me rather strange that when

this question was introduced by the hon. member on the
Government side, most of the hon. members represonting the
Opposition condemned it, and that gentleman was stigma-
tised as having introduced it for the purpose of political
clap-trap; but now the same hon. gentlemen have changed
their minds. I notice especially the arguments of the hon.
member for Brome (Mr. Fisher). In his first speech ho
started out by saying that the duty proposed to be put on
the article was practically a prohibitory duty, that it was
impossible it could be introduced with such a duty as the
Government proposed. After that, he said: " I do not
believe that oleomargarine and butterine wili be able suc-
cessfully to compote with really first-class butter in this
country or anywhere.else." Consequently he must have been
of opinion that it was unnecessary to impose any duty on
oleomargarine. Then he said:

" Anxious as I am to see the agricultural interests, and especially the
dairy interest, of the country carefully guarded-and I say this as repre-
senting one of the greatest dairy counties in this Dominion, the county,
according to last census, which made the second greatest amount of
butter of any county in the Dominion-still I do not wish to see the
dairy interest guarded at the expense of any other interest in the Domin-
ion. If any person chooses to put upon the market an article which is
not hurtful in itself, and which is properly stamped and shown to be
such an article, if it does compete with the producers of butter it will be
merely an extra stimulus to them to make a better article, with which
this spurious article cannot compete. But I do not believe it would be
right or wise for this Parliament absolutely to prevent aIl the people in
this country from producing an article which in itselt is not hurtful, and
which, at the same time, would be stamped so as to show its true nature. I
am quite at one with any gentleman in this louse who wishes to see
that the butterine or oleomargarine are not sold as butter, and do not
take the place of butter, because that would be injurious, not only to•
the dairy interests of the country, but also to the consumers, who might
be led into buying the spurious article under the impression that it was
the genuine article they wanted. But if these articles are stamped so
that the public know what they are buying, and if the oleomargarine or
the butterine are composed of materials which are not injurious to the
health of the consumer, I do not see why the production of these articles
should be forbidden in this country, and if it does work any inconven-
ience to the dairymen of the country, their true remedy would be to
manufacture a still better article of butter. Let the dairymen of the
country see to it that they make the very best butter possible, and no
butterine or oleomargarine can compete with that article."

The hon. gentleman and his friends to.night have changed
their minds entirely. Finding that this was an important
question to the agricultural interests of the country, through
the press, since it was taken up by the member for Lanark
(Mr. Taylor) and others, they are now prepared to go one
botter, and prohibit the importation of the article into the
country. It is strange that these gentlemen are so ready
to change their opinions in a few days, so long as it can be
done with advantage to themselves and to the political sup-
port of their party. It is only necessary to go back a few
days and read their speeches in order to see that their
speeches to-night are almost entirely opposed to the opinions
which they promulgated before.

Mr. FISHFER. I ask permission to say a few words, as
my hon. friend from Grey (Mir. Sproule) has alluded to my
speech the other day.

Mr. SPROULE. I read the words.
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Mr. FISH ER. Yes, but my hon. friend did not read the

whole of the speech by any means. As I pointed out
before, I was at that time alluding to a proposition made
by the hon. member for South Leeds (Mr. Taylor) to rega-
late this traffle, and I was discusing it with reference to a
proposition of the Government or another system of
regulation. I stated then, as I have stated to-night, that at
that time I did not know what the propositions of the
Government were exactly, or what the proposition of the
hon. member for South Leeds was exactly, I did not see the
use of having two propositions coming from that side of the
House in relation to the same matter, and I did not think
it was necessary in view of what the Government had pro-
posed to do. I may say that, since that time, I have looked
into the matter more than I had thon, and I find that the
experienoe of the United States so far has not been success-
ful. In consequence of that I have decided that it is best
not to try to regulate it and to commence here at the point
where the United States are leaving off. It is best to jump
the whole distance, instead of taking a small stop first and
then another one afterwards.

Amendment withdrawn, and item dropped.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Will you put it in com-
mittee ?

Mr. BOWELL. When we go into committee, then I
will move it, and will add it to the tariff.

Printed or dyed cotton fabrics, not elsewhere specified, 27J per cent.
ad valorem.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What change is there ?

Mr. MoLELAN. It is only explanatory of what is in-
tended to be covered by the old duty of 27J per cent. It
was printed cottons, and a question has arisen as to a cer-
tain make of cotton muslin or fabric of some kind, cambric
being imported under a less duty, while it was intended to
cover all printed cotton goods.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Can the Minister of
Finance or the Minister of Customs inform us what has
been the practical effect of the imposition of this duty of
27J per cent. ? It was formerly 20 per cent., and was
increased to 27J per cent. It was stated by the former
Minister of Finance that that was done rather as a pro-
tective than as a revenue measure. I should like to know
what the practical effect las been, whether more revenue
has accrued, or whether the revenue has remained station-
ary, or whether any revenue has been lost by the operation.
The louse may remember, or the Minister may remember,
that a very considerable doubt existed upon that point at
the time that this increase took place. Now, a year, or
perhaps two years have elapsed since the imposition of the
increased duty, and I should like to know the practical
result.

Mr. MoLELAN. The practical result, as far as I can
gather, has been that there has been less importation of
certain kinds of printed cottons, and less revenue collected,
but that the increase of manufactured goods bas been very
large; that the mills employed in the manufacture of grey
cottons and bleacbed cottons and the lighter fabrics have
been very busily employed manufacturing for the print
works, and that thus a large portion of the output of the
cotton mills of the country has been utilised by the print
works and put into sale and consumption in that way, and
that with a very excellent quality of cloth. The variety of
style and patterns is not so large as can be found abroad,
and so there are still importations under the 27 per cent.
duty, on some of the newer and more fancy styles of prints,
but for all practical purposes and strong wear, as good cot-
tons we find are being manufactured at the print works as
eau be imported and at as low a rate.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT, Can the Miniàer give
any figures?

Mr. MOLELAN. I have not the fiures here, but I have
had figures from the parties engaged in the work and in the
mille, from parties who know that there has been a very
large output.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If the hon. gentleman
has the figures, I would request him to bring them at
another stage. When the change took place, the late Min-
ister of Finance wias not in a position to state definitely
much about it, but he then declared, if I recollect aright,
that the matter was under investigation, and details would
be laid before the House as soon as it was possible to verify
the statements made by the trade. As a matter of infor-
mation I should like to get them.

Mr. McLELAN. I had forgotten that he made that
statement.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It was made casually
across the House as I am now making this remark to the
hon. gentleman; but, if ho las the information, it would be
as well for us to get it.

Spirite and strong waters, not having been sweetened or mixed with
any article so that the degree of strength thereof cannot be ascertained
by Sykes' hydrometer, for every Imperial gallon of the strength of proof

such hydrometer, and so in proportion for any greater orless quantity
than a gallon, viz : Geneva gin, rum, whiskey, alcohol or spirits of
wine, and unenumerated, unmixed and not sweetened apirits, by what-
ever name called, a specific duty of $1.75 per Imperial gallon.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is as it was?
Mr. BOWELL. There is a slight change. It was found

necessary in consequence of the difference of interpreting the
differeut items in the tarif as they exist at present& The
item as it read in the tarif was as follows:-

" Geneva gin, rum, whiskey and unenumerated articles of like kinds."

If the hon. gentleman has the tarif before him, and will
refer to item 112, he will see:

"Spirite and strong waters not elsewhere specified, $1.90 per Imperial
gallon."

It was contended by some of the importers and by some
lawyers alo who gave opinions that spirits of wine or
alcohol, no matter what the strength was, could be imported
under the latter item to which I have calléd the attention
of the committee at $1.90 per Imperial gallon, while the
general provision regulating the matter is $1.75, and ' pro-
portionaI amount for each degree above it. The contention
of the Department has been that spirits of wine and alcohol
could not be brought in under the interprtation that has
been given by ~some impôrters who have reoeived legal
opinions on the subject, and we thought it botter, while
changing the tarif, to put the fact beyond doubt, conse-
quently we now make it read:

" Geneva gin, rum, whiskey, alcohol or spirits of wine, and unenumer-
ated, unmixed and not sweetened spirite, by whatever name called."

The rate of duty is not changed. I may also state that old
tom gin is printed $1.90 the Imperial gallon; it ehould
have been printed $1.75, to make it the same as thé raté
levied upon whiskey and other spirite. In thé old tarifitwas
$1.32J per gallon. That is the only change. Spirits and
strong waters mixed with any ingredient, or otherwise% that
is, items 27, 28 and 29, have had the duty increased, and
that increased duty is placed upon spirits so thât the mhu-
facturers of these strong waters and perfuméd wateri iii thia
.euntry, would have a protection equal to that whleh thêy
enjoyed before the increase of duty upon alcohol aud iairits.
We therefore propose to make these articles $2 thé Impe-
rial gallon, instead of $1.90, being an incroase o' 16 cents
and 40 per cent. ad valorem instead of 30. This à in 'Cologné
water.
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Mr. McLELAN, I move to amend this item by making 1 strong enough to stand alone and able to manufacture as
specific duty on old tom gin $1.75 instead of $1.90. good whips as anybody else, the protection was to be

Amendment agreed to. lessened.

Cologne water and perfumed spirits in bottles or flasks weighin Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Probably they have
more than four ounces each, $2 per Imperial gallon, 40 per cent. a more goods now, and they have more rights.

lmvaiorem.
Mr. McLELAN. There is an increase of 5 per cent.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does the hon. gentle-
man expect to obtain any revenue?

Mr. MoLELAN. No.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What additional revenue
is expected on the whole from the alteration as to spirits?

Mr. MoLELAN. On the perfumery, $3,000.

Mr. BOWELL. $3,000 on the one item of spirits and
strong waters is the estimate based on the importations of
last year, and $2,700 on Cologne waters. I presume that no
increase is expected from Cologne water or perfumed spirits
in bottles or fiasks, because it is imported in them for mixing
in this country.

Tabing, wrought iron, 30 per cent. ad valorem.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What amount do you
expect on this item ?

Mr. MoLELAN. We do not expect any increased
revenue.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is this again a simple
addition to the tax without any expectation of revenue ?

Mr. McLELAN. It is for protection-the same reasons
that we gave for the cast tubing.

Whips of al kinds, 30 per cent. ad valorem.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is this?

Mr. MoLELAN. Whips are being largely manufactured
in the country, of a very excellent quality, I think, from
what I have seen of them, and at very low prices.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then they don't want
protection ?

Mr. MoLELAN. It is considered that they are able now
to supply the market, and that they should have the mar-
ket, at all events to the extent of this protection of 5 per
cent.

Sir RICHAIID CARTWRIGHT. Upon my word, Mr.
Speaker, I mus say that this protection business, in which
I do not believe in the slightest degree, in any shape or
form, looking upon it as clear robbery of the consumer, is
being run into the ground. Surely these people, if they
can make excellent whips, can afford to make them under
25 per cent. protection, and still you put on an additional
5 per cent. Does the hon. gentleman know how many
people are engaged in this manufacture and what is the
quantity of whips manufactured in the country? Has he
informed himself on any of these points ?

Mr. MoLELAN. I have not the figures here, but there
is a very large number engaged in the manufacture, and a
large number of whips turned out daily.

Mr. PLATT. The strangest thing it seems to me is the
reason given for this increase. This factory, it seems, has
risen to manhood and become able to make first-class whips,
the Minister tells us, under this lower duty, and now that
they have strength and ability, and capital, I suppose, and
everything to go on successfully, the duty is to be increased.
I always understood the system was to protect while they
were infant, while they were weak, and when they became

Mr. BOWEL L.

Mr. FISHER. This policy of protection prevents their
ever reaching the strength of manhood, although they may
attain the years of manhood.

Wire, iron or steel, galvanised or not, 20 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. McLELAN. I want to move an amendment that
the words "not elsewhere specified " be added.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the object of
this ?

Mr. MoLELAN. There bas been a large factory established
within the last year for the manufacture of wire and the
intention is to extend the principle which we have extended
to all other manufactures to the manufacture of wire of cer-
tain gauges. Capital to the extent of from $50,000 to
8100,000 has been invested.

Mr. VAIL. Where is this manufactory?

Mr. McLELAN. At Lachine.

Sir RICHARD ÇARTWRIGHT. What is the quantity
of the importation at present?

Mr. MoLELAN. 87,000 cwt., of the value of $216,000.
Sir RICHAR D CARTWRIGHT. Does the hon. gentle-

man expect that that factory will manufacture all that wire,
and that the revenue will be lost?

Mr. McLELAN. I expect a large portion will be manu-
factured there; but the consumption of wire is largely
increasing, and a considerable quantity will still be imported.
The capacity of the works at Lachine is from fifteen to
twenty tons a day.

Mr. PLATT. What constitutes the raw material of the
manufacture of wire ? I suppose it is what we call English
steel rod, which I understand, is not subject to any duty.

Mr. MoLE LAN. English steel rod is rolled in lengths of
about 100 or 200 feet, and that is at present subject to a
duty of 5 per cent.

Mr. PLATT. Wire of gauge fifteen is used for wire
fencing.

Mr. MoLELAN. The smaller wires are free, and they
are used largely for the manufacture of fancy wire work.
The sizes are not changed.

Mr. PLATT. The wire manufacturer is only to be taxed
5 per cent. while the raw material of the manufacture of
wire fencing is to be taxed 20 per cent. The wire
manufactured by this firm constitutes the raw material of
the manufacture of fencing.

Mr. FISHER. The wire intended to be protected is the
raw material out of which the things in the following items
are manufactured. If we increase the duty on the raw
material I suppose it is likely it will necessitate an increase
of duty in the following items, and consequently we shall
naturally increase the cost to the consumer of those goods
which are to the utmost importance to the agricultural
community. Of late years the manufacture of barbed
wire bas become a great one, and the farmers, especially
the farmers of the North-West who are now being oliliged
to enter into stock raising, are compelled to use this fencing.
The Government is thus increasing the duty on that whieh
is a prime necessity to the agricultural community.
This is the raw material out of which the farmer,
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especially in the North-West, and in other Provinces
as well, makes his fencing, and it is practically action
in the same direction as when the Government increased
the duty on agricultural implements and other articles
necessary to carry on the business of farming. I regret
exceedingly that this duty should have been increased, and
cannot understand the reason, when I find the raw material
of the company at Lachine is only taxed 5 per cent. The
difference between their raw material and what is their
manufactured material, but which is the raw material of the
farmer, is considerable. In the one case there is a great
difference between the raw and manufactured material, and
in the other case there is no difference in regard to the
farmer, because he has a high protection on the raw
material and no protection on the finished article.

Mr. MoLELAN. There is very great difference between
twisting the wire after it is manufactured and rolling and
preparing the wire-rolling it out of the steel rods, galvan-
ising it and fitting it to be manufactured into wire fencing.
That requires very extensive machinery and the employ-
ment of a large number of hands, but a very few hands caa
produce large quantities of wire fencing. So there is no
comparison as to the raw material.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes; but no doubt in
the North-West, where timber is very scarce, such a tax as
this will be very severely felt. It is very important for us
not to infringe more than we can avoid on the small amount
of capital our pioneers in the North-West possess, and there
is no one item on which it will be more severely felt than on
the rrticle of barbed wire. Even in many settled portions
of the older Provinces it is being largely used, and in the
North-West it is a practical necessity to the farmer.

Mr. COLBY. This is not an addition of 5 per cent. on
wire fencing. It is a duty which will fall very lightly
upon the manufactured article. But for hon. gentlemen to
say that the Government, which is committed to a policy
of protection for manufacturing industries, should not vote
to give an industry recently established, and in which
$100,000 are invested in building and plant, a very small
protection, not even equivalent to that under a revenue
tariff, they are asking us to concede their views and aban-
don the whole protection policy we have been supporting
for a considerable time past. I think it would be an aban-
donment of that policy if the Government did not, in some
measure, encourage such industries and appropriate to them
some share of the benefit which arises from the develop-
ment of such industries.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. At the expense of the
most valuable industry of all.

Mr. COLBY. I do not say that, and the hon. gentleman,
in saying it, begs the entire question. We do not, by any
means, admit that the imposition of an increased duty means
necessarily the increased price of the manufactured article.
We differ toto celo from gentlemen on the other side of the
House on that question, and we can cite the largest manu-
factured products of the country as evidence in favor of our
view. We can refer to agricultural implements, to woollen
goode, to cotton goods, to all the great industries of this
country which are protected, and to the cheap prices at
which they are being sold to the consumers of this country.
It does not follow because the duty is increased on a given
article that necessarily the price is enhanced. The experience
we have had and the facts shoiv precisely the reverse.
It means the exclusion of the foreign article to a certain
extent ; it means the stimulation of the industries of
our own country; it means competition-domestic compe-
tition. We believe on this side of the House that competi-
tion regulates the price-it matters not whether it be
domestic or foreign competition. We believe that by im-
posing a higher soale of duties we invite manufacturers to

establish these industries in this country, and that compe.
tition amongst the home manufactures while it employs
labor and keeps it in the country, at the same time suffici-
ently regulates the price and the matter adjusts itself in
that way. I am simply replying to argumente thrown out
on the other side.

Mr. FISHER. I am really surprised at the remarks of
the hon. member for Stanstead (Mir. Colby). The hon, gen-
tleman commenced by saying that really if the Government
were to abandon the system of putting on duties on certain
articles, they would be abandoning the whole protective
policy. I would almost imagine that the only reason they
were continuing in putting on these duties, was because
they had to be consistent, because it was part of their pro.
tective system. It must be continued-not because it was
good or necessary, but simply because they started a pro-
tective policy, and they must continue it. I am gladto
know that the hon. gentleman think he is bound to stand
or fall by hie policy, because I believe that in the
near future he will fall by it. I was also surprised
to hear the argument from him that because $100,000 was
invested in this enterprise at Lachine, we must protect it.
Does the hon. gentleman mean to compare that paltry
$100,000, invested at Lachine, with the millions that are
invested in agriculture in this country ? If it js neoessary
to protect anything in this country, one wonld think it
would be necessary to protect the agricultural interests and
not the manufacturing interests, especially when by pro-
tecting the manufacturing interests, you injure the farming
interests. I am surprised to hear such doctrines from the
hon. member for Stanstead, who represents an agricultural
constituency-

Mr. COLBY. He represents a manufacturing constitu-
ency as well.

Mr. FISHER. Yes ; I know he las built it up to that,
by the imposition of heavy duties on certain manufactures
which are carried on there; but I think he should remem-
ber that there is a manufactory in his constituency, which
was attempted to be built up by protection, but to-day is
standing idie.

An hon. MEMBER. What one is that?
Mr. FISHER. The sugar factory at Coaticook.
Mr. COLBY. The only protection given to that factory

was that proposed by the Hon. Mr. Joly, when he was a
member of this House.

Mr. FISHER. That may be; I am not responsible for
the Hon. Mr. Joly. That was the principle of hon. gentle-
men opposite, and this was one of the legitimate conclusions
of that principle when fully carried out. This question is
intimately bound up in the assertions of the hon. member
for Stanstead that these things ai-e not to be enhanced in
price -

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman must not go into
the general question.

Mr. FISHER. I was eonly trying to reply to the last
speaker.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Surely, Sir, my hon.
friend can treat of the question of this duty, whether it is
going to have the effect alleged, whether the additional duty
is going to bring about those things which the hon. gentle.
man bas so eloquently and logically described. That ques-
tion may largely influence the decision of the House. If it
can be shown that the imposition of the duties will make
wire fences cheaper it may influence the votes of many of
us.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman should confine
himself to the details, and not refer to the general principle.
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Mr. FISHER. I bow to your decision, and only regret

that I cannot answer the hon. member for Stanstead
(Mr. Colby).

Mr. WAT$ON. As I do not, like the hon. member for
Stanstead, represent a manufacturing constituency, 1 am
sorry that the Government has raised the duty on wire.
There is no doubt that the wire which goes into the con-
struetion of wire fonces is included in this, and there is no
doubt that the farmer will have to pay an increased price
for is wir. fences. As there are hundreds of thousands of
tons of wire in use in the North-West yearly, I am sure
this is one change in the tariff which will not be appre-
ciated by the farmers in the North-West. I am sorry to
see it introduced, for it is one which, as the bon. gentleman
has said, is in the interests of the manufacturing towns of
the east, but at the expense of the farmers of the west.

Mr. ORTON. If the hon. gentleman wishes to refer to
the history of the North-West, he will find that that por-
tiôn of 1ihe oountry has realised the benefits of protection.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mir. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman is out of order in

referingto the general principle of protection.
Mr. ORTON. With reference to the protection of wire,

it is a fact that the manufacture of wire for that country is
highlý Iniortàht tb the North-West Territories and to
Manitoba ahd anything which will encourage our people to
manfaittr'e wire will result in giving to the people of the
North4Weht a cheaper wire than they have to-day. The
more maniÏfacturers of wire we have in this country, the
more the price will tend to be reduced.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Better put on 3 cents
more.

Mr. WATSON. I do not believe in the principle of the
hon. gentleman. I would rather believe in the doctrine of
the hoa. member for Stanstead (Mr. Colby) that competi-
tion regulates the price, and if you have only one manufac-
turer of wire in Canada, you have not competition.

M.r.BOWELL. There are several.
Mr. SCRIVER. I would like to ask the Minister of

Finance if any representations have been made to him by
those who are engaged in the manufacture of wire fencing
that the are not sufficiently protected by the present duty.
I' bliee there 'are soine manufactories of this article
a¶ready in existänee in the Dominion of Canada, and it is
within my knowledge that it has been made a very profit-
able investment.

Mr. MdLELAN. There has not been very much done in
the tnanufbOture of wire. Some wire has been drawn for
speial putrposes, but until last December there was no large
bugifes attempted, and of course it was represented that
the AMMe p«licy should apply to this branch of manufacture
as to others-not with the objoct of increasing the cost of
it, but to give them the market that they might have a large
output and manufacture at the lowest possible rate.

Wire fencing, buckthorn, strip and other similar fencing wire of
iron orsteel, a specific duty of lj ets, per lb.

Mr. McLELAN. I propose to amend the wording of
this item by making it read as follows:-

Barbed wire fencing cf iron or steel, a specific duty of li cents per
b. ,bnckthorn and strip fencing, or ir»n or steel, aspecifie cduty of l
cents per lb.

The buckthorn and strip fencing is cheaper than the barbed
wire fencing, and we make it bear a lower rate of duty.
The present duty is 25 per cent.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the present
average value per pound of the wire?

Mr. Srza:zi,

Mr. BOWELL. It averages from 5 to 6 cents. For-
merly it was higher. We have taken about the inedium
value. Buckthorn ranges from 4 to 5 cents.

Mr. WATSON. I would like to see barbed wire fencing
imported into the North-West as cheaply a possible. I
would move the addition of these words:

Except when imported for use in Manitoba and the North-West
Territories, in which case it shall be admitted free.

Amendment (Mr. Watson) negatived.
Mr. PLATT. There are other varieties of wire fencing

manufactured in this country than those mentioned here. I
have special reference to woven wire fencing.

Mr. McLELAN. That is already provided for, and there
is no proposition to change the duty upon it.

Yeast cakes and compressed yeast in packages or bulk, of i lb. and
over, a specific duty of 6 cents per lb.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the difference
in value between this and baking powder?

Mr. McLELAN. This is made specific for the same reason
that we made the duty on baking powder specifie, that there
is a great difference in the quality imported, and a great
deal of difficulty has arisen in the Castom houses in respect
to its valuation. It is recommended that a specific duty of
6 cents be put on for an ad valorem of 24 cents a pound.

Mr. BOWELL. This change increases the duty only on
the adulterated articles. It is a lower rate of duty on the
better qualities.

Portland and Roman cement to be classed with all other cement at
specific rates as now provided.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). What change in the
revenue will result from the change in duty i on Portland
and Roman cement ?

Mr. McLELAN. When the present tariff was enacted
Portland and Roman cement was valued at about $3.50 a
barrel, and the duty was 20 per cent, which amounted to
from 70 to 80 cents. a barrel. The other qualities of cement
were charged a duty of 40 cents a barrel. The Portland
cement hàs declined in price until it is imported at about 5
shillings sterling a barrel and some of it at less, so that it
is imported at a lower rate of duty than the other quality at
40 cents a barrel. It is proposed to fix one uniform duty of
40 cents a barrel.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). The result, however, is to
increase the duty on Portland and Roman cement.

Mr. McLELAN. The duty on Portland and Roman
cement will be shghtly increased at the present price.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I understand the hon.
gentleman to say that the prevailing price is not more than
half what the price was when the original duty was im-
posed, and consequently the ad valorem duty is having a
different effect from what it would have had, had the prices
remained the sane. I am given to understand that the
prices differ somewhat from what the Finance Minister
stated. I have had very recent communications with refer-
ence to this matter, and the price of Portland cement is
stated as being between $1 85 and $235, the latter price
prevailing during last season, but the former price being that
expected to prevail during the present year. Now, to
whatever extent this alteration in the duty is intended as
a protection to the home manufacturer, it is clearly going
to effect prejudicially some interests that are of consider-
able consequence to some localities in the west. Portland
cement is an element that enters very largely into the
manufacture of artificial stone, and I am given to under.
stand that no Canadian product has proved equal
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to that article in the manufacture of such Stone.
Many hon.' members in the louse are aare that arti-
ficial stone is a manufacture of considerable magnitude
in some localities, particularly where stone is not abundant
as it is in the immediate vidinity of this city. No native
cement, no other imported cenent is equal to Portland
cement, or at all fitted to be used satisfactorily in the pro-
duction of artificial Stone. Consequently, to whatever ex-
tent the alterations in duties will prejudice these manufact-
urers, it is clearly going to detrimentally affect the pro-
duction of that grticle. I bad expected from the Trade and
Navigatlon R-ports that the alteration was merely from ad
vqlorem to specific, so as to be more convenient for the Ous-
toms officers, but I was not able to arrive at a definite
concludkoQi, as the returns of 1ast year give no statement of
the number of barrels impqrted. I admit the advance is
not a very heavy one, still with the price of the cernent
decreasing it is apt to affect that industry more seriously
in the future.

Mr. BOWELL. I understand the hon. gentleman to
say that his latest information was different to that which
had been stated by the Finance Minister with reference to
the value of Roman cement. I understood him to say its
cost was about $1.85.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). $1.85 to $2.35,
Mr. BOWELL. Hais the hon. gentleman taken the

trouble to calculate what the effect of the alteration will be,
taking the prices he bas given the House as basis? If the
duty on Portland cement remained as it is now, at 20 per
cent., the hon. gentleman would have to pay 46 cents a
barrel, which is 6 eànts more than we propose to add. At
$1.85, the duty at 20 per cent. would be 37 cents, or a
decrease of 3 cents per barrel. When the tariff of 20 per
cent. was established, a few years ago, the value of Portland
çe8ient was about $3.75 and $3.50. Then it paid 70 cents;
so that, taking the prices the hon. gentleman bas given and
taking a medium betweeri $1.85 and 82.35, he will find the
duty is really les than it would be at 20 per cent.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I am prepared to admit
what the hou. gentleman bas stated, but ho will recollect
that my suggestion to the Minister of Finance was that he
should, do nothing to prejudice in the future that particular
industry, in the alteration of the tarif lie proposed from
ad valorem to specific. As the price of the cement decreases,
this alteration would have the effect of prejudicing to a
greater extent the industries which depend on this Portland
cement. This is borne out by the reason he gave for the
alteration, namely, the continued decrease in price.

On sugar, &c., when imported direct from the country of growth and
production, for refining purposes only, not over number thirteen Dutch
Standard in color, and not testing over seventy degrees by the polaris-
cope test, a specific duty of one cent per pound, and for every additional
degree, or fraction of a degree shown by polariscope test, three and
one-third cents per one hundred pounds additional.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIMIT: What is the average
percentage over 70 degrees that the hon. gentleman thinks
will be imported ?

Mr. MoLELAN. It runs from 85 to 86.
the lower grades, it will hardly run to 85.

Including all

On all sugars above number 13 Dutch Standard in color, all refined
sugar of all kinds, grades or standards one and one-half cents per pound,
and 35 per cent. ad valorem on the ralue thereof free on board at the
lat port of shipment..

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. On this point I think
that the hon. gentlemen will find they are giving an undue
advantage to the refineries. Practically speaking, all the
sugars consumed in this country are above No. 13. Now
sugar is very low at present, but in a general way this
means that the consumer will have to pay, though Dot into

the Troasury, at least three cents per pound. I put the
figure, in my reply to the Budget speech, at 2î cents, but
in reality it appears it is quite 3, that is to say, as regarde
the grades of sugar which go really into consumption. If
the interests of the consumer is to be regarded at all, No.
1,3 ought to be raised to No. 14 or 15, which would very
materially benefit the sugar trade of the Lower Provinces
with the West Indies Islands. Most undoubtedly it is
desirable. If you are making alterations in this duty, tlhat
tlhey should be made so as to give some advantage to the
very depressed industry of shipping in the Maritime Pro-
vinoes.

Mr. VAIL. What was the object of reducing it from 14
to 13 ? Do you propose to shut out all grocery sugars ?

Mr. MoLELAN. We did not propose to shut out 411
grocery sugars, but the hon. gentleman knows any number
of grocery sugars are going out. And nearly every reter
now takes sugar that has passed through the refinery, per-
ha ps not that which has gone through the higher stages of
refining, but he prefers to have sugar that hais been throgly
the refinery for one or two stages, and very little of the old
grocery sugar which was formerly imported from the West
Indies is used in the shops. Provision is made here that
a certain portion of these refinery sugars in a cargo may be
used for refining purposes as 13 taking a polariscope
strength. I am informed and L believe, from all that I can
gather, that the trade in the old grocery sugars imported
from the West Indies has now become very small, and that
where cargoes have been imported by wholesale dealers for
retail purposes, the only market they cai now find for
them is with the refineries.

Mr. VAIL. There is a great deal of West Indies grocery
sugar used in the Lower Provinces. I am free to confess
that there is not so much used as there was formerly, as
they use refined sugar instead, but there is a great deal
still, and I do not sec why it should be discriminated
against in this way.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think the House will do
well to understand the nature of the sugar duties, and that
WC should know, to ctent, how we are taxed li that
direction. I think the proposition of the Minister is to very
seriously increase the duty on an article which is already
very heavily taxed. He has reduced the grade and increased
the duty. He proposes to make the duty 1½ cents and 35
per cent., while he reduces the number from fourteen to
thirteen. The effect will be to shut out grocery sugars
altogether, and to give a complete monopoly to the sugar
manufacturers of this country, to give a greatly increased
protection to the refineries. We sometimes hear lon.
gentlemen when we speak of the increased taxation levied
upon the country by hon. gentlemen opposite, say that tea
and coffee have ben placed on the free list. I want the
House and the country to understand that, in the proposi-
tions made to night, these articles, which are already taxed
beyond what they should be taxed, are having an increased
taxation placed upon thom which will take from the people
more money than was levied on the articles of tea and
coffee under the Mackenzie Administration.

Mr. McNEILL. I rise to a point of order. I understood
you to ruie, Mr. Speaker, that the discussion of the general
question of the imposition of an increased duty--

Mr. SPEAKER.
ence to the duty ont
ence to the question

The hon. gentleman is talking in refer-
sugar. I think he is speaking in refer-
before the House.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I was pointing out that, while
we have nominally left tea and coffee on the free list under
the tariff, the imposition of the increased taxation on sugar
is taking more money out of the porkets of the people of
the country than was taken from them when there was a
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duty on tea and coffee; so that the position is that hon.
gentlemen, with tea and coffee nominally on the free list,
but virtually taxed as highly as they were under the tariff
of the last Government, with sugar taxed much higher, and
with every other article taxed very much higher than
before, yet have a deficit of three or four millions. Iprotest
against this proposition of the Minister of Finance. If he
wants money, as there is no doubt he does, it would be better
for the people of Canada if he put the increased duty which
lie proposes te put on sugar, on tea and coffee. The people
would pay no more; it would all go into the revenue; whle
under this they wili pay as much as they paid before, and a
portion will go not into the revenue but into the pockets of
others. It is only right that a strong protest should be
entered against the excessive duty which is being placed
upon this article, and that the House should understand
that it is equivalent to taking as much money out of the
pockets of the people of the country as if the Government
had put the duty on tea and coffee at the rate at which it
stood under the late Administration, provided the import
was the sane. Of course there is a little larger import,but,
if the taxes were made what they were before, that import
might go down. The fact remains.

Mr. McLELAN. The hon. gentleman has referred to
tax on sugar under the late Administration. In 1878 we
imported 105,000,000 lbs. of sugar; the tax was 82,515,-
656, or equal to 62.39 per 100 lbs. In 1885 we imported
200,000,000 lbs. of sugar, and collected $2,544,921, or only
$1.27 a 100 lbs,-just about half as much as was paid
upon it in 1878. If our duties had been as high in
188à as they were in 1878, we should have taxed the people
$2,240,000 more than we did. My hon. friend from South
Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) is ready to get up and say:
"Oh, but the refiners put it on." I think the country
know that there has been sufficient competition between
the refiners to keep the prices of sugar down to the lowest
possible point.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Did they do it ?
Mr. MoLELAN. I think they did. We have never had

sugar at so low a price as we had it last year. We have
refineries now which turn out about 1,000,000 barrels a
year, and the competition between those five or six refiner.
ies is sufficient to keep the price down at a low rate.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIT. We are paying to-day
more than 85,000,000 on this 200,000,000 lbs. of sugar, the
only difference being that half of that is virtually paid over
to the sugar refiners, though I do not mean to say they
made that amount of profit, and the other half goes into
the revenue, while, under the tariff which was imposed in
1878, all, or nearly all, the tax went into the public
Treasury and the people got the benefit as now they do
not get the benefit of it. As to the concluding state-
ment of the hon. gentleman, I think lie will find that the
price of sugars is regulated by the price at which the
refiners can sell so as to keep ont American and Englieh
sugars. That is the point which regulates the price, and
not the private competition. My hon. friend beside me,
who deals very largely in sugar, knows this to his cost,
and can inform the hon. Finance Minister on this point.
The effect of this will be that we shall have to pay three
cents a pound more on all sugar that goes into consump-
tion, although not more than one and one-hali cent a pound
will go into the Treasury of the country. Our tax,
if we lose 10 per cent. on the conversion, would
amount to 65,500,000 in round numbers; if we lost 15 per
cent. in conversion, it would amount to 65,100,000, or there-
abouts. The hon. gentleman will get about $3,000,000 in the
Treasury, and the peoplo will be taxed either $5,100,000 or
85,500,000,as the case may be, and the remaining $2,500,000,
or $2,100,000, will be either a dead loss, or will be the prey

Mr. PATRON (BraRt).

of a small number of manufaoturers. As to the relative tax,
I think it was 1 cent per lb. and 25 per cent. ad valorem in
1878, in other words taxation amounted to 42 per cent., and
it now amounts to 78 per cent. odd on the present values of
sugar, supposing that it be estimated at 3Î or 4 cents per
lb., that is to say, the class of sugar which would go into
consumption if the tarif did not interfere.

Mr. BOWELL. If the values were the same as in 1878
there would not be that difference.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGI±T. Not to the same extent.
The Minister is right as to the question of percentage, but
I am speaking as to the question of actual fact. Under the
old tariff the Treasury and the people at large got the benefit
of all the tax, but under the present system very littie more
than one-half the tax goes into the Treasury.

Mr. BOWELL. I differ from the hon. gentleman's
opinion that the higher duty, which he says prevails to-day
upon sugar, increases its cost to the consuming community.
Now, if you take the duty which is proposed in this resolu-
tion, and apply it to the value of sugar in 1882-I have not
the calculation of 1878-the amount the revenue would
lose would be between $100,000 and $400,000, that is
calculating the rate and the amount as provided for in the
tariff as it exists to-day, and the value of the sugar in 1882.
But I admit that taking the prices of sugar to-day, as low as
they are, and should there be the same quanti ty imported
during the coming year, the increase to the revenue would
be from $100,000 to $500,000.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). A little more than that.

Mr. BOWELL. My calculation is based upon the polari-
scope test of about 85.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is right enough.
Now, there is a difficult point to which I would call his
attention. I am not surprised that the hon. gentleman has
not alluded to it, but probably it has not escaped his atten-
tion. What does the hon. gentleman suppose is the loss of
converting the sugar which is brought in ? How many
pounds in the hundred do either of the Ministers suppose
is 1ist in converting this raw sugar into refined sugar,
suitable for consumption ?

Mr. McLELAN. It is a refiner's secret that is difficult
to get at.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am well aware of
that, but where you are making changes of this kind, which
I do not think I am unjust in saying were made after con-
ference with some of these refiners, it is a secret that they
ought to be compelled to divulge. You cannot deal with
these gentlemen properly and accurately, with due regard
to the public, unless some hypothesis is come to. It may
not be perfectly correct, but the Minister must have in his
own mind some idea as to what the loss is. I should say it
cannot be more than 15 per cent., and it probably is not
less than 10. I suppose the[inister has some idea of what
it is. I know very well that in dealing with the sugar
refiners-and the same las been the case in every country
where they have, I was going to say, bedevilled the tariff in
their own interest-they have always refused to give this
information, which I think the Government ought to have.

Mr. MoLELAN. It is estimated at about what the hon.
gentleman has stated,.from 10 to 15 per cent. I sounded
one or two of them on that point, but was not able to get
the exact amount.

Mr. VAIL. I think my hon, friend lias stated that
amount too high. I think it is from 6 to 12 per cent., some-
times as low as 4.

Mr. STAIRS. This question depends largely upon the
quantity of sugar they are making. Though L have had
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some experience with refining lately, but not as practical
man, I am not in a position to answer the question, I would
not undertake it.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). You would not if you could,
would you ?

Mr. STAIRS. I would not commit myself. Besides, I
do not think it would be fair to the refluer or the country
for me to give an answer which would be only hearsay.
I have to join issue entirely with my hon. friends opposite
as Io how much is taken out of the pockets of the people by
the refiners. This i part of that general question of pro-
tection upon which the two sides of the House will always
differ. But I want the hon. gentlemen to bear in mind
that in discussing this question, if we do not deny their
charges, it is not because we admit them to be true. I
think the hon, member for South Huron has altogether
exaggerated, as he has in previous years, the cost to the
people of this country, of refining our own sugar. I believe
that the competition that exists among refiners is quito
sufficient to keep the price down to a fair one, and as far as
my own knowledge goes, I can say that is a fact. Now, in
dealing with this question of the tariff, I want hon. gentle-
men to bear in mind-and in this I think I will be borne ont
by the hon, member for Digby (Mr. Vail)-that this change
was not made in the interest of the refiners. The
adoption of the polariscope, though some of the refluera
in Halifax were in favor of it, in the main, was made at the
request of the people of Nova Scotia, and in the interest of
the West Indian trade; and I may say, as I am reminded
by the Minister of Customs, that it was done in opposition
to the wishes of some of the largest refiners in the country.
Some of thern only accepted it because they could not
help themselves. Now, the reason why this change was
made was to meet the wishes of those engaged in the trade
between the Maritime Provinces and the West Indies. And
why they wished it was that they felt that to a large
extent the ad valorem principle of calculating the
duties on refined sugar was to the disadvantage of the
West Indian market as compared with the markets of the
East Indies and many distant points where sugar is pro-
duced. The disadvantage, though not very large per 100 lbs.,
was sufficient they said on importations from the West
India Islands, as compared with the more distant countries
of China, the Phillippine Islands and the East Indies
to discourage importations from the West Indies. Every
hon. member will admit that it is more in the interest
of Canada to encourage trade with the West Indies
than with the East Indies, that it is more in our interest
to encourage trade with countries to which we can send
our goods than with countries which are a long dis-
tance off, and with which it will be probably a long time
before we have any very considerable export trade. As
this change was made in the interest not of the refiners but
of the traders with the West Indies, it is but fair that this
should be stated freely and fully to the country, and that
the people should know that what the refiners wanted was
not any more protection than they had under the tarif as
it existed, but simply that if any change was made in the
tariff that protection should not be interfered with. In con-
sidering the question it was found that the duty provided
in these resolutions on the raw material used in refin-
ing sugar under 13 Dutch standard with present prices was
such as to require an increase in the duty of about half a
cent pur lb. on refined sugar and the higher grades of
grocery sugars, which practically have not corne into Can-
ada during the last few years under our present tarif to
counteract the increase put upon the raw material. I do
not know whether I have stated this quite so clearly as I
should have done, but I hope hon. gentlemen opposite will
apprehend my meaning. The question of the importation
of grocery sugars would be an important one to the Lower

Provinces and to some parts, perhaps of the rest of the
Dominion if in the present state of affairs it was found
that grocery sugars could be used or would b. used to any
extent. But, having thought the matter over very carefully,
much as I would like to foster the West India trade, I came
to the conclusion that the beet way to foster that trade was
as largely as possible to encourage refining and let our mer-
chants trust not to the impor ting of grocery sugars, but to
the importing of sugars for the refiner, and in that way I
believe it will tend in the largest extent to the benefit of
the whole country.

Mr. GUNN. The sugar trade has turned out I think as
regards results quite different from what was expected under
the tarif. I hope the new tarif will prove more satisfac-
tory. It seems to be satisfactory to the hon. member for
Halifax (Mr. Stairs), but I doubt very much whether the
results will bo more satisfactory than they have been during
the last eight years. Prior to 1878 there was a prosperous
trade with the West Indies. Halifax merchants were
prosperous and so were the St. John merchants. What
trade have they had under the tariff which has been in
existence for the last eight yearsa? There has been no trade
whatever, nothing but loss and disaster. Instead of culti-
vating and fostering the West India trade, as hon. gentle-
men opposite bragged they were going to do, the reverse
has been the case, ailthough the tarif was introduced with
the avowed object of encouraging that trade. But what
trade has it encouraged ? None; it bas destroyed the
trade, and the hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Stairs) could
tell how many mon have failed and lost their fortunes
under this tari&. The hon. gentleman should not come
here and withhold those facts.

Mr. SIAIRS. The hon. gentleman has no right to come
here and say I have not told the truth.

Mr. GUNN. The hon. gentleman could have told us if he
had pleased, as he is so satisfied with the tarif, ho should tell
us any beneficial resuIts that have flowed from it. The
trade is no longer with the West Indies, but with China,
Manila and other points. The West India trade has gone
out of our hands altogether. The Finance Minister has
informed the House that competition will koop the trade
all right, but he failed to submit any figures in proof of
that statement. The hon. gentleman should br ng down
the proof and show whether competition is really keeping
sugar a fair value. I say it is not so. The day your new
tariff was introduced, 30th ultimo, you could have bought
granulated sugar in New York at 61 cents, when it was q
in Montreal; and yet under our tarif we were pay-
ing only 81.25, or 81.27j; while in New York they
were paying from 50 cents to 65 cents per 100 pounds
more, and are selling sugar at 25 cents less per 100 ibs.
The Finance Minister should come down with those state-
ments and show whether competition is keeping prices
correct or not. Ho has not donc so; ho has simply given
the House his ipse dixit,and said that competition would keep
it all right. No Finance Minister in a civilised country should
be allowed to come down and make such bald statements
without facts and figures in proof of them. Why should
not the Canadian Finance Minister come down to the House
as does the Finance Minister in England and prove his
statement, and not simply say that competition wilil keep
us all right ? The tariff is most unjust. It bas destroyed
the importing trade of Ontario, of Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick, and if the Government had done what was right
they would have appointed a commission to investigate the
question instead of coming down bore with bald statements.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). 1 desire to give some idea of
the amount of duty paid, in reply to the statements put
forward to lead the House to think that we are not paying
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so very much duty. The class will cover granulated sugar, Mr. BOWHLL. You are wrong.
as that is the basis. I will give the figures, and it will be Mr PATERSON (Brant). The money ia taken ont f
open to any business man to make the calculation for him- Mr.ePATSoN(Branthe ony is takenoto
self. Take sugar, 61 cents American granulated in New the pockets of the people of the country and it does not go
York, which I believe is the ruling price now. A buyer into the Treasury. I do not object-no one On thia side of
from Canada going over there would buy it at 61, less j the House objects-to an advantage being given to thé
and 2·79, which they get by way of drawback. In other refiners to a moderate extent; but I say this advantage is
Words, the purchaser buys American granulated at $3.43 excessive; it has not benefited them, and if there be, as
nett per 100 Ibs. The tariff which the Finance Minister we are told there are, capabilities for producing more sugar
proposes to us nOw is to put 1 cents per lb. and 35 per than we require, then it is true that capital has been lost
cent. upon that sugar ; not upon the price it coste, $3.43, thereby. Hon. gentlemen argue that because some existing
but upon the larger price of 6¼ So that on this granulated sugar refineries have lost money there cannot be this bur-
sågar at $3.43 per 100 lbs., in order to bring it into this den on the people of Canada. They lose sight of the fact
country under the tariff proposed by the Finance Minister, that t is possible that you cannot produce the article as
the buyer would be required to pay $3.68 per 100 lbs. duty' cheaply in some countries as you can in others. They los
In other words, he would have to pay 107 per cent. sight of the fact that circumstances must be equl; that
ad valorem. Now, what was it under the Mackenzie our refiners must be able to produce sugar as cheaply as in
Administration ? Taking the same basis, with the duty a other countries; that by the sharp competition of the eut-
1 cent per lb. and 25 per cent. ad valorem, thàt sugar would side world they would be forced to use the best machinery
have been laid down at a charge for duty of $1.86, instead and avail themselves of the best markets to enable them to
of $3.68. And a singular fact in this connection, is that compete. But giving them such a protection as you now gi ve
this enormous difference does not go into the Treasury. A tends to dwarf the energies of even able business men, and,
calcuAtion, made by any business man, will show that on instead of doing good, will, in the long run, resut in injury.
American granulated sugar, under the Mackenzie tarif We are told that we have refiners able to produce in this
more money would go into the public Treasury at 1f cents country more than we irant. How many have we after all ?
per lb., and 25 per cent. Such is the way the tariff is Three or four. It is perhaps a difficult thing to gét up a
arranged. As has been pointed out by the hon. member combination amongst your cotton manufactures, numbering,
for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright), the amount of it may be, forty or fifty, or your iron 'men or those engaged
money that goes into the Treasury does not represent the in other industries, but where there are only about three men
amount of the taxes of the people. It is an extra tax upon interested in an industry it is not so difficult t'o hae an
them, which leads me to say that if the Minister would understanding; for perchance while they may fight
come down and instead of increasing the duty for revenue for a time and send the weakest to the wall, when the num-
as he has done on an article already excessively taxed ber is reduced it is easy to form a combination that is not
would propose to put it as before on tea and coffee, it would to the advantag of the people, but that enables them to
be cheaper to the people, and their sugar would not be more put money in their pockets. I do not charge that upon
highly taxed than before. The hon. member for Halifax them, but we are liable to it in this country at any day, and
(Mr. Stairs) can work out the figures I have given; any we cannot get relief until we go to the extent of the 107
one can, and no one can make them any different. It is all per cent. which we put on at the ontset. i shali speak no
right to rise up and make general statements, but as the more on the subject ; I have gone into it very carefully ; I
hon. member for Kingston (Mr. Gunn), said, will any hon. cannot make the figures different ; I have submitted them
gentleman come down to a calculation; will any hon. gen. to the House, and if any hon. gentlemen eau controvert
tleman controvert the figures 1 have given ? I say it is a them I shall be pleased, and if they cannot I think 107
monstrous thing that a person cannot bring granulated sugar per cent. ad valorem duty on sugar coming into the country
for which he pays $3.43 per 100 lbs., into the country, is a pretty severe tax on our people.
unless he pays $3.68 per 100 lbs. duty. Of course it Mr. McNEILL. I am exceedingly glad to learn at all
does not come in under the duty; it does not go into events that there are three or four sugar refiners in this
the Treasury, but is not that a proof that it is a loss to country.
the people? lt would be a good thing if they were cap- Au hon. MEMBER. Six.able of doLng it and yet, if you calculate upon it, you will
find that American sngar can almost-not quite-be brought Mr. McNEILL. Sir, I am glad to learn there are
into this country with that duty upon it and sold about as six. There were no sugar refiners in the country when
low as the current price. As the hon. member for Kings- hon. gentlemen opposite went out of power. I am glad
ton (Mr. Gunn) las said, and as the hon. member for Hal. also to know that the Government have realised the
ifax (Mr. Stairs) as a business man must know, and as effect of these drawbacks in the United States, and that
others must know, the Canadian refiners are above the they have not fallen into the error which the Government
New York prices for their sugar. They may not at all of the Mother Country have fallen into of allowing the
times, but they generally do as any gentleman does who is sugar industry to be destroyed by the bounties and draw-
protected-they take advantage of all the protection they backs of other countries. It is well known that the sugar
can get. I do not want to weary the House; I speak so refining industry of England has been almost aninihilated,
often on this question of sugar that I suppose hon. gentle- because the Government have not had an eye on these
men consider I talk too much, but I say that if there are bounties and drawbacks, and therefore I am glad to learn
any other number of gentleman in this country who have a from hon. gentlemen opposite that our Government bas
greater hold on this Government than the Canadian Pacifie such an interest in our industries, and has so wisely pro-
seem to hare, they are the sugar refiners; and yet no mat- tected them. We have heard it repeated ad nauseam that
ter how clearly you put the figures before the House, no the imposition of duty causes a proportionate increase in
matter how clearly they are demonstrated, they have not the price of a commodity. I am not going to enter into a
been confuted, thongh they may have been presented year discussion on that question, because yoù have ruled that
after year. The duties have been set by the Minister in the general discussion is out of order, but I will not sit here
obedience to their wishes-perhaps that is too strong an and listen to the statement made over and over again from
expression after what the hon. member for Hfalifax the other side of the louse, Without giving it a flat con-
(Mr. Stairs) bas said-but agreeable to the wishes of the tradiction. It is a statemént made without proof, time and
refiners of this country and so it remains. again, from the other hid'é. We are ot aliowed on this

Mr. PATERSoN (Brant).
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side to disouss it, but I have as much right to say that it is
incorrect as hon. gentlemen have to say it is correct. I
will just recall to hon. gentlemen's memory the fact that
they told us in 1878 or 1877 that the result of the National
Policy would be probably to increase the price of oommo-
dities 50 per cent.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. So it has.
Mr. McNEILL. So it has ? After that statement I will

Bit down.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I have not the slightest

hesitation in saying that any reduction in price which has
taken place has not been in the slightest degree due to the
National Policy, but to the alteration in the prices of the
raw eommodites of the factories ail over the world. I call theo
attention of the hon. gentleman to this fact that so far from
the sugar industry in England having been destrVed, the
last report of the English Board, specially charged with
that induitry, conclusively showed that a great many more
people were employed in England now under free trade in
sugar, in induitries connected with it than were employed
under the old tarif, and if the hon, gentleman chooses to
look at the very interesting report which was published
eight or nine months ago on that point, he will see that not
only were as many persons employed in the sugar trade in
England, but that there were a very large number of
important minor trades which had sprung into existence by
reason of the free trade in sugar, and which altogether gave
employment to a vast number more persons than were
employed under the old tariff.

Mr. HlESSON. The hon. member for Kingston (Mr.
Gunn) lias favored this House with some remarks on a
question which he really understands, and he has chal-
leeged any hon, gentleman to dispute his figures. I re-
grotted that he pointed out by his figures that we have lost
the trade with th West Indies. I regretted that he had
made such a charge. I have the Trade and Navigation
Returns in m.ry hand, and they prove that we have not lost
the Wost India trade, but that our aggregate trade with the

Indies into Canada had become as low as about 6
per cent. of the whole of the importations of sugar iato
the Dominion of Canada; I am speaking from memory,
aud subject to correction, but I am almost confident I
am right. The hon. member for Kingston also stated, just
as strongly, that this tarif, which had been framed to a
certain extent to encourage the West India trade, had ha& in
its operation the opposite effeet. Now, the importations of
sugar from the West Indies under this tarif have reached
during some years as high as 62 or 63 per cent. of all the
importations of sugar into Canada. If the hon. gentleman
says that an increase from 6 per cent., in 1878, to 63 or 64
per cent. is a falling off in the trade, he understands figures
differently from what i do. I acknowledge that in the
last year or two there has been a slight diminution p0opor.
tionately in the importations; I think that during thelast
two years they have averaged about 44 per eent. of all the
importationeof sugar ; and it is owing to the faet of that
diminution that the merchants of New Brunswiclk and Nova
Scotia engaged in the West India trade have asked the
Government to make this modification in the tarif, This
shows the difference between the two Governments, that
one of the strongest supporters of the forrmer Government,
a man who knew more about the West India trade than any
man who sat in this louse at that time, went and told the
hon. member for South Huron what the effect of bis policy
was, and the hon. gentleman would not budge to help that
trade, whereas the present Government have beeu willing
to listen to our arguments and to see if they can do soma-
thing to help us.

Mr. GUNN. What i said was that the trade of Halifax
and St. John had a profitable trade under the tariff prior to
1879 for eleven years. I do not think anybody can dispute
that.

Mr. STAIRS. I have just endeavored to dispute that.

Mr. GUNN. I will leave it to the hon. member for
Digby (M r. Vail). I say they had a profitable trade prior
to 1879, and that they have had an unprofitable trade sioe.

West Indies has very considerably in6reased. During the e Mr. WA LLACE (York). The hon. member for Kingston,
past five years it bas averaged $6,300,000 a year, whereas'durig ti. fve 'ear lin, gntlmen ppoitc .erein1 think, said more tlian tint. Hie said the bulk eof the tradeduring the five years on. gentlemen opposite were in was done with the West Indies before 1879, but that since
power from 1874 to 1879 inclusive, it averaged only that time the sugar trade has gone in other directions.
85,000,000. I think that is a complete answer to the hon Well I mave the suart trouble to onsult the Trade and
gentleman's statement, and il the rest of his statements are Navigation Returns, and find that in the year 1878, of ah
based on similar 1l.founded calculations, I think we have the gaonr imported into Cantda, t5,000,000 Ib. came
a rightt distrait th.m. Although shore is apparently a f the ited Sto C3,00000,0lbs. r are
slight docin ii the West India trade this year as compared from tue United States, 53,000,000s I.froa rert
with last year, it has arisen from this fact, not that we have Britain, and 6,000,000 from the West Indics and cher
had ls2 trade with them, but that values have declined so places combined; wle, in I 85,163,00,000 came from the
enor#nously. But if theb on. gentleman will look at the sIndifs and adjacent countries, n dt more than 22000,
quantities, he will see that our trade with them has really 000 0b0. from the United States and Great Britain,
largoly incroasmd. and 20,000,000 lbs..cf concentrated extrauo from.

all parts. In other words, in 1885 four-fifths of
Mr. STARS. I would like to say a word in reply to the sugar consumed in the Dominion of Canada

some of the remarks made by the hon. member for King- came from the West Indies. There is another point
ton with reference to the trade between the West Indies that seems to worry hon. gentlemen opposite, that is, the
and Nova Scotia. I am sorry to say that that ion. gentle fact stated by the Minister of Finance, that the duty paid
man's usually accurate memory has in this case failed him. on sugar during the past year was $1.20 per 100 lbs., whi.le
.He stated, I think, that, under the tariff that was in opera- in the last yoar that hon, gentlemen opposite were in
tion prior to 1879, the West India trade with the Mari- office, the duty was precisely twice as much, $J.39 per 100
time Provinces had flourished. Now, that is a statement to lbs. We contend, as a traism, that in the case of an article
which I must give a direct contradiction. If I turned up which is not produced at all in the country, the d4y paid
the Debates of the House of Commons for 1876 and 187 1, to the Government must be added to the price paid by the
I could prove the truth of my statement from a speech of consumer. Therefore, instead of paying $2,500,000 to the
the then member for Halifax, who almost went down on Government and $2,500,000 more to the refiners, as the
his knees to the then Minister of Finance, the hon. mem-. hon. member for South Huron stated, I think it can be
ber frop South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright), and demonstrated that although we pay $2,500,000 to the Gov-
begged and prayed him to change the sugar tariff, because, ernment, we have the sugar so much cheaper by manufac-
if h. did not, the West India trade would be ruined. At turing it here, and that instead of paying 82,500,000 extra
the close of the Administration of the hon. gentlemenJ to the refiners, by the competition that has existed among
opposite, the importations of sugar from the West half a dozen different refiners, we saved another million

9I
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dollars to the consumera of this country. We saved again
by that, in getting our sugar so much cheaper. You will
find that granulated sugar in New York is retailed to-day
at 10 ibs. for $1, and in Ottawa you can buy 13 lbs. of it
for $1 retail and the quality is as good if not botter.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Who told you that?
Mr. WALLACE (York). I can show you the figures in

black and white.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I would like to see them.
Mr. WALLACE (York). I saw a letter from a grocer,

who formerly was in business on Rideau street, and who is
now in New York, in which he said that you could only get
10 Ibo. in New York for 81 while you could get 13 lbs. in
Ottawa for the same money.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Look at the papers and
find ont for yourself. a

Mr. WALLACE (York). Look at the papers and you
will find the fact that sugar is sold cheaper in Ottawa to-
day than in the city of New York wholesale. You can get
an excellent quality of sugar to-day in Ottawa for 5 and
51 cents, a quality much superior to Scotch refined sugar
supplied to us in 1878 at from 7j cents to 9 cents a pound
No doubt this is due largely to the reduction in the cost of
the raw material, but it is also due to the fact that we re-
fine this sugar here ourselves, and that we paid the
Government thon 82.39 while to-day we pay them
just one-half the amount or $1.20. I am satisfied
the fiscal pelicy of the Government with regard to
sugar is giving us a cheaper article than we had
before, and much superior to any that was in use in Canada
in 1878. Just consider the fact, that when sugar went from
the West Indies to Great Britain, where it was refined, and
then sent out to Canada; while now we employ our own
coopers, refluers and shippers; we produce the coal neces-
sary for the manufacture of sugar ourselves, and have the
whole production of it within our own country; and we
bave the money kept in the country, while the consumer
gets a cheaper article than he could, under any circum-
stances, under the fiscal policy of the late Government.

Mr. McNEILL. The hon. member for South Huron (Sir
Richard Cartwright) says there are as many people
employed in refining sugar in England to-day as forty years
ago. That is a great result of free trade in England.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There were more
employed.

Mr. McNEILL. Does the hon. gentleman mean to say
more were employed to-day than in 1860 ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes.
Mr. MoNEILL. There are not so many.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. More in the whole

trade.
Mr. McNEILL. Are there as many employed direotly

to-day as in 1860 ?
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am speaking of the

whole trade depending on sugar.
Mr. DAVIES. Lot us hear your figures?t

Mr. McNEILL. Allow me to finish. The lon. gentle-
man is well aware it is only a very few years ago that a
deputation, representing between 40,000 and 50,000 people
who were out of work in this very sugar trade, and whose
enforced idleness was caused by the policy of free trade,
waited on Mr. Gladstone and asked him to protect the
perishing industry against these foreign drawbacks. The
hon. gentleman must be perfectly aware of that.

Sir RICARD CARTWRIGHT. I am.
Mr. WALLACE (York).

Mr. McNEILL. These people have been thrust out of em-
ployment by reason of that policy. A deputation represent-
ing a vast number of employees also waited on Lord Salisbury
with the same request. It is true a number of people are
employed indirectiy by reason of cheap sugar, but if a pro.
per policy had been introduced in England the people would
have had their sugar just as cheaply as to-day and a great
many more would have been employed,

Mr. GILLMOR. What is the price of sugar now in
England ?

Mr. McNEILL. Pray do not interrupt in the middle of
a sentence. If the policy of protection had been pursued
in England, the people would have had sugar as cheaply as
to-day.

Mr. UNN. The hon. member for West York (Mr.
Wallace), gave the quantities of sugar that came into
Halifax. I do not think he is aware that the majority of
them were in transitu. The hon. gentleman says sugar is
cheaper here than anywhere else. I omitted to give the
price of granulated sugar in England, but I have a letter,
dated 1st April, in which that sugar is quoted at 17s. 6d,
or 4 cents per lb. per barrel.

Mr. VAIL. No doubt the sugar tarif lias been in an
unsatisfactory state, so far as our people are concerned, for
a long time. I am free to admit that, even under the Gov-
ernment of Mr. Mackenzie, we wanted some changes made
which the Finance Minister was not quite willing to make;
and I am pretty well satisfied, from what has occurred since,
that he was wise in not touching it for the moment; because
since the present Government have undertaken to deal with
the matter, refiners have been here from day to day pressing
the Government for changes in the tariff, until they have
had to adopt the polariscope which I suggested last year
And the year before. I consider this an improvement, as it
places the sugar duties on a more satisfactory footing, and
hereafter I hope the duties will be somewhat equalised. i
am afraid that when the Government decided to make this
change, they overlooked the West India trade again, and in
order to give a little sop to the refiners they made this
alteration with regard to grocery sugar, which is a
serious matter for the people of the Lower Provinces.
1 hope the MiËnister will consider this, because a large
quantity of sugar domes in from the West Indies, that
as far as color goes, will be over thirteen, and subject
to a higher duty, and it is the sugar consumed largely
in the Lower Provinces. The hon. member for West York
(Mr. Wallace) undertook to show figures to the House to
convince some of his friends that the importation from the
West Indies to Halifax showed a great improvement in busi-
ness, but, as the hon. member for Kingston (Mr. Gunn) states
a large portion was in transitu, and a further large portion
was imported in the first year or two, when the duty was
changed, because it was thought the change would result in
great advantage to the West india trade, and they imported
largely of sugars which they had had to export again to
New York and Boston to find a market for them. So that
really the figures given here do not show that any increased
quantity of West India sugar has been imported into Hall-
lax in the last year or two for refining purposes. I hope
the Minister of Finance will reconsider this matter and
make some alteration.

Mr. WALLACE (York). I desire to say a word as to
what has been statea by the member for Kingston (Mr.
Gunn) in reference to the price of sugar in London to-day.
1 find that the price is 17s. 6d., or $4.45 per 100 lbs.
If you add $2.29 for duty, that will make 66.54, and if to
that you add 60 cents for freight, it will make about $7.25,
and you can buy for 81 a better quality of sugar in Canada
to-day.
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Mr. PATE RSON (Brant). I would ask the hon. gen-
tleman if ho is figuring on 100 Ibs. of sugar.

Mr. WALLACE (York). Yes.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). But does not the hon. gen-

tleman know that the quotation in England is always for
112 Ibs?

Mr. WALLACE. (York). We get it cheaper even thon,

On ail sogars not imported direct without transhipment from the
country of growth and production, there shall be levied and collected
an additonal duty of 7 per cent. of the whole duty so otherwise pay-
able thereon.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the difference ?
Mr. BOWELL. Hitherto there has been a difficulty in

computing the amount, and we propose to place the duty
in this form which will make it about equal to that which
was imposed under the old tariff. If there is any difference,
it is a little higher than the old tariff, which is in favor of
the direct trade.

Provided that when any cargo of sugar for refining purposes is found
to grade, to the extent of not over 15 per cent. of the whole, above
number thirteen Dutch Standard in color, the whole of said cargo may
be admitted to entry by polariscope test as above provided for refining
purposes only.
1 Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This, no doubt, is
one of those provisions which I suppose are introduced by
the refiners, and my experience of them is that any sugges-
tion of this kind made by them usually conceals what is
vulgarly called "a nigger in the fonce." It appears to me,
looking at it on the first glance, that some considerable
abuses may creep in under a clause like that. It is a dan-
gerous clause.

Mr. STAIRS. It is not particularly in the interests o
the refiner, it is far more in the interest of the West India
trade. The West India sugars are not graded so strictly
as to color, and the West India merchants were afraid that,
if a cargo was imported for refining purposes and a certain
portion ran over 13 Dutch standard, it would have to pay a
rate of duty which would be practically prohibitory, while
some of the East India sugars and other sugars are graded
more closely, and the tendency would be to avoid the vex-
ations difficulties which might arise, to turn this trade
towards those distant countries, which it is not desirable
to do.

Sir R'CHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think the result is
that the refiner may import at a lower rate a sugar to go
into direct consumption, but the ordinary merchant cannot
do so,

Mr. BOWELL. It must be for refining purposes.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The refiner gets itinto
bis bands, and you cannot say how he will deal with it. A
good many of these sugars are of a very high quality, some
of them ranging up into 93 and 94 and even higher.

Mr. McLELAN. It enters under a polariscope test.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes, but that would
not bring it up to the level of 1½ cents and 35 per cent.

Mr. STAIRS. There is not the slightest danger of what
the on. gentleman fears.

Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GHT. I would rather have
the opinion of the grocery trade on that than the opinion
of the refiners.

Mr. STAIRS. This was not asked by the refiners at ail,
but by those interested in the West India trade. • There is
no difficulty at all in the matter when the Government pro-
vide that these sugars shall be used for refining purposes
only. It would not pay a refiner to alter bis mode:of handl.
ing his sugars for the sake of a little that he might deal
with as the hon. gentleman suggests.

Mr. BOWELL. Before the statement is repeated again,
and it has been made by the hon. member for South Brant,
and the hon. mem ber for South Huron over and over again,
that these changes have been dictated to the Government
by the refiners, I say, once for all, that the changes made in
the tariff in this matter are in direct opposition to the
representations made by the largest refiners in the country;
and that, if we had yielded to their appeals, we should not
have changed the tariff at all.

Syrups, cane juice, refined syrup, sugar house syrup or sugar house
mo asses, syrup of sugar, syrup of molasses or sorghum, whether
imported direct or not-a specifie duty of 1 cent per pound and 30
per cent. ad valorem.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. s not this much
higher in proportion than clause 38?

Mr. BOWELL. No, the same proportion is carried all
through.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But, if I recollect
aright, the value of these syrups per pound is very much
less than the value of sugar not over 13 Dutch standard.
The specific duty is, I think, a good deal higher in this case
than in the case of clause 38, though, of course, ad valorem
duty is not affected.

Mr. BOWELL. The figures are all based on the same
calculation.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGUT. Do yen consider that
all these syrups are likely to be of equal value per pound
with the sugars coming in under clause 38?

Mr. McLELAN. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRTGHT. It used not to be the

calculation. They may concentrate them now more than
they used to. Can the bon. gentleman tell me what he
supposes to be the average value per lb. of this syrup of
molasses or sorghum ?

Mr. MoLELAN. A calculation was made in tbe Custom
house, from the prices given there, to carry about the same
values as in clause 38.

Sir RICIARD CARTWRIGHT. I should imagine that
a pound of sorghum, for instance, would be worth a good
deal less than a pound of syrup.

Mr. GUNN. Not more than half.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. My hon. friend from
Kingston (Mr. Gunn), who is probably the best authority
upon the subject, says the value would be about one-half.
That is a point on which, at the next stage, I should like to
have some information.

Provided that the change in the rates of duty on sugars and molasses
shall apply only to importations arriving in Canada on and after the
31st day o? March instant, and not to such articles warehoused prior
to that date.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Now, what is the object
of this ? If I read it correctly it means that those gentle-
men who did not choose to pay duties in advance, and who
had goods lying unwarehoused, shall be made a present of
the difference between the duty paid formerly and the duty
now imposed. If I am correct, I am bound to say that I
think it an exceedingly dangerous precedent, and an
exceeding improper one. There is no reason whatever why
a man should be spared the duty because it did not suit his
convenience to take the goods out of the warehouse. IHe
ought to pay exactly the same as his neighbor. This is
either giving an accidental advantage, or giving some parties
a highly improper advantage, over their neighbors in the
trade.

Mr. BOWELL. The ho. gentleman is right in saying
it will give some parties an advantage who have sugar
unwarehoused, incidental or accidental over others who

1886. 779



COMMONS DEBATES. APRM 16,
1ave not. This rem*rk will apply to all changes in
the tariif. The real reason for not bringing the polari-
scope test into operation the day on which the resolu-
tions were placed upon the paper, was the difficulty that
presented itself in testing sugar which might be in the
various refineries throughout the Dominion. The hon.
gentleman knows that by the raies which have existed
froin all time, when a cargo of sugar is brought in to the
country, after having been tested by color and the duties
cp »puted npon the quantities by the Dutch standard, it
is then taken into the refinery, each refinery been made a
bo.ded warehouse for the purpose of storing the sugar antil
it bas been refined and sold; when a cargo of sugar has
been placed in a refinery of various grades upon which
duty has to be collected, it might be one-half or two-thirds,
and pi obably may have been all refined, and then lying
in the warehouse ready for the market and the duty not
paid. Under these circumstances it was impossible to test
that sugar by the polariscope and arrive at any correct con-
clusion as to its real dutiable value. There might be no
difficulty in applying the present tariff to sugars which
were in the warehouse, or wheih had just arrived the day
before, and that were not going into the refinery. But we
considered it botter to put a general clause in the tariff
exempting all sugar that might be in the country at the
time, whether in the warehouse or just arrived. Now, that
is the only reason which existed for doing it. I know the
gener4I practice is that when changes are proposed in a
tariff to make them take effect immediatoly upon ail goods
that are in the country. I have a distinct recollection of a
Goverinor having been hurried down to Parliament to
sanction a new tariff in order to catch a vessel that was
coming up the St. Lawrence.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Whon was that ?

Mr. BOW ELL. That was in Lord Elgin'stime when Sir
Francis Hincks had brought down a tariff, and when they
had to ssue shinplasters to pay the Oustoms officials, then it
was absolutely necessary to obtain money. Thehon.gentleman
will remember that when the 27½ per cent. was plated upon
print goods, it did not come into force for some months after-
wards, until, I believe, the lst of July succeeding the Session of
Parliament, and upon one or two other occasions stated
periods have been provided at which the tariff should come
into operation. I know, unfortunately, that no matter what
is done by a public man, there is some dishonest motive
attributed to him. I do not say the hon. gentleman's
remarks were intended in that light, but I know it bas been
stated in the public press, and I daresay it will continue to
be so, that if there be a merchant who cannot take advan-
tage of the tariff, or who can take avantage of it, and if ho
happens to suffer by the change, he is very apt to attrihute
improper motive to those who were endeavoring to admin-
ister the law. However, I suppose that is the fate of all
public men, whatever they do.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think it would have
been better to have confined that to such sugars as have
actually changed condition, so to speak, where the test
could not have been applied. I agree with the hon. gen-
tieman there was a reason where the sugar duty changed
condition. I think it would have been the botter course to
have applied it to everybody-not imputing dishonest
motives, but because it is quite evident that the change is
giving to one man over another an advantage. E the hon.
gentleman in a position to state to the House, roughly,
what was the quantity affected by this clause ?

Mr. BOWELL. I cannot say. A question was placed
upon the notice paper yesterday and, I daresay, it will t
come up on Monday. As soon as the notice was put upon
the paper i telegraphed to ascertain, and have not yet
received the information.

Mr. BowELL.

Grease, the refuse of animal fat, to be struck from the free list.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Io this for the manufacture
of oleomargarine ?

Mr. BOWELL. If hon. members will look at the old
tariff they will find that grease las been admitted free, and
that this is in a restrictive direction. Formerly the word-
ing was so wide that people brought stearine and other
kinds of articles in as grease for the manufacture of soap.

Mr. McLELAN. I propose to amend it by using the
words grease, refuse, animal fat, for use as soap stocoonly,
not otherwise provided for.

Iron sand or globules and dry putty for polishing granite, to be struck
from the free list.

Mr. GILLMOR. I should like to enquire wIwt is the
duty these articles will be subjected to atter they have been
struck from the free list.

Mr. BOWELL. 20 per cent.
Mr. GILL MOR, Are they manufactured in the ountry f

Mr. BOWELL. Yes, at St. John.

Mr. GILLMOR. Has it been established long ?

Mr, BOWELL Yes.

Mr. EVERETT. Iron globules are manufactured there
and exported to the United States.

Mr. GILLHOR. Is dry putty manufactured there?
Mr. BOWELL I do not know that is is manufactured

there, but it is manufactured in the country.
Mr. GILLMOR. There is an industry for manufacturing

granite in St. George, and I was informed only a few days
ago by the gentlemen who manage it that this would prove
a very heavy charge upon that industry. They stated that
while there is a protective duty of 20 per cent. on imported
granite, and so far is an encouragement for that industry
here, the imposition of a duty on iron globules, which had
to be imported because they were not manufactured in
Canada, would prove a very heavy tax on that industry.

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Burpee, of St. John, has been
manufacturing that article two or three years and export-
ing to the United States. It is a new industry.

Mr. KING. It does not require protection if those con-
ducting it are able to export to the United States.

Mr. EVERiTT. We want to give them the same
encouragement as others.

Mr. GILLMOR. It is a most singular thing that this
Granite Co., which bas been co nducting operations in St.
George for ten or twelve years and bas a quarry right along-
side of Mr. Burpee's quarry, should not be aware that iron
globules could be obtained in St. John. They have written
me to the effect that they cannot be obtained in Canada.
The information given by the hon. gentleman is new to me.
It may be so-I do not know to the contrary.

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Burpee informed me that le hd
been manufacturing two or three years; that he made more
than he could use and sell in Canada, and therefore he did,
what the Americans do, sent his surplus to the Unite<
States.

Mr. GILLMOR. It is most remarkable that our manu-
factures of granite have not found it ont.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIG HT. They will find it out
to their cost. An old industry is handicapped for the
benefit of a new one.

Mr. EVERETT. The article is being sold as oheaply here
es in the United States.
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PhiloSOPhcal f struMents and apparatus, inoluding globes, to bestruck from the free lit.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This is a direct dis.
couragement to education. Everybody who knows any.
thing about these matters is aware that it is very unlikely
that for a great many years to corne it will be possible to
manufacture these kinds of articles in a country like Canada,
as well or anything like as well as they can b. manufac.
tured in England, and it is very desirable, in a large sense,
that educational institutes in particular shallh b able to pro.
cure instruments of the highest possible quality, and as
cheaply as possible. Several gentlemen connected with
the educational institutions of Canada have complained to
me very bitterly of the fact, that with their limited
resources, they are subjected to heavy duties on articles of
this kind, and I think, as a matter of fact, that delicacy
and fineness which are necessary in the manufacture of
these articles can only be obtained in a very large market.
You cannot manufacture the articles satisfactorily except
ii England, France, Germany and possibly the United
States. You cannot manufacture these articles anything
like as cheaply as in the countries I have named, and I
think the Government would do well to reconsider this
item.

Mr. BOWELL. It is somewhat singular that any
gentleman should have oomplained of the high rate of duty
on these articles, seeing that there has been no duty upon
them for years.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Not these articles, but
similar ones. I mention as one gentleman who has com-
plained of this matter, Principal Grant of Kingston.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes, he wrote me for privileges which
I could not concede. The beads of all educational institu.
tions and the clergy think they should have every-
thing required for educational and religions purposes. or
what they deem to be for those purposes, free ; that it is a
sin and a wrong to collect any duties from that class of peo
pie. The Finance Minister has received a statement from

r. MeLellan of the Normal School, Toronto, stating that
these articles could be manufactured in Toronto of as good
a quality as those which are now used for education al pur-
poses, and considering the fact that there is an e-tablish-
ment in Toronto where they are manufacturing, and that
much of the material out of which they are made, pay a
duty of from 20 to 30 per cent. We deemed it right and1
proper, especially after the evidence given by a genteman
of Mr. McLellan's standing, to place this manufacturer in
the same position with others by strinking these articles1
off th free list.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I regret that the Minister

was largely for a fraction of the 105 high schools o
that Province. As hon. gentlemen well know, during
the past year the Educational Department of that Pro.
vince introduced very stringent rules as to the mini-
mum requirements in the way of apparatus that would
make these schools eligible for the Government grant. It
means that these schools, with their necessarily limited
resources, have to pay 20 per cent. for thi increased supply
of apparatus. That is a peculiar necessity with them, owing
to the altered regulations of theB dueational Department
with reference to high schools. As a member of the
Collegiate Institute Board in my own town, I was commis-
sioned to secure a quantity of apparatus for that institute,
and the apparatus had scarcely been used before it
was condemned by the teachers as being unfit for
use, as being in every respect such as made it impossible
for those teachers to use them in their classes, and the
result bas been that that Institute was obliged to go else.
where for the apparatus, in order to comply with the regu.
lation of the Department. I say that such a policy as this
is putting a tax on education. The sum is not large, but it
is decidely a heavy tax on the high school and collegiate
instithte boards, who find it a matter of considerable diffi-
culty now to comply with the exacting regulations of the
Educational Department. I bave before me the importa.
tions of the United States.during the year 1884-85, and I
find that on somewhat similar basis, perhaps embracing a
larger variety of philosophie and scientific apparatus, the
importations were, in 1884, $93,040, and in 1885, $81,950,
showing that the people of that country, wedded as they
are to a protective system, realise thoroughly the advantage
there ls in securing all the appliances necessary for their
educational institutions, wherever they can be secured of
the best kind, and at the lowest price. I hope that a step
so retrograde as that now proposed will not be taken by
the Government.

Resolued,-That It is expedient to amend Schedule "D," reliting to
prohibited articles, by striking ont the item relating to copyright
works, and substituting the following in lien thereof, viz•-

Reprints of Canadian copyright works, and reprints of British Oopy-
right Works, which has been also copyrighted in Canada.

Resolution 5,-That it is expedient to provide that an Excise duty of
eight cents per pound be levied and collected on ail oleomargarine,
butterine or other substitute for bitter manafactured in Canada, being
read a second time, was postponed.

reolvecd-Tht it W oexpedient to provide that the foregoing
Resolutions, and the alterations made in the duties of Castoms and
Excise on the articles therein mentioned, shall take effert upon and
after the thirty-first day of March instant.

Sir HECTUR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of the
House.

Motion agreed to; and the iouse adjourned at 1.40, a,m.,
Saturday.

of Customs bas taken the retrograde step indicated in the
course proposed by this resolutioný If we refer to the tarif
in the country adjacent to us, that on which the tarif of HOUSE OF COMMONS.Canada was presumably modelled, and which ours has fol.
lowed to some considerable extent, we find that they have
exercised a generosity similar to that which bas been exer- MONDAY, l9th Apri, 1886.
cised byus for the last few years. There philosophical instru- The SPEAKza took the Chair at Three o'clock.ment fer sehools and colleges are on the free list. In addi-
tion to that, I cannot realise what particular advantage PpA.zas.
can be.expected to accrue to the coint y or to any parti-
cnlar industry in it by the imposition of a 20 per cent. COMMISSIONS TO PUBLIC OFFICERS BILL.
duty on those instruments. We find that the importation
in 1884 of philosophical apparatus and instruments Mr. CHAPLEAU introduced Bill (No. 110) respecting
for colleges and schools, w&3 only $10,284; in 1885 Commissions to Publie Officers of Canada.
the importe were $12,293. Now, that is a com- Bill read the first time.paratively small sum, and yet while small in amoant
the proposed duty will be a very serions tax on a compara- QUESTION OF PRIVILEGEtively small number of schools. I find that of the $12,000
worth of philosophical apparatus, there were $7,742 worth Mr. EDGAR. Before the Orders of the Day are called,imported by the Province of Ontario, and that importation I would like to have the permission of the House to make
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a brief personal explanation about a matter to which I whatever communications passed between those hon. gentle-
did not attach much importance at the time it occurred; men. The public know what the machinations of those
but since then circumstances have arisen which, I think, gentlemen wore, and the public will accept-
render it necessary for me to take some notice of it. On; Mr. SPEAKER. It is not in order to argue the question.
the 12th March, the hon. member for West York (Mr. Wal-
lace) professed to read certain cablegrams in this flouse be Mr. WALL&AC (York). I am explaining. The public,
tween the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) and Mr. Speaker, from what they know of those gentlemen-
myself, every word of which was pure fabrication, and I Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
supposed it was so understood by the flouse at the time. I Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman has no right to gosupposed either that the hon. member had been the victim .
of a practical joke, by some of his friends handing him as into any explanation.
genuine these bogus telegrams which had been previously Mr. WALLACE (York). Those hon. gentlemen-
published in a Conservative newspaper-and I felt some Mr. SPEAKER. I think it would be very improper to
sympathy for him in his unfortunate position-or else I go into a debate.
thought that perhaps he was under the impression that he Mr. WALLACE (York). They want to have their own
was displaying biting and cutting wit to the flouse when Mr.bWALLae (ork). theyopwantetohae their own
he read those bogus tolegrams, and I felt even more sym- say, but they are not wilhng the opposite side should he
pathy with him if he was laboring under that huge mis- heard. This, Mr. Speaker, will enable the publie-
take. However, what has occurred since? The speech Mr. SPEAKER. Order. I do not think it is in order to
of the hon. member, containing these bogus telegrams, has go into a discussion about these telograms, more than to say
been, I am told, distributed by the thousand all over the how you came by them.
country. Let me refer for a moment to IHansard to see how
the hon, gentleman introduced these telegrams. Hie said Mr. WALLPACE (York). The hon, gentleman who gotthe ou.genlemn inrodcedthee teogrms.He ai' this matter indulged in reflections of various kinds, and"I Iold in my hand some telegrams which are said to have passed .up
between two gentlemen on the opposite side of the House, one being in should have the same opportunity of replying.
London, England, and the other in Toronto." Mr. EDGAR. No. I said it could not be a trick, surely.
Thon followed the tolegrams. Now, it may be said that
people would see there was a joke in that, and I admit that Mir. WALLACE (York). I state that I am not given to
hon. members of this House would probably see the joke, but tricks. Can the hon. member for West Ontario (Mr.
I am very much afraid that many who read that speech, as Edgar) say the same ? I would say, Mr. Speaker, that
distributed through the country, will not soe it in that light. these telegrams that have been read express what a large
Everyone is not so intelligent as the members of this House, portion of the country believe to have been the policy
and to show that, I have hore an extract from a Conservative adopted by hon. gentlemen opposite.
newspaper, in which the intelligent, large-headed and consci-
entious editor of that organ uses this language in reference T HE SABLE AD SPANIISH BOOM COMPANY.
to these cablegrams. This is from the Picton Gazette. It House resolved itself into Committee of the Wholeis an editorial headed "Significant," and it goes on in this on Bill (No. 36) to grant certain powers to the Sable andway:Spanih Boom and Slide Company of Algoma, Limited.-

" Bome acute observer of human nature has said: 'Oh 1 that mine (Mr.nSutherland Oxford )enemy would write a book.' If he had lived in later times he might have
added, 'or sent a telegrram.' The following interchange of thought Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I understand from the pro-
trougli the cable, during Mr. Blake's absencelin England, between moter of the Bill that ho accepts certain amendments thathimBeof and Mr. Edgar, will throw mucli more liglit on their motives
and conduct than all the speakers in Parliament, pro and con, on the have been suggested to him.
Riel affair." Mr. SUTHERLAND (Oxford). The amendmeats pro.
Thon it gives the telegrams, and winds up thus: posed by the Government are all satisfactory to the pro-

" This is a pretty condition of affaira between the high minded gentle. moters of the Bill.
men, supposed to ba®seeking after truth and justice in this miserable Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Perhaps it would be as wellcas, M.bt they have fallen into the pit they have igged for their enemy. to state to the Committee, before we go on, what the amend-Now, Mr. Speaker, Iuthink that it as becomeo necessary for monts are. First, in the 3rd section it is stated that the
any suh cablegramse, or any cablegraums at al, for that company shall have power, so long as the said works are
atterpased between the leader of the Opposition and maintained in an efficient state. The question was, how i

matter, ding hi set visit t england, I woul also like their efficiency to be determined ? If there is a complaint,
to give the hon. member for West York (Mr. Wallace) how is it to be settled ? The hon. gentleman agrees that it

to gv te . mrbrfrWs .r M.Wlae should be settled by an officer, or by the MimsBter of Pubhiean opportunity, lu thoeflouse, of going through that very i shol b tled ghy aofficerTo, outhe Mltrf Pblie
disagreeable process of explaining his own joko, becauser orks tough his offce Tho, about the tarif. We ave
caninot believe it possible that an hon. momber of the Hiouse already two othor companies of the ename kind; one, the
intelded it for a trick. b Upper Ottawa Lumber or Boom Company, and another,

and the basis of a tarif has been adopted by Parliament
Mr. WALLACE (York). I beg to inform the hon. mem- under which those companies conduct their business to the

ber for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar) thut these talegrams were satisfaction of the public, and it is understood that an amend-
come by legitimately. They were not stolen, as other tele- ment will be moved to insert one of these tariffs in the
grams were which hon. gentlemen opposite have used for Bill. Thon I received from an hon. member opposite a
political purposes. I obtained those tolegrams from the letter, before he lof t, to the effect that the river is a navig-
publie press. They were given in good faith. We have to able river from its mouth for the largest lake vessel, and
depend very largely on the press for our political informa- an amendment should be made providing for the free navi-
tion, and I give these telegrams as they appeared in the gation of the river to boats, rafts, logs, etc.
public press, and they require no apology from me. Mr. SUTHERLAND (Oxford). I will just say with re-
I t is very singular that hon. gentlemen opposite have gard to the amendments proposed by the vernmont, that
been such a long time in waking up to the fact that it they are perfectly satisfactory. With regard to the free
was time to deny the paternity of those telegrams. I think navigation of the river, the promoters of the Bill thought
the country will accept those telegrams as the substance of that was amply provided for in the Bill as it stands. ULow-
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ever, in order to make it doubly sure, and to satisfy those
gentlemen who are not satisfied, I am willing to adopt the
amendments they propose.

On section 1,
Mr. CRARLTON. The amendment referred to by the

Minister of Public Works, and which I am now about to
move, will be attached to the first clause, and is as follows:-

Provided always, that noue of the said piers, booms or other works,
shall interfere with the free navigation of the north channel of the said
iver, by steamer or other craft, rafts or logesand booms.

Amendment agreed to, Bill reported and read the third
time and passed.

CENTRAL ONTARIO RAILWAY COMPANY.
House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 67)

respecting the Central Ontario Railway Company.-(Mr.
White, Hastings.)

(In the Committee.)
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The clause as amended pro-

vides that owners of said shares shall have all the powers
and rights of ordinary shareholders, and shall be entitled to
dividend to the extent of 6 per cent. over the ordinary
shareholders, and after both classes of shareholders have
received 6 per cent., the owners of preferred shares shall
rank for dividend with the ordinary shareholders for any
surplus over and above 6 per cent. When the question
came before the committee we were under the impression
that there were only ordinary shareholders and not pre-
ferred shareholders already, and although two gentle-
men practically own the property, Mr. Ritchie and
Mr. McLaren, we have to take the ordinary pre-
cautions as if there were two hundred share-
holders. Mr. Ritchie explained to me that for the
new preferred shares he would prefer not to have 6
per cent. but 5 per cent., the same as the preferred share-
holders that exist now, so that they would be on the same
footing; that they should not afterwards share with the
ordinary shareholders, but that the ordinary shareholders
should receive their 5 per cent. as the preferred sharehold
ers would receive, and, when ail the different sharcholdersk
have received 5 per cent., they should share equally anyt
surplus. The clause wili, therefore, be amended to readt
thus: The shareholders shall have all the powers and rightsî
of ordinary shareholders to the extent of 5 per cent., and1
after ail the preferred shareholders have received 5 per
cent., then the ordinary shareholders shall be entitied to a
dividend not exceeding 5 per cent. per annum on any
surplus over and above those 5 per cent., after which ail
preferred and ordinary shareholders shall share alike in
any surplus over and above those dividends.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not know anything about the original
legislation, but it appears to me, from the statement maded
by the Minister, that this legislation may alter the rightss
of the existing preferred shareholders. They have, I under-
stand, a dividend of 5 per cent., and after that they share in
the ordinary shareholders' dividend.r

Sir RECTOR LANGEVIN. That point is covered by
the preamble, and thus it is only settling the matter with-c
out selling the road.U

Mr. BLA KE. I understand that, but it seems to me that
those preferred shareholders at the present time existing-8
those preferred holders of securities which exist, and whose
interest it is proposed to create a prior charge, have at the
present time a right in respect to the future interest toq
share with the shareholders, after the 5 per cent, bas been
paid to them; and the hon. gentleman seems to me to be
about to propose to arrange that they shall not share with t
the shareholders until the shareholders have received 5 per 9
cent. They first, ô per cent.; thon the shareholders, ô per

cent.; and after that they shall share in the surplus profits•
That seems to be an alteration of the position of the exist-
ing shareholders, which may be quite right, but it has not
been made noticeable enough here.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That was in the Bill as it
stood originally, but the other thing that was there was
that the preferred shareholders created by the new Bill
would have 6 per cent. It was found that was too much.
The two proprietors of the railway said: No; we will reduce
it to ô per cent., the same as the preferred shares. That
being so, they will all be on the same footing of 5 per cent.
The only difference is that, as these coupons are now due
and may be collected on the railway in preference to any-
thing else, they say: .No; we will take preferred shares
and come in with the others. I think it is the best arrange.
ment, under the circumstances.

Bill reported, read the third time, and passed.

IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 78) to amend tho Act to incorporate the Guelph
Junction Railway Company.-(Mr. Innes.)

Bill (No. 64) to amond the Act incorporating the Piotou
Coal and Iron Company.-(Mr. bLairs.)

-LIFE-SAVING APPARATUS, &c.

Mr. MASSUE (for Mr. CURRAN) asked, Is it the inten-
tion of the Governmiit to propose uny amendment to the
Canadian Shipping Laws, by providing for the carrying uf
life-saving apparatus, and inextinguishable light by Cauadian
vessela?

Mr. FOSfE R. It is not.

SUBSIDY TO QUEBEC CENTRAL RA.ILWAY COM-
PAN Y.

Mr. G UAY asked, Whether it is the intention of the Gov-
ernment to grant, during the present Session, an additional
suboidy Lut tlh Quee etju.Lraiu Railway Company, to assist
that company in extending its lin. fron Beauce Junction
through the valley of the uhaudière to the boundary line,
and thence to the lino of t.he International Railway, at a
point on or near theI River L'Orignal, in the State of Maine ?

Mr. POPE. I have not yet had an opportunity of bring-
ing the matter under the consideration of the Government.

DEPREDATIONS BY AMERICAN FISH ERMEN.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. ROBERTSON, Shelburne) asked,
Whether the Government have taken steps to aseertain the
correctness of statement telegraphed to the press, reporting
depredations by American tishermen upon the traps of lob-
ster fishermen at Clark's liarbour, in the county of Shel-
burne, Nova Scotia; and if the report of such aggressive
action is correct, what stops do they propose to take in
reference to ths matter ?

Mr. FOSTER. Steps have been taken to ascertain the
correctness of these reports. Until the facts are ascer-
tained it is not possible to say what steps will be taken.

SUGAR IN BONDED WAREHOUSE IN MONTREAL.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. ROBERTSON, Shelburne) asked, What
quantity of sugar was there in banded warehouse, Montreal,
on the 31st March, 1886 ?

Mr. BOWELL. I would ask that the question be allowed
.o stand for a future day, when probably I wi!l be able to
give an answer. I have not yet received the information
rom Montreal,
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BALE OF TIMBER ISLAND, LAKE ONTARIO.

Mr. FISHER (for Mr. PLTT) asked, Has Timber Island,
Lake Ontario, been sold by the Government? If sold, who
is the purchaser, and what is the sum paid ? If not sold,
who is the present lessee or occupant? When was the lease
granted, and when does it expire, and what is the annual
of rental ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Timber Island, Lake On-
tario, was sold on the lst July of 1884 to Mr. Paul Finlay
MoCuaig for 6500.

THE INSPECTION ACT.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, la it the intention of the Gov-
ernment during the present Session to amend the Inspec-
tion Act by declaring what shall be the legal weight of a
barrel of salt ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. That question is now engaging the
attention of the Government.

SQU9AW ISLAND, GEORGIAN BAY.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. CooK) asked, 1. Whether the Gov
ernment is aware that a number of the Georgian Bay
fishermen have heretofore built cabine on Squaw Island,
and have been in the habit of drying their nets and pack-
ing and shipping their fish from that island ? 2. W hether
the Goverument has leased the said island, or any part or
parts thereof, to any person or persons ? If so, who is or
are the lessee or lessees ? What ]and and privileges are
oovered by the leases ? What rents are received, and how
are such rents payable? 3. Whether the leases reserve a
right to the fishermen, in the first question mentioned, to use
the said island in the way. they have heretofore done? 4.
Whether the Government is aware that Clark & Co., of Col-
lingwood, claim to have leased the said island, and refuse
to allow the fishermen mentioned in question 1, to ocupy
their cabine, dry their nets, and pack and ship their fish
unles the fish caught by such fishermen are sold by them
to Clark & Co. ? If so, do Clark & Co. possess this right
under any lease or other authority from the Government?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. 1. The Department of Indian
Affaire, to which branch of the service the disposal of
Squaw Island, in the interests of the Indians who surren-
dered it, together with other islands to be disposed of for
their benefit, appertains, is not aware that a number of the
Georgian Bay fishermen have heretofore buit cabine on
Squaw Island, and have been in the habit of drying their
nets and packing and shipping their fish from that island.
2. The Department of Indian Affaire has leased the said
island to Mesrs. Noble & Clark, of Collingwood, they being
also the lesees of the fisheries surrounding said island, as
shown by the description received by the Department of
Indian Affaire from the Department of Fisheries before the
lease of the island was issued to said Clark & roble. The
lease covers all the island, with the proviso that the lessees
shall protect the trees remaining thereon, and that they
shall not prevent the Indians from landing for the purpose
of shelter, or for landing fish. The amount of rent payable
by the lessees for the island is $225 per annum, payable
half-yearly in advance. 3. The lesse to Messrs. Noble &
Clark does not reserve a right to the fishermen in the first
question mentioned to use the said island. 4. The first part
of this question is answered in the reply to the second ques-
tion ; and with regard to the remainder of the question,
the Department is not aware that lesrs. Clark & Co.,
the lessees of the island, refuse to allow the fishermen men-
tioned in question No. 1 to occupy their cabine, dry their
nets, anLd pack and ship their fish, unless the fish caught by
said fishermen are sold by them to Clark & Co., who

Mr. BownLn.

possess no other rights in the island, so far as this Depart-
ment is aware, than those given them under their lease
thereof.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY-CLAIM FOR
DAMAGES.

Mr. LANGELIER asked, 1. Whether Jos. Simard, or any
other Dominion arbitrator, has made an enquiry and report
on the claim of Elzéar Marois, of Cap St. Ignace,whose
horse was killed by a train on the Intercolonial Railway in
July, 1884 ? 2. What is the nature of the said report? 3.
Is it the intention of the Government to pay to the said
Elzéar Marois the value of the said horse ?

Mr. POPE. We have had strong pressure from the hon.
member for Montmagny (Kr. Landry) in this matter, and
we have referred it to one of the officiai arbitrators, who
recommends that a settlement should be made. No deoesion
has yet been arrived at. I am obtaining further information
on the subjeet.

CANAL TOLLS.

Mr. VAIL asked, What amount was collected for tolle on
the Canalis of Canada between the 30th June, 1885, and the
31st December, 1885 ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. The amounts collected during
period named wore as follows :-

Welland Canal....................... $100,620 34
St. Lawrence Canals.......... .... 42,989 59
Ohambly Canal..................................... 12,743 45
Ride"Uanal..........................4,148 91
Ottawa 9anals.......... ............................ 36,887 88

the

Burlington Bay anal............................ 576 61
Newcastle District Canals........................ 434 82
St. Peter's Canals................................... 1,093 75

Total.......................$199,49485

About 815,000 of this amount was refunded on account of
reduction of tolls on grain passed down to Montreal.

REPRESENTATION OF MANITOBA.

Mr. WATSON asked, Io it the intention of the Govern-
ment to give Manitoba increased representation in the next
Parliament ?

Mr. THO MPSON (Antigonish). It is not the intention
of the Government to introduce a Bill upon this subject dur-
ing the present Bession.

IMPROVEMENT OF ASSINIBOINE RIVER.

Mr. WATSON asked, Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to place a sum in the Estimates for the purpose of
improving the channel of the Assiniboine River, between
the town of Portage la Prairie and the city of Winnipeg,
so as to prevent the frequent overflow of water during
freshets ?

Sir H ECTOR LA.NGEVIN. I am informed by the Chief
Engineer of my Department that no examination bas yet
been made of the river for the purpose of the improvement
the hon. gentleman' question refers to.

Mr. ROSS asked, Is it the intention of the Government
to take any steps this year to improve the navigation of
the Assiniboine River, and also to cause the necessary work
to be done to prevent its overflow ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am not in a position to
say that it is the intention of the Government to take any
steps this year to improve the navigation of that river. As
for the necessary work to be doue to prevent its overflow,
that is a very large question, and I have no doubt the hon.
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gentleman will give me a little time to enable me t
answer it.

TRADE RELATIONS WITH THE BRITISH WEST
INDIES.

Mr. COURSOL (for Mr. GAULT) asked, Is there a proba
bility of closer trade relations with the British West Indi
Islands, in consequence of the visit of the delegation from
the Island of Barbadoes last year ?

Mr. McLELAN. It is hoped there will be closer trad
relations with the British West Indies.

HARBOR MASTERSHIP OF WINDSOR, ONTARIO

Mr. LISTER asked, Ras a harbor master been appointed
for the port of Windsor, in the county of Essex? If so,
who is the appointee, and what is the date of his appoint.
ment ? If such an officer has not been appointed, is it the
intention of the Government to make such an appointment
at that port ?

Mr. FOSTER. A harbor master has not been appointed
for the port of Windsor. The matter is not engaging the
attention of the Government.

PETITION OF JAMES TRESTON AND OTHERS.
Mr. LAURIER askedy At what date was the potition of

James Treston and others, to Sir John Macdonald, printed
at page 68 of Sessional Papers No. 116f (1885), received by
the Government ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The petition of James Treston
and others, without date, was received by the Department
on the 16th of November, 1881.

DEPUTATION TO LOUIS RIEL.

Mr. EDGAR asked, Rave the Government among the
North.West papers a letter to the Minister of the Interior
from the Chief Commissioner of the Hudson's Bay Company,
written in the early part of 1884, notifying the Government
that the deputation was going to Montana for Louis Riel,
and warning them of the danger of the situation? Will
such letter be brought down ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I am informed by the officers
of the Department that there is no such letter on record in
the Department of the Interior.

LIFE-SAVING SERVICE AT PORT ROWAN.

Mr. JACKSON. When the House took recess on Wed-
nesday last (p. 703) I had been pointing ont that on several
occasions the life-saving service at Port Rowan had performed
noble work in saving lives there under very difficult
circumstanees. I had shown, by quotations from the
Spirit of the Age, that this crew had saved, in the fall of
1883, the crew of the Siberia, consisting of eight mon
and one woman, under very trying circumstances. These
people had to remain twenty hours on the Siberia after
she had struck, before they were rescued, and on that
occasion the captain asked another to take command. By that
act, he showed he did not consider himself competent, under
trying circumstances, to take charge of the boat, and the
boat was taken charge of by another gentleman, and the
crew successfully resoued. The Maple Leaf, in its Port
Rowan correspondence, shows how this life service had
rescued the crew of nine mon and a woman from the steam
barge Fortune, which was wrecked off Port Rowan on
the 31st October, 1884. I was about showing, when the
House took recess, that there was a remarkable fact con-
nected with this rescue, namely, the absence of the captain
of the lifeboat. The correspondent goes on to relate:

99

" IJust here, let us note a remarkable faot. The osptain of the life-
boat l never in charge when rucuin g a crew. At the present time he
la at Long Point, shooting dueks. Thi ls a scandalous etate of thin
and the Government should see that he attends to hie duties as cap*an,
or appoint someone that will. The crew always appoint Crooker their
leader. They all have perfect confidence in hun, and he should have
the pay and honor, as well as the work and danger.

"Then the keeper of the lighthouse should be provided with oignals,
as he generally sees the wreck first, but has no way of letting It be
known. In the case of the Fortune, ho could have saved the half-
frozen, half-drowned, half-dead sailors a whole night of misery.

" Then, a man should be employed for a couple of months in each fall,
to patrol the coast and keep a constant look-out for signe of distresu.
Had this been donc, the crew of the Fitzgerald might have been saved
last year. It is to be hoped that immediate stops will be taken to have
the case properly represented to the Government, and the various de-
fects remedied'

I just want to call your attention to the fact of the crew of
the Ptzgerald being drowned in 1883, when, as this corres-
pondent states, had there been a man patrolling the coast,
by whom signals could be given, no doubt the crew would
have been saved. In connection with this, I want to read
another article from the Norfolk Reformer, dated a year
later, October, 1885:

"Within twenty-four hours at this season of the yoar our lifeboat-iav-
ing station may be called into action. The Government authorises two
practice days each month from the opening to the close of our waters.

wo seasons has given the captain at this station ample time to select
and hold in readiness a competent crew to man the boat when brought
out for action. On Monday morning, the usual practico day, a matter
offorim was gone throughwith. We are much surprised ta learn that
the captain has not been in a position to command the same crew more
than on two occasions during the wiole season. Men who now volunteer
for this duty only act for the money they receive at the time. And
should they be called into action they could not be persuaded to take an
oar. We ask why is this ? This station now should possesu a compe-
tent, well-practiced crew, consisting of men accustomed to the water,
able-bodied, active, strong, and ready for any case of emergency. But
we fear thiS station possesses none of these characteristio, and ubaes
men volunteer, the captain would find it a difficut task ta man ier if
called into duty. This should certainly not be the case. These mcn
are paid for their services by the Government, and why cannot we have
an effective crew to render services to poor distressed shipwrecked
sailors in time of need."

These are the articles written by correspondents who know
the facts of the case and the feeling in that vicinity, andin
my opinion the facts they give go very far to support the
petition that was sent into the Government a short time
ago, whereby the people of that place prayed for a change
of captain. I have not a word to say against the captan;
ho is a gentleman respected by all who know him, ut all
respected gentlemen are not competent to be captains of
life-saving crews. Therefore, I recommend the Government
to give this petition their most favorable consideration. If
they would change the captain in that place, it would not
only give general satisfaction, but, in my opinion, might
be the cause of saving many valuable lives in the future.
In reference to life-saving service, I do not think it
would be out of place for me to state what 1 have seen at
the American stations which I visited last year, in October,
1885. I visited the life.saving stations at Michigan, at
Hammond's Bay, on the main shore of Lake Huron.
Captain Valentine, who was in command, took very great
pains in showing me the outfit and explaining the different
uses it was put to, and giving me all the information ho
could regarding it. The service was supplied with six men
and a captain, making seven. Of these men two were
on duty at one time, four hours out of every twelve.
During the day they watched from the top of the
station-house, and during the night they patrolled the
beach for three miles each way. When they left the
station the captain gave them a register, something in the
shape of a watch, but on a larger scale. These men used
this register. They travelled three miles each way; at the
end of the three miles a key was fastened to a post, and the
patrol man, when ho arrived at that post, took the key and
inserted it in this instrument, which caused it to register the
hour and the minute when ho was there. At twelve every
night the patrol men returned and delivered up to the captain
thoseinstruments, by which means ho was able to know that
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they had been there, and there was no way of deceiving him.
Then ho showed me his boats and other equipments.
That service was supplied with several boats. One was
called a surf-boat. Another was a self-bailing and self-
righting boat, a very fine boat, and he also showed me the
improvements which had been introduced. They had dis-
pensed with the mortar gun and the Merriman, and had
introduced the Lisle gun, a small cannon, from which they
shot a projectile with a small lino attached to it, which
they throw over the wreck in desperate cases when they
cannot reach the wreck; and by means of this small lino
they haul on a larger lino, by means of which they rescue
lives that might in other cases be lost. Then they have
their practising boat. They have their temporary struc-
tures by means of which they practice daily, and upon the
whole their equipments are ample for everything required
by them. I brought this to the notice of the Minister of
Marine in 1884, in reference to the inefficiency of the ser-
vice at Port Rowan, and ho stated that ho was getting two
lifeboats made. I will read what the hon. gentleman
said:

" I am aware that the boat at that station does not possess all the
improvements of the lifeboats of the present day. I have, however,
had two of the most approved lifeboats made in Buffalo ; and I have
had specifications of those made, and they are now ready. I intend to
have a number of lifeboats of the most approved pattern in use manu-
factured as early as possible and, if the bon. gentleman's statement is
correct, that that is the most.exposed position in the west, we shall
place one of the improved liféboats at that station."

Again I brought it to his attention in 1885, and ho answered
me in this way :

" I may say further, that, on the specifications prepared last season of
the Dobbins hlfeboat, 1 called for tenders for twelve of them, and six were
ordered for construction in Ontario and six in the east. As it is a new
work for the boat-builders, some delay occurred, and we wer fnot able
to get the boats in time for last fall's service; but I bad enquiries made
a few weeks ago as to the condition of the work, and I am assured that
the boats wilî be ready for the spring service. They are of the pattern
the bon. !gentleman describes-self righting and self-bailing. We have
procured two of them from the United States, and they are very excellent
oats and give great satisfaction,"

Now, the hon. gentleman promised on the first occasion
that ho would send a new lifeboat to Port Rowan. Two
years have elapsed, and we have had no addition to the
service there. It romains in a very inefficient position.
They have only an oldfashioned lifeboat there. They have
no life-jackets; they have not even common life-preservers.
The system of life-jackets is a very important thing, to
which I want to call the Minister's attention. There is a
life.jacket in use among the Americans, which I omitted to
mention in my statement about the Michigan station. It
is called tho Merriman rubber jacket. The sailor slips into
this jacket, and then it is filled with air, which enables him
to float himself and two or three drowning persons. If ho
has this ho can roly upon it, so that ho can feel himself per-
fectly safe in going to the rescue of drowning persons, and
can very often save the lives of others. But the service at
Port Rowan has not even a common life-preserver. They
have nothing. They have to go out under very trying cir-
cumstances, and take their lives in their hands, and in some
cases their lives are seriously joopardised. Since last year
we have had a change in the Minister of Marine. We have
now a young, energetic man at the helm, and I hope
that, during the next spring and summer, this service will
be supplied with a go boat and with sufficient material to
enable those men to protect themselves in case of accident;
and I really feel that, as it is one of the most exposed places
on the whole chain of lakes, the Government will see that
something should be done in that direction.

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman's statement as to
there being no apparatus at Port Rowan and their being
without the ordinary life-jackets, is not quite true. Since
I have come into the oMce I have ordered a complote outfit,

Mr, JMcOoN.

and I think it was sent down there three or four weeks ago.
At least, orders were given for it, on the expression of his
view by our Chairman in Toronto. At all events, they will
be there in readiness for the spring operations.

Mr. JACKSON. I saw the captain in January, when I
left, and he said nothing had been sent then.

Motion agreed to.

SCATTERIE FOG-WHISTLE SUPERINTENDENT.

Mr. KIRK moved for:
Copies of all correspondence and telegramu between the Government

of Canada, or any member thereof, and the late Superintendent of
Scatterie Fog-Whistle, and any other person or persons, and any Orler
or Orders in Council relative to the dismissal or resignation of the said
Superintendent and the appointment of his successor.

He said : During the delivery of the Budget
Speech of the Minister of Finance, he spoke
of the importance of efficiently lighting the coast
of the Dominion, and he complimented very highly
the efficient manner in which the ex-Minister of Marine and
Fisheries, the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell.), had performed the duty while Minister of Marine
and Fisheries. It is not only important to have good and
efficient lighthouses and fog-alarms established in impor-
tant places on the sea coast, but it is just as important that
they should be well kept. It is useless, in fact, to have
lighthouses and fog-alarms unless they are well kept ; it is
botter to be without then altogether unless they are provided
with good keepers. Now, Sir, I am credibly informed that
the superintendent of Scatterie fog-alarm was dismissed, or,
rather, forced to resign, for the alleged reason that ho was
incapable of performing the duties of that office; and I am
credibly informed that the Minister of Marine and Fisheries
had already made up his mind to dismiss that official, and a
friend of the superintendent, having ascertained that that
was a fact, advised him to resign, and he did resign. I
understand that the reason the Government decided to take
this action was that the superintendent was not capable of
making any repairs which might be necessary to the engine
or boiler, and that ho was forced to resign because ho was
not sufficient of a mechanic to make the repairs to bis
engine or boiler. Another was appointed in his place, and,
according to the newspaper reports, in the month of July
last the boiler broke down, and during a dense fog a steam-
ship, in making Sydney harbor, ran on the shore and bocame
a total wreck. I will read an extract from the North Sydney
Berald, of July 15th, 1885, which will show the position of
affairs in that regard:

"Lost on Scattarie.-S.S. Colombo from Coosaw to this port for
bunker coal, went ashore on the night of the 9th on Scattarie, during a
dense fog, and is a total wreck. A few hours before the Colombo went
ashore the fog-whistle on the island had broken down, and to this un-
fortunate event Capt. Payne ascribes the loss of his steamship. The
Colombo belonged to Watts, of London. She had a cargo of phosphates
for Dublin. The crew came te this port on Saturday evening by the tug
Merrimac."

Now, Sir, I have no reason to find fault with the Govern-
ment for forcing the resignation of an incapable superinten-
dent. The Government would be perfectly right in doing
so, but they should take care to appoint a competent person
in his place. I am informed that the man whom they
appointed to replace the first one, was not a mechanie
either; ho was neither an engineer nor a mechanic, and ho
knew nothing at all about running an engine ; ho knew noth-
ing at all about a boiler except what ho had learned, during
a few years, from the superintendent who had been dismiss-
ed. I am informed that the reason why the boiler broke
down was that the new superintendent was unable to repair
it; the boiler sprang a leak and was unable to generate saf-
ficient steam to sound an alarm, and for the want of that
alarm the steamer ran ashore. I am informed, also, that
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when thé steamér ran ashoie, the new supriitendent was
obliged to call in the very man that was dismissed to repair
the boiler in order to start the fog-alarm again. I cainot
say this i& trae, but -I have it -on- very good authority. I
think people have a right to know whethtehe Minister of
Marine and Fisheries has properly'perfbrmed his duties in
this matter.

Mr. McLELÂAN. After the remarks of the hon. gentle-
man I may be allowed to say a word or two. I remember
something about a dispute between the keeper of the light-
house and the keeper of the fog-alarm. I think the one
was dependent upon the other for assistance at times, and
a quarrel arose. It was desirable to have greater harmony
between the two men residing at the station, and also to
have men capable of repairing the fog-alarm should it get
out of order. The hon, gentleman says that after the new
engineer was appointed the boiler gave ont, and that an
hour or two before, a vessel ran ashore. Well, it is noth-
ing extraordinary that an engine should be idle for a short
time while repairs are being made. I may state to the
House that while I was in the Department, in order to
guard against such accidents, I had contracted for
some fifteen or sixteen fog-horns to duplicate all the more
important stations, that is, to place two alarms at each so that
if one broke down there would be another to start, so as
to prevent such an accident as the hon. gentleman says
occurred at that station. My recollection of the stranding of
the steamer Colombo, was not that it occurred in couse-
quence of the fog-alarm being ont of order, but that it was
complained of by the captain that for the want of a fog-
alarm at some point near Sydney harbor, the vessel went
ashore. I think it is desirable, in the interest of naviga-
tien, that-atalithe more important stations there should
be two alarms, so that when one is disabled the other
may be put into operation; and before I left the Depart-
ment last year I had contracted for some twelve or fifteen,
and I suppose my successor is taking steps to have them
placed.

Mr. KIRK. The hon. gentleman has not answered the
charge at aIl. He has admitted the necessity of having
a superintendent who is capable of repairing the engine
and boiler should they get ont of order, but he has not
explained why ho dismissed a superintendent who was able
to repair the boiier, and who did repair it, and appointed
another man whô,wmlnot able to repair the boiler. I eau
understand the hon. gentleman's desire of putting the
country to the cost of having a duplicate system of fog-
alarms in dangerous places, in order to avoid the necessity
of diseiissing or displaoing some unfortunate superin.
tendents to make room for friends of the hon. gentleman.
But it appears to me that if good and efficient superinten-
dentare appointed who are mechanics, there will be no neces-
sity for a duplicate alarm being kept in order that it may be
sounded whilst the other one is out of repair. Now, the
charge is that the hon. gentleman dismissed a superinten-
dent *ho was capable of performing bis duties-

Me. MoLELAN. No.
Mr. KIRK--and placed a man in his stead who was not

capable. Now, the report in the North Sydney Herald doos
not say one or two hours. I do not know how many hours
the fog-alarm was idle, but the paper says a few hours. It
may have been a dozen hours, and perhaps it was more than
that. I daresay the man who was newly appointed would
be very reluctant to call in the man who was dismissed to
repair the engine. It is likely ho would wait an hour or
two before attempting to do so. It was only -after the
steamship was lost the man was called in to make the
necessary repair.

Mr. MoLELAN. The hon, gentleman did not make any
charge; he did not state whether the report was correct or

not. The hon. gentleman had moved for the paptu, and
having stated that he was not aware whether th report
was correct or not, I did not think it worth while to trouble
with it. When the hon. gentleman gets the paperg he will
obtain all the information on the subject.

Mr. FOSTER. This illustrates what I spoke of the other
night, that it is not always the best plan to make a charge
before the papers are laid on the Table for the information
of the House. I venture to say that the papers, when
brought down-I have gone through them, not very care-
fully, but still I have gone through them-will not sub-
stantiate the hon. gentleman's implied charge, namely,
that a competent engineer was dismissed and an incompet-
ent one put in his place. The hon. gentleman will"find,
when he looks over the papers, that the engineer was
dismissed for cause, upon the recommendation of one of
the best engineers in Nova Scotia, and the recommei-
dation as well of our agent in Nova Seotia; and he was dis-
missed for incompeteney, because his work was not up to
what it should have been when it was inspected, and he was
noteonsidered to be a omptent engineeitjudged bythè wôrk
he performed. There was also another point: TherNeWbrè
two heads and they were constantly quarrelling, and it was
impossible to have the work fairly well carried out.

Mr. KIRL. What about the engineer who was ap-
pointed ?

Mr. POSTER lIn regard to the engineer who was ap-
poiuted, so far there has been no charge brought agatnst him
of incompetency. The hon. gentleman tu-day has not made
one. If the hon. gentleman thinks that to take up an item
from a newspaper and found a charge on it is the best and
fairest way of treating a matter coming before the House,
he is entitled to that opinion ; but few will agree with
him in regard to this. The hon, gentleman said a moment
ago that he had stated a fact. Of course, the fact of the
wreck was stated, but there is a wide difference between
the fact of the wreck and the conclusion that the wreck was
pue to incompetency on the part of the olcials appointed
to take charge of the lighthouse.

Motion agreed to.

PORT HOOD HARBOR

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). Sirice I tablad this motion
I have reeeived some information relative to theb ubt
which necessitates a change in my notice. I, there e,
deem it necessary to make an explamaition as to why I deai'e
that change. In answer to an Order of the House, dated
5th Mhruh, 1886, for copies of all correspondene-with the
Department of Public Works relative to the protection
required to the north of Smith's Island to provent the total
destruction of Port Ho3d harbor, Inverness, N.B., also a
copy of the engineer's report thereon, the chief engineer
makes very important statements. He says:

"Under the lee of Smith's Island is to be found the safest anchorag
on the western coast of Oape Breton, and this great benefit is in a 'fair
way of being destroyed by reson of the inroads whidh the sea has
made, and is still making, on.the comparatively low neck of land at the
northern end of Smith'a Iuland on the plan herewith."'

After referring to the danger of the severance of the island
whereby the harbor would be destroyed, the chief engineer
states:

"It is stated by residente on the island that thirteen yeru ago the
olif at the neck of low land extended fully 200 feet beyond its present
position, and that the rate of wear or erosion wau about fifteen feet per
year.

arAssuming that this rate of erosion would not incroue, the edge of
the bog would be reached in about seventeen years; beyond this poiat
the material being softer would offer lsse resistance tothe action of
the sea, and the injury would therefore proceed at a more rapid rate,
and probably twenty years might elapue before a complete meverauce of
the island would be efected."?
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The severance of the island at that point, I repeat, would
totally destroy Port Ilood harbor, which is one of the most
important harbors in the Maritime Provinces. In the north
bay and along the north-west coast of Inverness Couuty will
be found during the fall of the year the largest fishing fleet
from the Maritime Provinces and the United States in any
part of Canada, and this is the only safe harbor of refuge
available for that fleet from the Magdalen Islands to the
Strait of Canso, along St. G4eorge's Bay and the north-west
coast of Inverness, a sea coast line of about 130 miles. This
question was repeatedly brought before the attention ot
this House. During the discussion on 29th April, 1878, Mr.
Tupper said:

" He would like to ask the hon. the Minister of Public Works if the
Government had arrived at any conclusion with reference to a work of
considerable importance in Nova Scotia, which had been under the con-
sideration of the late Government, and which had been brought to the
notice of this Government from time to time. He referred to the closing
of Port Hood Harbor, Cape Breton."

Mr. Mitchell, now member for Northumberland, said:

" The work was of great importance; he had seen over 100 vessels in
that harbor."

Mr. Macdonnell, member for Inverness, said:
"Be had seen over 300 vessels in this harbor at one time during a

storm. The only harbor of refuge on the north-west side of Cape Breton,
on the gulf aide of St. Lawrence and Bay St. George, which formed
an almost direct coast line, was that of Port Hood, and for ships blown
by storme from any of the ports to the west of it, and other ports on
Prince Edward Iuland and along the northern shores of Nova Bcotia and
New Brunswick. Many vessels were annually wrecked along this coast.
Only last fall in one day 103 vessels had taken refuge in this harbor, and
on the following morning 13 others were stranded on the shore. Not a
single one ofthem belonged to the county of Inverness."

This shows that Port Hood barbor is not one of local impor-
tance, no vessel being owned in the neighborhood of that
harbor, but that the work is one of general importance.
After referring to the extent of the coast, Mr. Macdonnell
concluded as follows:-

" He hoped the Government would turn attention to this work at
once. It was one that could not be constructed piecemeal; but he
thought a small grant of $20,000 or so would be sufficient this season in
order that the work would be initiated before another year elapsed
Although the contract might not be entered into till late in the season,
it was deuirable to procure such material as was necessary.'

In answer to these statements, the late Minister of Public
Works (Mr. Mackenzie) said i

" The Government would have no hesitation at all about a grant such
as the hon. gentleman had named; but he feared it would be utterly
impossible te do anything with so small a sum. What he proposed was
to have the plans, which were almost complete, and advertise to get
tenders and see the minimum sum for which it could be built, then they
would know exactly where they stood at the next8ession:of Parliament."

Since that time, I am given to understand, tenders were
asked for, and I am desirous of obtaining the papers so that
the House may know the exact figure which the work
would cost. Therefore I desire to move my motion with a
slight amendment which I hope will be adopted. I move
for:

Copies of all correspondence relative to the closing of the northern
entrance into Port Hood Harbor, with copies of all reports of Chief
Engineers of the Public Works Department in reference to the matter ;
also copy of the plans, specifications and tenders asked for by the late
Minister of Public Works in 1878.

Mr. PAINT. I am happy to be able to concur in all the
remarks made by my hon. friend from Inverness (Mr.
Cameron). This is a most important harbor, for not only
have there been 100 sailing vessels there at one time, but I
have known of 300, and three English men-of-war at the
same time. It is the only harbor along the western coast
of Cape Breton; it is invaluable to the trade of the country
and should be preserved at all costs.

Motion agreed to.
Mr. CAmERoN (Inverness).

WHITEFISH FRY AT FISH1 HATCHERIES.

Mr. GORDON moved for:

Return giving the number of whitefish fry at the various fish hatch-
eries of the Dominion for distribution next spring; also the number of
pickerel and black bass; also the instructions that have been given for
their distribution.

He said: I will not detain the House very long, but will
simply take advantage of this opportunity of earnestly re-
questing the Minister of Marine and Fisheries to direct that,
at as early a period as possible, a number of fish fry, of the
species enumerated in the order, be sent forward to the lakes
of Vancouver Island, in order to test the practicability of
these lakes for the reproduction of such flsh. There are many
lakes on that island varying in length from half a mile to forty
miles. The waters of these lakes seem to be well adapted to
the production of whitefish, bass and pickerel. At the present
time the only fish to be found in them is the species known
as the mountain trout, and I am sure that while these
hatcheries are going on silently doing their work in this
country, the Department, the Government and this House,
will feel the importance of extending the field of their labor.
I need not make any further remarks, becanse I am sure
the importance of the question will be acknowledged.

Motion agreed to.

DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH.WEST - POLICE
SCOUTS.

Mr. SPROULE moved for :
Return showing the names and number of those who acted as

police scouts during the North-West insurrection ; also, the names of
those who have since applied for a land grant bounty for said services,
the same as that given to the volunteers.

He said: I may say that I make this motion with a view
of finding out the names and the number of those who were
engaged in the insurrection in this capacity. I believe there
is a misunderstanding on the part of some of those parties,
as they think that having done a duty somewhat similar to
the military scouts they are therefore entitled to the same
consideration. I am informed that quite a number were
engaged in this capacity, and that many of them have since
applied for land grant bounties similar to that given to the
volunteers, but it has been refused-on what ground they
cannot understand. So far as my knowledge gives me
information on this subject, I believe they did the same
kind of work. The work was dangerous; they were
obliged to supply themselves with fire-arms and horses,
the amount of wages they received was not sufficient
to compensate them, any more than the wages of
the volunteers was sufficient to compensate them
for the labor they performed; and since the insurrection
has been quelled they are now applying for land grant
bounties. These bounties have been refused to them and
they think that an injustice has been done them. I believe
that when the matter is brought to the attention of the
Government they will see the reasonableness of changing
the resolutions which were passed last year by this House,
so as to provide that land grant bounties should be given to
these parties. In addition I understand that some of them
have asked that, provided the land grant bounty is given,
they may be able to turn it in on their pre-emptions. Many
of them are settlers in the North-West who have taken
homesteads and entered for pre-emptions, and I cannot see
any reasonable objection to these bounties being so applied.
I believe also that some of them have applied to have the
time allowed during which they were engaged as part of the
time they have to settle on their lands before getting their
deeds. As I said before they did the same kind of work as the
military scouts; it was as dangerous work; their pay was
only 75 cents per day, after supplying themselves with the
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horses and I think they are entitled to the same considera-
tion.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). With reference to the last
remark of the hon. gentleman I may say that we have
allowed the time both of the teamsters and of the scouts
who were engaged in the North-West, to apply upon their
homesteads, as part of the time of residence.

Motion agreed to.

SPEECHES IN. PARLIAMENT.

Mr. CHARLTON moved the following PResolutions:-
1. That the growing practice in the Canadian Bouse of Commons of

delivering speeches of great length, having the character of carefully
and elaborately prepared written essaya, and indulging in voluminous
and otten irrelevant extracts, is destructive of legitimate and pertinent
debate upon public questions, is a waste of valuable time, unreasonably
lengthens the Sessions of Parliamen, threatens by increased bulk and
cost to lead to the abolition of the officiai Report of the Debates, en-
courages a discursive and diffuse, rather than an incisive and concise
style of public speaking, is a marked contrast to the practice in regard
to debate that prevails in the British Bouse of Commons, and tends to
repel the public from a careful and intelligent consideration of the pro-
ceedings of Parliament.

2. That it is expedient to adopt the following rules to apply in future
to the mode of conducting debates in the House of Commons cf Oanada:

(1). The speech of the Finance Minister, the reply to the same, or the
speech of a member moving a motion or resolution shall not exceed
two hours each, except by consent of the Bouse obtained at the open-
ing of the debate.

(2). With the exception of the Budget Speech of the Finance Minis-
ter, the chief reply to the same, and the mover of a motion or resolution
no member shall in any debate speak at greater length than one hour ani
a half, except the acting leader of the Government, or of the Opposi-
tion, who shall not exceed two hours each, except by the unanimous
consent of the House.

(3). After any question shall have been undeV the consideration of the
House for three days, speeches upon the same shall be limited to one
hour each, except in the case of the acting leader of the Government,
or of the Opposition, who shall not exceed two hours each, except by
the unanimous consent of the Bouse.

(4). After any question shall have been under the consideration of the
House for five days, the Bouse may, upon the motion of any mem-
ber, and by three-quarters vote of the members present, restrict the
time to be occupied by any member, except the acting leader of the
Government, or of the Opposition, to not less than fifteen minutes each.

(5). The above restrictions as to time shall apply to the proceedings
of the Bouse when in committee, as well as when Mr. Speaker is in the
Chair, but shall not be held to abridge the privileges of a member, when
the Bouse is in Commnittee, except as to the length of time he may
speak upon each occasion when he is entitled to address the Chairman.

(6). the foregoing rules as to restriction of time may be sus-
pended for one speech in the case of any individual member, by the unani-
mous consent of the House.

(7). No member shail be allowed to read his speech from M88.
but this shall not be held to debar from the use of memorandum, and
notes of the character of headlines and suggestions.

3. It shall be the duty of Mr. Speaker to enforce the foregoing rules.

.He said: The necessity for action in the lino of these
resolutions will, I presume, be concurred in by nearly every
member of this fiouse. It is undisputed that for several
years there has been a growing tendency here to make long
speeches. I am quite willing to confess that I am a sinner
in this regard myself; and for this reason a motion of this
kind will come from me with probably as good grace as
from almost any other member of the House. We have a
large country, with growing wants, a growing population
and a growing business; and if this business receives from
the House of Commons proper attention, we must adopt
some plan for economising our time, some rule for limiting
debate, or there must be some general concurrence on the
part of members that long speeches are unnecessary and
improper. One circumstance that perhaps more than any-
thing else leads to this evil, if we may call it such, is
the fact that our Hansard affords all members
of the House an opportunity to talk to their constituents.
Their speeches are carefully reported in Hansard
and an arrangement can easily be made by which
a member may obtain and send to his constituents as many
copies of his speech as ho chooses to issue. For this reason
many members make speeches, not to the House or to the

country at large, but through fansard to their constituents.
This evil does not exist to the same extent in England.
The English ansard is not, as here, a verbatim report of
Parliament; in .fact, it is a brief epitome of the debates of
Parliament, and if a member wishes bhis speech to reach his
constituents ho must arrange to send it by special wire to
his local paper; and on account of the expense attending
this plan the evil of long speeches is kept within moderate
bounds. All who have noticed in this House the effect pro-
duced by long speeches must be aware that, except on very
rare occasions, they do not receive that attention from the
House that shorter speeches woutd receive. A speech of
four or five hours' length, if compressed within a limit of
an hour or an hour and a-balf, would produce a botter effect
in this House. I am convinced that long speeches are
not read by the country-that not one man in a thousand
takes the pains to wade through them. In fact, I bolieve
that a speech over an hour long is a waste of time, so far
as the country is concerned.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). There are no speeches deliver-
ed, only read speeches.

Mr. CHARLTON. I beg to differ from my hon. friend
as to that. There are speeches delivered in this House
that have not been read, speeches of great length and ability
and speeches which could only be criticised on the ground
that they were too long. It is related of Jeremy Black, a
celebrated jurist in the United States, that he had a son
who was ornpleting his education ut one of the universi-
ties. The son spoke to his father about his valedictory
iddross. The old gentleman road it carefully, and advised

his son to re-write it and compress it into one-fourth of the
space. The boy re-wrote the address, and got it into one-
half of the space, and then read it again to his father; the
old gentleman said, "if you will re-write that again and
compress it one-half, it will be all right." So with long
speeches. Tbey may be admirably adapted to bringing out
every point in the matter under consideration, and present.
ing ail the details; and they would be admirable in
every respect if they could command the attention
of the Rouse and country-if the people would only
read them; buw nost people will not follow all
these details. I think we should consult every in-
terest by shortening our speeches. We should secure the
attention of the flouse to a greater extent, and produce a
greater effect. Parliament is for debating rather than for
delivering long essays. Our Hansard is a valuable record
of our speeches ; but it is evident that there is a feeling on
the part of members that Ransard is overloaded, is too
voluminous, costs the country too much, and contains so
much matter that the ordinary reader will not go through
it; and if we persist in the course we are following, and
make the ffansard more voluminous every year, the
result will be that we shall sacrifice it-some member
will bring in a resolution that Ransard be discontinued,
and the majority will agree with him. Of course this
record will be valuable to the future historian and the
future student of history. I can imagine that a Ransard,
no matter how brief, containing an epitome of the proceed-
ings of the Parliament of England in past ages would possess
incalculable value at the present day; but if it embraced
four ponderous volumes, as ours of last Session
did, almost any student of history would shrink from
the task of going over the proceedings from year to
year. I believe that in the matter of speeches we have
sinned perhaps to agreater extent than almoL any delibera-
tive body in the world. I notice, by the reports in the press
of the proceedings in the British Parliament lately, that Mr.
Gladstone introduced his Home Rule scheme in a speech of
something over three hours in length, which was the
longest speech he ever made in his lite, but a considerable
portion of it was oocupied by the applause of bis followers,
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so that his speech probably oecupied less thanthree hours;
his answers to the criticisms upon the Bill occupied lems
than an hour ; and his speech in introducing the Land Bill
occupied an hour and a half. I hold a volume here written
by Mr. Lucy, entitled "A Diary of two Parliaments,"
which contains some interesting matter as to the length of
speeches and the opinion of prominent men as to the true
course to be adopted to produce effective speaking. Re-
ferring to Lord Hartington, he says :

" Without observing any slavish adherence to the hours during which
the House las been in session, lie generally happened to be present when
it was necessary for him to say a desirable word, and lie has always
managed to say the right thing at the right time.

" He hbas, moreover, marvellously improved in abiity as a speaker.
is contribution to the debate on the introduction of the new discipli-

nary rules was, in point of style and effect, perhaps the best lie ever
delivered in the Iouse. As a parliamentary speaker he is at least on a
par with the leader of the Houes, and has shown a capacity which, if it
proceeds at equal pace during the next two Sessions, will give hLim a
decided advantage over Stafford Northeote. One obvious assistance in
acquiring this ail-important parliamentary success is his ultimate cou-
version to the great fact that, in ail but very exceptional cases, every
minute beyond twenty occupied in the delivery of a speech undermines
its strength and tends to nullify its effect. In former times Hartington
was accustomed to drone through three-quarters -of an hour of ineffee-
tive wordiness, his strong common sense and clear views struggling. to
show their form under the wet blanket of speech cast over them. Now
lie never takes more than twenty minutes for lis speech, and often says
ail lie has to say within the limits of ten minutes or a quarter of an
hour."
With regard to Gladstone's great speech on the eastern
question Mr. Lucy said he occupied two hours and thirty-
tive minutes, of which about 2u minutes was taken up by
his friends in applause which gave the old gentleman a
chance to take retreshments-not ardent spirits,-and he
adds that the speech was dangerously long. The evil of
long speeches had been feit in the BritishI louse of Com-
mouns as early as 1849. Mr. Milner Gibson introduced a
resolution, which was as follows :-

" To leave out from the word 'that' to the end of the question, in
order to add the words 'tthe speeches of members Le limited in duration
to one hour; but that the introducers of original motions, and Ministers
of the rown speaking in reply, be exempted from this rule.' "

Mr. Cobden seconded this amendment. Lord John Russell
in the course of the debate said:

"I e (L ord John Russell) must con'ess that some timeswhen the House
Lad been teased by the garrulity of some members, he felt that a time
might come when the House would adopt some rule with regard to the
limitation of time."

Mr. Tynte said:
" He thought the love of speaking had increased very much with the

perfection to which shorthand writing had attained, and that the House
was greatly indebted to those gentlemen up at the bark of the Chair for
the length as well as the accuracy ofithe debate. It was-an inducemeut
to hon. members to speak when their speeches were sent through the
country-; and he hoped those gentlemen (the reporters) would use a
little patriotic discretion in distinguishing that which was worthy of
being reported.

Mr. Cobden said:
" It was when a member had nothing to say, or did not know what

he was going to say, that lie would have occasion to speak for more
than an hour. The right hon. member for Tamworth had reterred to the
case of Mr. Burke. That was an unhappy instance, for it was well
known that Burke generally emptied the House. He was called the
'dinner bell,' and it was said that

Sfie went on refining,
And thought of convincing while they thought of dining.'

And he thought if his speeches were eut into four they would read
much better tuan they did. fe would limit the time of speaking, for
the purpose of saving the time of the House, and the reputation of the
House with the country, and therefore lie would support the motion.

"I The louse divided on Mr. Gibsn's motion: feas, 62 ; nays, 96;
majority, 34."

Since then it has been found necessary in England to adopt
a rule limiLing the time calied thoe cloture. I find in
Bourinot's work the following regulation with regard to
Parliamentary procedure :-

" Putting the question. A standing order of the 27th November,
1882, proviaes as follows for the prompt closing of a debate, when it
is the sense of the flouse that a queution has been umiently debated,

Mr. CuAnTooi,

" That when it shall appear to Mr. Speaker or to the Ohairman of
Ways and Means in a Committee of the Whole flouse, during any de-
bate, that the subject has been adequately diseussed, and that it is the
evident sense of the flouse, or of the committee, that the question be
now put, he may so inform the flouse or the committee, and, if a
motion be made 'that the question be now put,' Mr. Speaker, or the
chairman, shall forthwith put such question ; and, if the same be de-
cided in the affirmative, the question under discussion shall be put
forthwith: provided that the question 'that the question be now put,'
shall not be decided in the affirmative, if a division be taken, unless it
shal appear to have been supported by more than 200 members, or unless
it shall appear to have been opposed by less than forty members, and
supported by more than 100 members."

We have also had action taken in this respect, to my sur-
prise, in Canada. In the year 1851, the following motion
was moved :

"Mr. Armstrong moved, seconded by Mr. Morrison, and the question
being put, that no member shall have leave to speak on any question
before the louse for more tuan half an hour ; the House divided : and
the names being called for they were taken down. Yeas, 38; Nayu 22."

So we have had in Canada the half-hour limitation. In the
United States I fitd the -amount of business led to the adop-
tion of rules for the limitation of debate as early as 1847.

" The House of Representatives has what is known as the one-hour
rule, first adopted in 1847, which provides that no member can oecupy
more than Onehour in debate on any question in the fHouse. It would
be a great mistake to infer that this secures any member who wishes to
be heard the right to occupy an hour. The life of a Congress is short,
and in practice a very few members only secure an hour, the rest being
eut off by the previous question, usually asking and procuring 'leave to
print,' or being allowed a few minutes of the time oi the member who is
entitled to an hour to close the debate. Another rule of the flouse is
that no member shalh speak more than once to the question, unless he be
the mover, in which case he may speak in reply, but not until every
member choosing shall have spoken. Both of these last named
rules, however, may be and are often suspended by unanimous consent
(unless the flouse is pressing toward a vote). Another rule providea
that the Speaker is to name the member who is first to speak, as 'the
gentleman trom Maine,' etc., when two or more members claim the
for at once. No debate is allowed after the House has ordered the

previous question, except one speech from the member reporting the
measure ; but, as he is entitled to an entire hour, he frequently yields a
certain number of minutes of his time to several menrbers for short
speeches. No member may call another member by name in debate, or
call attention to the views-of the other flouse, but both of these rules
are transgressed with great frequency, &c.

I have taken pains to look up the rules in different countries,
and I find, in most of the colonies and in varions European
countries, rules have been aciopted in their Parliaments for
the purpose of saving time. In the Cape of Good Hope,
any member can cali for a division and take- a vote on his
cali without a debate. In South Australia, the motion that
the Hlouse do now divide takes precedence of any other
business but it must not be made when-a member is speak-
ing. This is constantly done says Mr. Berresford, Clerk of
the Assembly, under date Lth November, 1880. In Victoria,
the motion that the question be now put is the only mode
of checking debate, and it is often used. In Belgium, in the
Senate, the close of the debate cau be demanded by five
members, and in the Chamber of Representatives by ten.
If a member is too prolix, he may be called to the
question, and if he persists in being prolix, he may
bave his right to speak stopped altogether for the
session. In Austria and Hungary no member shall speak
on the same question more than twice. In both Houses of
the Reichsrath a motion may be put to close the debate at
any time. When the motion is carried each party, for and
against the proposition, shall choose one speaker on each
side of the question, anti then the motion is put. If, how-
ever, a member of the Government rises the debate is
reopened. In Denmark the President may propose the
close of the debate; fifteen members of the Lower flouse
and twelve of the Upper House may demand the close of
the debate peremptorily. In France, before declaring the
cloture, the President of the Chamber consults the Cham-
ber, and the right to speak against the cloture is only
accorded to one speaker. In Germany, if a member
wanders from the subject, he can be called to order
by the President. If the member persists, he may be
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ordered by the louse to be no longer allowed to speak
Thirty members may, by signed motion, close a debate. A
motion to pass to the Orders of the Day may be made at
any time, and only one speaker on each side can be heard.
In Portugal only one hour is allowed before beginning the
Orders of the Day. After two on each side have spoken,
any peer may ask that the vote h taken, and no speaking
is thon allowed. There is no limitation as to speaking by
either the peers or the deputies. In Spain, any deputy
can move that the question be not discussed, and his motion
bas preference over any other. Only three on each side of
a question are allowed to speak in each debate. Only in
extraordinary cases can four be allowed. Tliese speakers
are chosen according to priority of the inscription of their
names upon the president's list. No speech can be longer
than one sitting without permission. It will be seen by
these regulations of varions countries that the necessity for
rules limiting debate bas been felt in other countries beside
Canada, and that means have been taken in almost every
country to save time by shortening speeches. Mr. Torrens,
in his "Reform of Procedure in Parliament," says:

" There is hardly a speech recorded of Wyndham, Chesterfield, Pul-
teney, Walpole or Carteret, that could in delivery have occupied an
hour. Mirabeau was never long; Vergniaud always terse; erryer
comprehensive but concise; Thiers au rapid and brilliant as a shower of
sparks from the anvil. The best examples of Irish eloquence are distin-
euishable from the same characteristic froin those of inferior merit;

rattan, Flood and Curran seldom exceed an hour, or Plunket when at
bis best?'

Now, I do not think that it is necessary to enter more fully
into the discussion of the question. i have taken the responsi-
bility of introducing these rules, not, perhaps, because Iex.
pected that they would be adopted by the House, but to
elicit au expression of opinion ; and perhaps these rules
may form the basis for some arrangement that will facilitate
the dispatch of business in this House. I have but two
more quotations to make. One is from a speech of Mr.
Gladstone, on the 28th April, 1879, in which ho says:

"of the excellent speeches we all make in this House, and which go
forth to the public, there is not one in a thousand of the readers who
reads all the speech or who goes beyond the half-dozen lines of sum-
mary2

The Marquis of Hartington, speaking on the 2nd Novem.
ber, 1882, says:

" We mean by freedom of debate that every subject which is brought
before the House shall receive full and adequate discussion, but no more
than full and adequate discussion. There is no subject upon which
there is more than a certain amount that can be said. When certain
arguments have been urged, wheu certain points have been stated, no
more in the way of discussion can usefully take place Repetition of
the same arguments, endless reiteration of the same points do not tend
to strengihen the arguments or to make the points clearer. On the
coLtrary, they rather tend to dilute and weaken the force of the argu-
ments, and to obscure the clearness of the points which have been
raised. That is the practical view taken by hon. members of the
House."

It will ho ebserved that the limit named in the rules pro-
posed by me is a very liberal one, much more liberal than
it is in the United States and many of the countries that I
have mentioned. The provision in reference to a three-
quarters vote to restrict the time -of any member except the
leaders of both sides, ampl guards the rights of the Oppo-
sition or the minority. In submitting thesêeresolutions, I
hope that no member in the House will take offence who
may have made long speeches. I am one in that category,
and the evil is not confined to one side. It has been a gen-
oral evil. The remarks I have made cannot ho considered
invidious; I do not intend anything of the kind ; but I
think it is time, for our credit, for the good of the country
and for the facilitating of business, that we should adopt
nome rule for the shortening of the speeches. I think any
member who exceeds two hours is wasting bis breath ad
his time.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentleman has
shown a great deal of industry, ho has shown that ho has
worked very hard to find all those extracts from news-
papers and books in order to sustain the resolutions ho
has submitted to the Bouse. I am surprised, however, that
the hon. gentleman should have given himself so much
trouble to curtail the liberty of speech in this House. I did
not expect it from that quarter. i t hought the hon.
gentleman would have been of opinion that the people who
send us here require that their sentiments, their wishes,
their petitions be not only put before the House, but
argued, and argued at such length as to lay before the
House the reasons for and against the motions submitted.
i do not think that resolutions of this kind are calculated to
reduce the length of speeches. The hon. gent leman knows
full well by his own experience, ho has been long enough
in Parliament to know, that, if a member chooses to make
a long speech of three, four, five, six or seven hours, he will
always find the ways and means to make that speech. He
knows that, if a member makes a speech of two hours in
length, he may afterwards have a friend to move a motion
in amendment, and thon he continues his speech. It is only
by moral suasion, by the position taken by the House as a
wholo that these long speeches will be abandoned, when it
is clear that the flouse does not want to hear them, and
therefore i do not think that we should adopt resolutions of
this kind. For example the first rule is this:

" The speech of the Finance Minister, the reply to the same, or the
speech of a member moving a motion or resolution, shall not exceed
two hours each, except by consent of the Bouse obtained at the opening
of the debate."

Well, how will the flouse know at the opening of the
debate that a speech requires more than two hours ? It is
a matter that the House cannot decid e before the opening of
the debate, and it is only as the member proceeds, and if the
matter is a veryimportant one, and one in which the House
takes a great interest, and if they see that the member has
strong arguments to lay before the House, though the
speech may be three or four hours in length, I have no doubt
the House will not look at the clock to sece how long ho has
been speaking, but will allow him to proceed. I think that
it is not by rules of this kind that we can curtail long
speeches. I suppose the hon. gentleman does not think
for a moment that his resolutions will be affirmed by the
HIouse.

Mr. CHARLTON. Not if the Government oppose
them.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. For my part I do not
believe these resolutions should be adopted, although we
might affirm the first one. By the first resolution we say
that very long speeches are not palatable to the House.
that the flouse wishes to get on with the business before it,
Nevertheless, there would be exceptions, and I have no
doubt that long speeches will be sometimesindulged in. If
at any time a rule of that kind should be adopted, 1 do not
think it should be during the present Session, but it might
have been properly adopted during a previous Session when
we had very long speeches. Nevertheless hon. gentlemen
will observe that oven under this rule we could not stop
these long speeches if hon. members desired to make them.
Under these circumstances, if the hon. gentleman does not
withdraw his resolutions, i will move that the second and
third resolutions be struck out.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I believe this is a move in the right
direction. I think three years ago when a motion was
before the louse to abolish the Hansard altogether, I was
one of those who voted for it ; and as a matter of expediting
business, I could almost wimh that it were abolished. low-
ever, I do not see that such a thing is practicable. I need
not tell the House that the acoustic properties of this Oham-
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ber are such that there are not probably a dozen men in the
House who have the physical strength necessary to make
themselves intelligible to the general membership of the
House, and any idea that a member can form of the debate
he can only get by reading over the Hansard next
day. There are other reasons why I do not think
it is advisable to abolish the Hansard altogether.
Still, I think something might be done in this way in order
to restrict debate within proper bounds. There is no
reasonable doubt, I think, in the mind of any member of
this House that the privilege is very often and very much
abused--the privilege of making speeches of unlimited
length just for the sake of reading them afterwards in the
Blansard. I intended before I got up to tell the House a
secret, however, it has been confessed, and that is, that
there has not been a more flagrant offender in this respect
than the hon. gentleman who has moved the resolutions. I
suppose we ought to hail this as a good sign. It is always
encouraging to see sigus of reformation, and we have very
high authority for asserting that:

"While the lamp holds on to burn
The greatest sinner may return."

However, Mr. Speaker, I cannot support the resolutions in
the form in which they now stand. If you look at them
closely you will find that there is a wheel within a wheel.
There is an uinner circle that sits somewhere down on the
front benches, that will be permitted to have unlimited
time. They are going to get it in some way or another.
After the debate goes on for five days, and all the long
speeches have been delivered, then, what comes next ?
Why, the case amounts just to this: that if we understrap
pers can muster up courage enough to face the House,
after it has been wearied out of all patience and determined
to listen to nobody, we can have fifteen minutes to speak.
For this reason I cannot support the resolutions which are
now before the House. However, as I said before, apy
fair and just scheme for shortening the debates I shall most
heartily support.

Mr, SPROULE. I think there bas never been a more
important motion before this House-

Some hon. MEMBERS, Hear, hear.

Mr. SPROULE. Some hon. gentlemen seem to be very
sensitive on this point. I do not think I have ever reached
an hour in this House, cousequently I am not a sinner. I
say there has been no question before this House for a long
time that I believe is so important as this one. It is cheer-
ing to know that the hon. member who introduced it
has gone so far as to make an open confession. Confession
is said to be good for the soul, and it is toe hooped that ho
will benefit largely by it. However, I noticed that the hon.
gentleman, in introducing this question, took twenty-eight
minutes to lay it before the House. He may think, of
course, that it is an important one, and so no doubt it is.
However, I must say that the experience of the last two
Sessions in this House has gone a long way to prove the
necessity of adopting some rule for curtailing the debates.
But it is not consistent, I think, with human nature, to be
bound by cast iron rules. A man's judgment ought to
ho sufficient to enable him to control his conduct in this
direction, and to stop when ho thinks the subject is
exhausted. I was much pleased awhile ago to see the press
taking it up. I think this rule would scarcely ho necessary
if the representatives of the press, from time to time, would
take up the subject, as they have done this Session, and
criticise it pretty thoroughly. I do not think it would be
in harmony with our feelings to be bound by such
rules, although, I think, we might go as far as to adopt the
first resolution, but to follow it up by adopting the others,
I think1would be decidedly wrong. lowever, I must say,

Ar RMRMTRONG.

should such principle be carried out, that it would be a
great improvement in the debates of Parliament, that it
would be more just to those parties who do not occupy
much time in the House, if there were some rules intro-
duced, or some understanding come to, that the speeches
should be much shorter than they have been heretofore. I
think you might pick out a dozen members of this
House, and if you could only control them, you might
leave it to the judgment of the others as to how long
they should speak in debate.

Mr. CHARLTON. The Minister of Public Works has
told us the people require that their petitions and intereste
shall be fully and amply debated in this House. I have no
intention in these propositions to limit what is full and
ample debate. It is stated that the debates shall be legiti.
mate and pertinent. The hon. gentleman also said that
moral suasion is the instrument to be used. I stated when
I introduced these rules that they were submitted more as
embodying a suggestion than from any expectation that the
rules would be adopted. They were submitted for the pur-
pose of eliciting discussion on the subject and ascertaining
the sense of the House. I am perfectly willing to
leave the subject in its present shape, having elicited
an expression of opinion that the feeling of hon. mem-
bers tends strongly in the direction of a desire to econo-
mise time and shorten speeches. I must say that
my hon. friend from Middlesex (Mr. Armstrong) was
rather severe upon me in saying that I am a sinner above
all others in this respect, for I scarcely think I have spoken
over two hours, except on two occasions. However, that is
a matter of no consequence. As to the criticism in regard
to fifteen minutes, the hon. member was aliso hardly fair,
because the House will observe that the rights of members
are guarded by requiring that three-fourths of the members
shall vote a restriction to fifteen minutes, and it is hardly
to be supposed that the Opposition will ever numbqr less
than one-quarter of the whole House. I am willing to
accept the amendment offered by the Minister of Public
Works. I did not expect the resolution would be carried
except in a modified form, and if the Government wish to
affirm the principle contained in the first paragraph, I am
willing to have it affirmed.

Amendment agreed to, and motion, as amended, agreed to.

TRAVELLING EXPENSES OF THE GOVERNOR
GENERAL.

Mr. MOCRANEY moved for:
Return giving a complete statement, in detail, of travelling expenses

of the Governor General, under Return 150, 1885; an itemized statement
of each and every amount paid and charged, under the heading of
travelling expenses, since Confederation; to whom paid and far what
service; when such expenses were incurred; the nature and extent of
the trip, upon which each item of expenditure wasincurred: the number
of persons comprising the Vice-Regal party, their names, occupations
and nationality.
He said: I shall not occupy much of the time of the House
on this occasion, but I shall make it my business when the
items come up on the estimates to refer to such matters as
are covered by this motion.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The amount that is granted
to the Governor General for his travelling expenses is, as
appears in the Public Accounta, $5,000. The Governor
General spends that money, with any additional money he
chooses, in travelling through the country, and ho las no
return to make to Parliament of the amount that he receives
for that purpose. He goes were ho chooses; he takes with
him such retinue as is agreeable to him; that retinue is
composed of such persons as form his suite ; their names,
occupations and nationalities we know nothing about.
Under the circumstances I think the hon. gentleman cannot
expect his motion to be adopted; I hope ho will not insist
upon passing it, but will withdraw it.
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Mr. McCRANEY. In the Session of 1883, I took it upon

myself to examine the Public Accounts in regard to those
expenditures, and after working for about two weeks, I
founid I could make neither head nor tail of the expendi-
tures. In 1884 i moved for a return covering those expen-
ditures. It did not come down that Session; it came down
duringthe session of 1885. After being here three months
I discovered the return had been brought down-it had not
been printed, and I could not for some time find it. That
was an incomplete return. I asked on several occasions
last Session to have the return completed, but it was not
completqd; and I now ask for a detailed statement of those
expenditures. I find the hon. Minister refers to a grant of
$5,000 for travelling expenses, and I may say that for seven
years this expenditure amoanted all told to $72,441. There
are nine years in which there is no expenditure given, and
what I want is that a return should be completed giving a
detailed statement of that expenditure. I find that instead
of $5,000 for this service, there are, in some instances,
$15,000.

Mr. BLAKE. With reference to the statement of the
Minister of Public Works as to the allowance, so-called, of
85,000, and the fact that for some years past that sum has
been voted in bulk in the estimates for travelling expenses,
I do not think it would be reasonable to invite the louse to
call upon the public official to whom it is voted in that way
to give us an account of it. Other considerations would
apply, of course, to special sumo for travelling expenses,
and on that question, as some hon. gentlemen will remem.
ber, we had some discussion seven or eight years ago. I
am more disposed to look to the future than to the past in
this matter, with this exception, that we shoul look to the
past so far as the time when we ultimately settled the
ualary of the Governor General. I remember a debate that
we had in this House in the earlier period of the Confedera-
tion, as to the salary of the Governor General when the House
decided that the salary as fixed in the Confederation Act was
excessive and it carried, so far as it could by passing an Act of
Parliament, a decision fixing another salary. Upon the occa-
sion upon which we were asked ultimately to agree to the
salary fixed by the Confederation Act, the First Minister at
that time, who is the First Minister to-day, made adeclaration
which I regarded as of great importance that in prior times
the salary had in effect been eked out by varions allow-
ances to the Governor General. That varions things had
been done for him which in fact made the salary larger
than the nominal salary which the people of old Canada
had paid, and he made the declaration that under the new
arrangement in which he invited the House to concur by
which the salary would be £10,000 sterling, that system
should have an end I have only this to say without im-
puting any particular blame to one party than to another, I
am not careful to apportion the blame-that I think the
people of this country during the last many years have
been paying in respect to -Rideau Hall and allowances of
various kinds, a sum not far from double the salary of the
Governor General. I think the question of keeping up the
establishment and paying salaries which are nearer 8100,000
than 450000-

Mr. McOCRANEY. Some years $120,000.
Mr. BLAKE. I have not scrutinised the matter closely,

but I say it is entirely in opposition to the understanding
upon whieh we originally granted the salary, and that it is
time the whole thing was revised, and if we cannot procure
the. distinguished personages who are to be the executive
heads of Canada to accept that office at a smaller salary
than the aggregate of these sum we pay, we had better
enlarge the salary rather than carry on a system which is,
I think, unworthy of the House itself and unworthy of the
country. I think we should give the Governor General
such a salary as is adequate to the discharge of the duties of
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his high office, but I think the sum we have been paying for
a long time is in excess of any reasonable requirements of
that office. We should pay a fixed sum and cover every-
thing, but the expenses we are now paying are, I think,
entirely in excess of 'what the country should be asked to
pay, and in excess of what the dignity and proper conduct
of the office demand. I make no reference to the scale of
expenses of the prosent incumbent, as distinguished from
others, but I did not think that I would be doing my duty
to my country without giving the flouse this frank expos-
ition of my views on the subject of these expenditures.

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

After Recess.

Mr. McCRANEY. I think it is necessary that I should,
to some extent, explain how I came to make this motion.
In 1884 I moved for a detailed statement of these expendi-
tures, and after waiting for nearly two years an incomplete
statement was brought down giving the bulk sums. 1 asked
last Session on several occasions to have that retu rn com-
pleted, but so far that bas not been done. I may say that
I approached this subject with considerable timidity.
I know that some people think that it is a great
crime to enquire into the sanctity of our vice-regal
establishment here, but I wish to say that I give way to
no man in my loyalty to our noble Queen or her repre-
Pentatives in this country. I have nothing to say against
our representative the Governor General; I believe he is
held in the highest esteem by every person in this louse.
I bolieve that the Governor General knows nothing about,
or very little about, this expenditure. The hon. gentle-
man said that the sum of 05,000 was appropriated for
travelling expenses. I find that in 1875 the sum
expended for travelling expenses was $13,187.40; in
1876 the full sum was not expended; in 1877 the
sum was $17,554.28; in 1878, $9,178.45; in 1879,
the amount was 88,943.38. The next two years there
appears to be no return given and in this respect the return
is not complote. In 1882 the amount was $11,135.82: in
1882-83 the amount was $10,841.39; in 1883, $7,280.19;
1884, 89,463.97, and last year $6,951.21. Now, Sir, I need
not read the names of the persons on whose account those
amounts were paid, as I think, perhaps, it would not be well
for me to do so, ospecially as any person can find them by
refering to the Auditor-General's report or the Publie
Accounts. 1 think this House is entitJed to such a return
as I have asked for. My only object is that the people of
this country may know how their money is being expended.
I find that Rideau Hall in 1869 cost us $82,000; the
Government had previously rented it for two years
at $4,000 per annum; and nearly 837,000 additional
was spent upon it for repairs; making the cost
of Rideau Hall at that time, including the two years'
ront, some 8127,000. Now, looking at Rideau Hall
at the present time, it would not, iu my estimation,
bring half the money, even from a man worth as much as
Rothschild or Vanderbilt. T bieve half the money spent
on Rideau Hall has been thrown away. I find that we have
spent on Rideau Hall, up to 1882-83, for additions, altera-
tions, repairs and maintenance, $394,458.53. I have asked
that that return be completed in detail. This expenditure
has now probably reached $450,000. Since 1869 to 1882-83
we have spent for furniture, two years not included, making
fourteen years, the sum of $85,369.96; and by the Public
Accounts I see that the sum will be increased to over
#100,000. I do not know where the farniture is. , My
impression is that $10,000 would purchase all the furmture
there is at Rideau Hall at the present time; and the whole
property, including all the furniture, is not, to-day, in my
opinion, worth more than $50,000.
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Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman is now speaking

to another motion which we have not yet reached. The
hon, gentleman had better confine himself to each question
separately.

Mr. McCRANEY. I am quite willing, if the hon.
Minister will permit this motion to pass, to wait until the
other motion comes up.

Mr. SPEAKER. You will have another opportunity
when the other motion is called.

Motion negatived.
Mr. MoCRANEY moved for
A Retur, in detail, under the head of contingencies for Rideau Hall,

since Confederation, a full complete itemised statement of all sum,
classed under the head of contingencies in the Governor General's
offlce ; ehowing to whom each amount was paid, for what service or
articles, giving the exact amount for each expenditure.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This motion, as well as the
succeeding ones, are for a number of statements which have
been published in the Public Accounts. By referring to the
Public Accounts since Confederation, the hon. gentleman
would have got the information he requires. The account-
ant of my Department informs me that all these statements
the hon gentleman wants in detail, to be compiled from
the books of the Department, would cost over $2,082. But
every item the hon. gentleman requires is in the Publie Ac'
counts for the nineteen years since Confederation ; the only
difficulty is that the different items are not put together.
If the hon. gentleman wants information on any special
item, let him say so, and that I shall be glad to give him;
but to give him the whole of the information he asks for in
these motions, I must say I cannot agree to it unless the
House insists, because the expenditure required to obtain
it would be a large and useless expenditure. Besides, the
information could not be compiled in less than four or five
months, because there is one book, and one officer alone
could work upon it; and the other officers would have to
wait. The accountant of my Department states:

''A statement showing the expenditure te the 30th of June, 1883,
under the different headinge mentioned in Mr. Mcoraney's application,
was furnished to the House of Commons on the 15th of April, 1883."
So that all this information up to that time is before the
House and country. Under these circumstances, I hope
the House will not agree to this motion.

Mr. MoCRANEY. The information which I got was not
such as satisfied me. I spent two weeks in the Session of
1884, with perhaps as good an accountant as there is in this
House, going over the Public Accounts trying to get at all
this expenditure in detail, and I found that it was utterly
impossible to do so; and I defy any hon. gentleman to get
at all these items since Confederation from the Public
Accounts. Now, I find that for contingencies during
these sixteen years the sum of $199,652.84 has been
expended. The hon. gentleman speaks of $2,000 being
expended for this return. That is certainly a large sum,
but it is a small one compared with the 850,000 per annum,
which, I believe, is expended on Rideau Hall beyond what
is necessary. I find only last year, in the contingencies are
the items of three rented pianos, and three new ones
purchased at $2,900; that is supplying plenty of music
certainly to Rideau Hall. I shall not occupy the time of
the House more over this motion, but I think this House is
entitled to know why it is necessary to spend so much
money on Rideau Hall. I have no doubt the contingencies
amount to $230,000 or $235,000.

Mr. PAINT. I hold that we cannot treat the Governor
General and his retinue too welL The high position this
oountry holds at present in the Mother Country is owing to
the respect we show the representative of the Queen. The
employment of instituting an enquiry as regards thei
expenditure of pin money is not an ennobling occupation.

1fr. McOCaam<r.

This matter has already occupied the attention of the House
several Sessions. No satisfactory progres has been made,
and I think the more it is left alone, the better we will get
on as regards our standing in the Old Country. We shall
probably have to go to that market for fifty years to come
for our loans, and we certainly should not belittle ourselves
in the estimation of the finance world by carping at the
expenses of the Governor General.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). After the explanation given by
the hon. gentleman who leads the House, I must say, before
a vote is taken, that I do not feel at liberty to vote against
the Government on this occasion, but I do not 'mish my
vote to be taken as expressing myself entirely satisfied
with this large expenditure. I say this in justification of
the vote which I will give, on account of the explanations
made by the leader of the House as to the expense con-
nected with bringing down the returns asked for, and also
as to the fact that in the Public Accounts we will find the
information sought for in this motion. But I do not want
my vote to be understood as expressing my opinion, because
I believe a too large expenditure has been made at Rideau
Hall.

Mr. McCALLUM. No doubt the hon. gentleman had
good grounds for bringing up this question, for the expen.
diture of Rideau Hall has increased largely since Confeder-
ation. I do not say it is the fault of one Government
more than another, but I think it is about time we should
call " halt " and if the motion which the hon. gentleman
has put on the paper will have that effect he ought te be
satisfied. As far as getting the returns are concerned, they
say it will cost a great deal of money, and as I understand
we have spont the monoy there is no use crying over it, but
lot us try and do botter in the future.

Mr. WOODWORTH. I feel in the same position as does
the hon. member for Kent (Ur. Landry) who as just spoken.
I do not wish my vote to be recorded as an expression
of my opinion that the expenditures alluded to are justi-
fiable. It is in the discretion of the Government to
bring down these details, and I understood the leader of the
Opposition expressed himself also as satisfied with the view
that the items of travelling expenses should not be brought
down, but no doubt a very large expenditure has been made
in connection with Rideau Hall, about which the people of
this country would be vory glad to be informed. We are
met continually with petitions for work from laboring
men, sometimes for work on the canal or railway or other
public works, and we have sometimes insufficient work to
give them, and men, at times, who have been in Govern-
ment employ foi a long time, are perhaps discharged
because the Government cannot find work for them.
While this Government is not more blameable, perhaps,
than others in this matter, yet the expenses have
grown to grand proportions, and as the hon. member
who has just spoken (Mr. McCallum) has said, it is
time we should cry "halt." These items of expense
are beyond all conception of what should be required
to keep up Governmont House. It is said $120,000 bas
been expended in a year, and that is, I believe, quite
within bounds. We find "Rideau Hall, sundry accounts,"
at Bank of Montreal, charged with 818,000 to $20,000
a year, and in the years 1883, 1884, 1885, I find in the
neighborhood of $60,000 charged to this account. I find
one item of crockery amounting to $4,000, for which there
was no tender, and I find that the same man, a Mr. C. S.
Shaw, of Ottawa, who sold it claims nearly as much again
for crockery alone. Fuel and light cost $8,000 each
year for the years 1883, 1884, 1885, making $24,000.
Everybody knows that the fuel and light for Rideau Hall
never cost $24,000 in three years; the amount is simply
preposterous. Shovelling snow last year cost $495. A
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couple of men would not shovel snow to that amount in six
months, I am sure, and I believe that a couple of men
would shovel all the snow wanted to be shovelled
at Rideau Hall. While we do not wish to be mean and
little in this matter, yet the exponditure has grown in undue
proportions, and when we cannot keep our own mon at
public works it is about time we should seo how Govern-
ment Hlouse is being run. The Governor General is not to
blame, but half-a-dozen dudes residing at present in the
city of Ottawa who run the whole thing, are the parties
principally responsible. I tbink the hon. member for
Halton (Mr. McCraney) should not be only satisfied, but
should receive the thanks of the whole House for bringing
up this matter.

Mr. LISTER. Although this matter has been discussed
at some length, I do not think it has been longer than its
importance warrants. I agree with the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Woodworth) that the Governor General is not blame-
able for this enormous expenditure, nor do I charge the
Government with being directly blameable for it, but I
agree with the hon. gentleman (Mr. Woodworth) also, in
saying that there are a number of men about Rideau Hall
who are perpetrating an enormous job, and the Governor
General and the Government have to bear all the odium.
The Government should take some steps by which this
enormous expenditure should be brought under control. It
is absurd that whatever money they think fit to expend,
whatever liabilities they think proper to incur, their
demands should be honored without question. It is different
in the United States. At Washington, I believo these matters
are under control. At all ovents, the hon. gentleman who
brought forward the motion is entitled to the thaniçs of the
country. It has been talked ofin the country; it has been writ.
ton about in the papers, and it is time that we, as the represen-
tatives of the people, should take some action in the matter.
I think the time has come when it becomes the imperative
duty of the Government to take such measures as to bring
this matter under control. It seems anomalous that a small
country like ours, with a population under five millions of'
people, should be spending nearly $130,000 a year to keep
up the Government flouse, while in the adjoining republic,
with a population of nearly 60,000,000, the chief magis-
trate receives a salary of only $50,000. If the expenditure
is compared, I think it will be found that it is costing us
more for our Governor General than the United States pay
for their president. This is a matter which exists not only
as far as the Dominion is concerned, but in all the Provinces
down to the very smallest, where the Lieutenant-Governors
are receiving salaries ton times greater than are paid to the
Governors of States which have populations ranging up to
5,000,000. This expenditure has become almost, I might
say, a scandal in this country, and I believe the time las
come when it is the imperative duty of the Government to
take some step to curtail this enormous expenditure.

Mr. MOMULLEN. I am very glad to find the feeling on
both sides of the House is in favor of curtailing the expen.
ses at Rideau Hall. I was rather surprised to find the
Minister of Public Works replying to my hon. friend from
Halton (Mr. McCraney) that it would take the time of two
clerks four months to bring down this return, and that it
would cost $2,000. I cannot understand how it is noces-
sary to pay two clerks to do this work $2,000 or
83,000 a year each. Further, the Minister said that, if
the hon. gentleman would refer to the Public Accounts,
since Confederation, ho would be able to pick out the items
himself. I do not think it is very courteous of the hon.
gentleman to make any member of Parliament a reply of1
that kind. The hon. member for Halton has a perfect right
to bring the motion before the flouse, and has a right to
have the return brought down, and I do not think it is
courteous to tell the hon, gentleman to hunt up the Public

Accounts since Confederation. I think he ought to be able
to give some other excuse than a reply of that kind. This
question is one which requires attention from members of
this House, and, if it does not receive that attention from
them, [1am sure the people of the country will give it their
attention, and, when they understand that a very large
amount of the people's money is being expended in con-
nection with this Rideau Hall business, they will demand
from whoever is on the Treasury benches a curtail-
ment of the expenses. This thing has gone on
too far. I do not know to what extent the expenses ran up
during the reign of the Reform party; I have no means of
knowing; but, if it was bad thon, that is no excuse for its
being bad now; and in any case it is time to put a stop to
it, and I hope hon. gentlemen will taire this matter into
their serions consideration. I find that, in the contingent
expenses of Government throughout we are expending an
enormous amount. Last year we expended $22,159.86 over
the appropriation for contingencies in connection with the
different departments and Government House. It is time
this thing was put a stop to, and I hope the people will
insist upon their representatives, no matter who is in power,
urging that this shall be put a stop to, and that the people's
money shall not be frittered away in the manner it is.

Motion negatived.

Mr. McCRANEY moved for:
Detailed statement, sinee Confederation, of the Governor General's

salary and staff; to whom were salaries paid in Governor General's
office, in each year, with names; the amounts paid te each; the occupa.
tion of such persons before entering said office, nationality and age.

He said: I find that, in sixteen years, the expenditure on
this head has been $945,340.10, averaging about $60,000 per
annum,

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is one of the motions
I spoke about just now, and I am very sorry that the hon.
member for North Wellington (Mr. McMullen) was offended
at my referring the hon. gentleman who moved it to the
Public Accounts. Roally, I do not see to what book I should
rofer him if not to the Public Accounts, and it is the first
time that I have found an hon. gentleman offended at
a Minister referring a member to the Public Accounts.
I did not intend to offend the hon. gentleman, and the
mover did not seem to be offended. However, I am
obliged again to refer him to the Publie Accounts
for this. He will find there, and we will all find
there-so it refers to nobody in particular, because we are
all in the same position-what are the salaries of the
Governor General, of his aides-de-camp, and of the other
members of his staff; he will find there the names of those
to whom the salaries were paid, the amounts paid, and so on.
The only information which, perhaps, he may not find there
will be what was the occupation before entering office, the
nationality and the age of those employed. If the hon.
gentleman was making a special motion for this, no doubt
it would be granted, but I think the motion as it is should
not be granted. This seema to, be the same debate, but I
suppose the Speaker would consider it a seperate debate for
each resolution, so I will not allude to what has been said
as to the amount for fuel and light or for the shovelling of
snow, and so on. I will answer that when the motion comes
up, but I hope the hon. gentleman will not insist on his
motion; otherwise I shall have to vote against it.

Motion negatived.
Mr. McCRANEY. I do not desire to press these motions

further, but I think that, as the matter has now come bef ore
the House, it is well that we should understand the question
once for all, and therofore I think it my duty to go on. I
move for:

Return since Confederation for fuel and light for Rideau Hall, the
exact amount paid for in each year, to whom paid, the quantity an4
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grade of fuel purohased, the price per cord of wood or ton of coal ; and
also the amounts paid for light in each year, to whom paid, the price
per article, together with the quantities.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It would be impossible for
the Government to give the information asked for by the
hon. gentleman, for this reason : Parliament votes every
year $8,000 for fuel and light for Rideau Hall, and the
amount is paid quarterly to the Governor General, and
with that ho furnishes his fuel and light. Of course we
know nothing about the quantity and quality of the fuel;
that is his own business, therefore we cannot furnish the
information asked for, I may say that this amount ls voted
every year, with the consent of the House, and it was
stated some years ago that it was suffloient to cover all
expenses for light and fuel.

Mr. MoCRANEY. If this Parliament feels that it is
bound to vote a sum for the fuel and light for Rideau Hall,
I see no reason why we should not vote a sum for the main-
tenance, the food and drink as well, of the Governor
General's staff. I find that in 1878, $10,211.10 was paid for
fuel and light for Rideau Hall; in 1879, $7,723.06; in 1880,
$9,014.44; in 1881, $9,312.10; 1883, $8,200; 1883, $8,200.
Now, Sir, I have only this remark to make in addition to
what I have already said. I know sonething about coal
mnyself, and I have no hesitation in saying that there is
enough expended for fuel and light for Rideau Hall to
supply 1,000 inhabitants. There are plenty of towns with
only 1,000 inhabitants that would not expend more than
that sum annually.

Motion negatived.
Mr. McCRANEY moved for:

A detailed statement of gardening and grounds for Rideau Hall, since
Confederation, to whom has money been paid for care of grounds or for
gardening, rate per day and the class of work done for such wages ;
also what permanent improvements and value, If any, are included under
the head o gardening and grounds.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I stated just now that these
five motions would cost, to prepare the returns, over $2,000.
Sa far as the Government is concerned we have no objections
to give the statements required by these motions, and it is
for the House to say whether we shall do so. Those works
are all under the control of the Government, and have been
ordered by the Government, and not only by this Govern-
ment but by the previous one; and although these state-
mente are in the Public Accounts, if the House thinks that
they muet be brought together into a special statement,
whether it takes five months to prepare the statement, or
whether it coste $1,500 or $2,000, it is a question for the
House to decide. So far as the Government is concerned,
we do not objeot. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, it is left entirely
to the House to say whether they want these statements
or not.

Mr. MoCRANEY. In reply to the hon. gentleman I
wish to say that I find that since 1868 there has been
$52,616.16 expended on the gardens and grounds of Rideau
Hall. Ali I have to say is that I would like very much to
know where that money ias been expended.

Mr. HESSON. The hon. gentleman bas got the figures
so fully that I do not see why every other hon. gentleman
cannot get them for himself as well. In the Auditor Gene-
ral's report you will find page after page of the details of
these expenditures. It is for the House, I think, to say
whether it is proper to continue this expenditure. The
Minister has already said that the Government have no
desire to cover up this expenditure in any way, and as it is
going to involve an expenditure of $1,000 or 82,000 to get
this information in one return, I think it would be mach
better for those gentlemen who are interested to do as my
hon. friend from Halton (Mr. McCraney) has done, and get
it for themselves. 1 think he has got that information
very carefully, and has evidently given a good deal of atten-

Mr. MoOR&NY.

tion to this matter. I have looked through the Auditor
General's report, and I find there is a very full statement of
all the expenditures in the Governor-General's house. Ithink
we may carefully take into consideration the propriety of
continuing to keep these expensive grounds, and whether
it is a wise thing to do ail this work, or whether it would
not be wiser to have a larger and better and more respect-
able looking place for the Governor, whoever he may be,
than to have such a rambling place at such an enormous
cost to the country.That question might be fairly discussed
by the House, but the fact is, we have made that invest-
ment, the place has got to be kept respectable, not only
for the sake of the vice-regal party in that House, but for
the sake of the country. As it is it is nothing very credit-
able for a great Dominion like this. I have no hesitation
in saying that I think the place is unworthy of tho occu-
pants, and I think it is unworthy of the country. Our
expenditure in that direction might be fairly considered
on the whole with regard to having something respectable
and substantial for the price. The hon. gentleman stated
that the whole property would not sell for $50,000, includ.
ing furniture. Well, I do not quite agree with him in that.
Let the hon. gentleman compare that expenditure with the
expenditure of other public institutions in the country,
for instance, with the Agricultural Colloge of Ontario, which
costs about $334,000 carried to capital account. I presume
that property would not sell for anything like the money
investel in it by the Province of Ontario, but it has
answered its purpose in the past. But it is a question
whether it is wise to continue that expense for the future.
It is a very expensive property, and we must either loet it
go to rack and ruin or incur some expense in order to
make it respectable looking for the country. I do not
wish to be one to oppose the granting of such motions
as this. I think it is very proper to ask for returnse; but
where the Public Accounts are so full, fair and explicit in
regard to expenditure connected with this matter, is it
unnecessary to ask the Government to expend 81,000 or
$1,500 in order to submit detailed information which hon.
members have under their hands? As hon. members are
aware, they can obtain from the Public Accounts all the
information required.

Mr. CAMBERON (Huron). I really think the HIouse
should obtain this return. The Minister does not appear to
refuse it, and there was no necessity for the hon. member
for Perth (Mr. Hesson) to come to the relief of the Gov-
ernment. No one charged the Government with keeping
anything back. A large sum is expended annually on the
garden and grounds at Rideau Hall. One has some curiosity
to know exactly what the correct amount expended is.
When you find that $4,000, 85,000 or $6,000 are spent in a
single year for gardening one is startled at the amount.
The hon. gentleman says, you will find it all in the Public
Accounts. You can do so if you spend a year in searching
them, but I think it would take very nearly that time to find
the particulars. They are not in one part but scattered all
through, and it is almost impossible to find them. IL is
strikingly like the task of looking for a needle in a
haystack to find anything in the Public Accounts.
It would be desirable, and I should like to obtain it, to have
this information in a concise form, se that we can under.
stand what the cost of Rideau Hall each year has been. 1
am amazed at the amount, I have been unable to aseertain
what has been spent on that old barrack building, but we
know that year after year for repairs and maintenance a
sum has been expended that is certainly amazing. I think
the Government, in their own interest, should have the
accounts brought down setting forth what the grounds and
gardens cost and se forth, so that the publie may be able to
learn what sum is annually expended. The Government,
in their own interest, I repeat, should have this statement
brought down.
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Mr. BOWELL. It is quite clear that the hon. member
for Halton (Mr. Mcraney), asks a great deal more than
what bas been referred to by the hon. member for Huron
Mr. Cameron). Under this order, if it were adopted, the

Gvernment would have to bring down the name of every
laborer who bas been employed for a single day each year
since Confederation. I understand that the Minister of
Public Works has no possible objection to giving, if
members of the House could not obtain it from the
Public Accounts, the amount paid as a whole for garden-
ing and for the other purposes indicated. The Government
would also have to enquire into the cost of sewerage,
lighting, cutting wood, hauling coal, digging drains, clean.
ing certain places that are necessary to be cleaned; raking
and cutting grass, and so on. The motion also refers to
prmanent improvements. I suppose, under its head, will

ri included all improvements made; the walks that have
been built, whatever littie fencing may have been done, and
so on. The hon. gentleman will thus observe that he
proposes to impose on the Department an immenso
amount of details. Probably be does not desire that a large
sum should be expended in obtaining such minute details,
and the Minister of Publie Works bas stated that he will
not object to a statement such as I have indicated.

Mr. McCRANEY. I am willing to amend the motion so
as to limit it to the last five years.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). If the Minister will consent,
the Government might furnish us with information for each
year, not in detail, for I quite agree that it would be absurd
to bring down statements of laborers' wages for every day,
but so as to give the heads of each year's expenditure.

Mr. BOWELL. I think the proposition of the hon. mem-
ber for Halton is not a fair one, as I hold in my hand a state-
ment showing that the expenditure of the late Government
in one year was over $82,000 over and above the Governor
General's salary.

Motion negatived.

Mr. MoCRANEY moved for;
Statement, in detail, of additions, alterations, repaira and maintenance

of Rideau Hall; showing by whom were additions, alteratio:,s and
repairs ordered, by whom done, and at what cost for each item, since
confederation.
Ho said: This is a department where I feel that the
expensebas bean enormons, and, in fact, I do not see where
the amount of money bas been spent. I find that up to
1882-83 there had been expended for additions, repairs and
maintenance on Rideau Hall $394,458.53. I should like
to ask the member for North Perth (hir. Hesson) how that
compares with the Agricultural College of our Province.
For the last three years there have been additional repaira
to the value of in 1883, $31,222.86; 1884, $31,296.45; 1885,
$35,507.94, making altogether for additions, repaire and
maintenance at Rideau Hall very nearly half a million. I
think that is outrageous.

Mr. bESSON. The hon. gentleman asks my opinion as
to the Agricultural College. I did not make a compari-
son with a view of saying that that was not justified in
the interest of the Province. I quite approve of the
expenditure there ; but I mentioned it as a contrast and
showing that neither of those amounts properly represented
the expenditures, yet the country might have had advan-
tage. It is desirable to ascertain the cost to the Govern-
ment of the preseut grounds and buildings. It is worth
oonsidering the propriety of oontinuing a building like the
present Government House that is so expensive to maintain
and is not up to the character of 9 proerty that should be
provided for the Governor General. We can point to our
Parliamentary buildings and public buildings with pride;
in fact we can point in every other direction except to the
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building at Rideau Hall. I think that is one of the moSt
costly expenditures we have, and I say it is well worth
considering whether the Government should go further in
the way of expending large amounts of publie money on
that property.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have the same objections
to this motion that I had to the others; and, indeed, the
hon. gentleman goes further than he did in the others, for
he asks to have the names of those by whom each piece of
work was done; we are to give the name of every man who
worked there-every laborer, every mechanie, every clerkof
works. Ha asks also the cost of each item, and it is simply
impossible to give that. We do not keep an acoount of
each item of the repairs, additions, alterations and maintenw
ance of Rideau Hall. Tbe hon, gentleman must see that
the cost of obtaining sncb a return-even if it were possible
to give all the names of the men who have been employed
since 1867-would be very great. I really think that thia
motion should follow the others.

Mr. (JAMERON (Huron). Surely it is not intended that
the name of every laborer is to be given. If I understand
it aright, it is the name of the contractors-

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The motion says: " by
whom done."

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I suppose the repairs were
done by contract or tender in a great many casas,
and if so, there can be very little difficulty or ex-
pense in providing the information called for. May
I ask the Minister if a return cf this kind was not
brought down in 1883. If my recollection serves me
aright, such a return was brought down, in that year, and if
se, all that will be required will be to add the expenses
for 1883-84-85, and that cannot entail much expense.
It is simply evading the point to suppose that it is
intended to ask the name of every laborer in the case of
work that is done by contract. In such cases what is
required is the name of the contractors, the amount of
work done, the amount to be expended, and the amount
actually paid. It is a matter of soma consequence that we
should get this information, so that we may have soma ides
of what the hall costs. At present we have a very vague
idea of it, and I venture to say that we have expended
enough on repairs for the last four or five years to have
built a palace for our Governor General, though what
amount bas been actually expended in these repairs of one
kind or another the Lord only knows, for nobody eau tell
by the accounts or by the blue-books. That considerabiy
over half a million bas been expended in that way, I think
is quite manifest. I believe this House and the country
desire to have this information, and the expenditure of even
a few hundred dollars would be a mare bagatelle in order
to obtain it. I do not attach blame to the Government,
but at the same timae these expenses have assumed gigantie
proportions and I think it is desirable that we should know
how mach bas beau spent and in what way it bas been
spent on these old barracks, which have cost the country
over a million dollars.

Mr. MULOCK I understand that we have spent over
81,250,000 on the maintenance and repairs to Rideau Hall
since Confederation, and yet we are told that the people of
this country who supplied the money are not to be allowed
to know how itb as beau expended. This Government have
become so economical that they will not allow the cost of
the clerks' getting this information ready; this Govern-
ment which in 1884 voted away $80,000,000 of public
money, which voted $1,000,000 for every day the House sat;
a Government which last year inaugurated a system of
expenditure wholly unnecessary, at an enormous cost to the
country, has sddenly become se economical that it will not
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supply the information which will show how the people's
money bas been expended. I think the return asked for is
in substance a perfectly proper one. It is quite in the
power of the Minister to amend it, if he desires, so as to
eliminate its objectionable foatures and especially such
portions as could not be complied with. I think, however,
the Minister travelled unnecessarily wide of the motion
when he endeavored to point out what the cost of getting the
information in his opinion would amount to, though it will
not I believe amount to that sum in fact. I entirelyagree with
my hon. friend from West Huron (Mr. Cameron) that it is
not necessary, if this motion is complied with, that the
name of every workman should be given in many cases.
Are we to understand that $1,250,000 have been expended on
Rideau Hall in this way, and not a dollar of that sum was ex-
pended undercontract? IsIthat the way the publie money has
been spent since Confederation ? I remember, a few years
ago, in the Public Accounts Committee, it was brought to
the knowledge of the Committee that there were employed
by the Government bere in connection with the public
buildings, in Ottawa, noarly 150 men all the year round,
and I believe that the wages they were paid amounted to
over $60,000 for the year 1882 or 1883. Has this work
been done, and this money expended in that way ? I may
also remind the Minister of Publie Works that the Public
Accounts Committee, established in 1881, that this Govern-
ment paid on the average 81.87J a day for every unskilled
laborer employed by them around Ottawa in 1882, and
probably this is the explanation to some extent of the relue-
tance of the Minister in supplying information to which I
think the country is entitled.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. fgentleman was
probably not in his place when I explained. whilst the other
motion was under consideration, that we have no objection
personally as a Government to lay all these details before
the House, were it at all possible to do so. We stated it
was our duty to see what these motions, if carried, would
cost, and how long it would take to obtain the information.
The hon. gentleman says that in this case we would not
require to give the names of the workmen, but if hon.
gentlemen opposite want simply a statement of the cost of
additions, alterations, repairs and maintenance of Rideau
Hall since Confederation, then the motion should appear in
that form, and then the information can be supplied and in
mrch shorter time. If hon. gentlemen will be satisfied
with that, then, of course, the motion may be amended
accordingly.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). You could give us the
names of the contractors when the work was done by
contract.

Sir HECTOR L&ANGEVIN. We may give the names of
contractors when there are contractors, but of course a
portion of the work muet be done by the workmen of the
Department.

Mr. SPEAKER. Does the hon, gentleman wish to amend
this motion?

Mr. MOCRANEY. No.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I suppose there can be no

objection that there should be a division stating whether the
expenses was on plumbing, alteration or extension of the
building, and so on. The hon, gentleman, I understand,
wants something more than the mere gross amount; ho
wants to have some idea of the class of work-not the name
of every laborer, but such a statement as would give the
public a general understanding of the details of the expensca
and the class of work.

Mr. BOWELL. I notice that a motion of a similar char-
acter to this House was made during the time the hon.
member for East York (Mr,. Mackenzie) was leading the

Mr. MULOOr.

Government. I will read to the House the remarks made
by the Premier of that day on this question. Mr. Mitchell
moved for a return in detail of the expense incurred in
reference to the trip of the Governor General to British
Columbia, and also to Manitoba and the North-West.

Mr. DAVIES. That is a very different thing altogether.
Mr. BOWELL. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will let me

get through. I know he is a little impetuons when hie
record is being exposed; but the remarks made by the then
Premier, I have no doubt the hon. gentleman, who is a little
fidgety now, will admit, meet the case very well:

"I -muet object to the motion. I think there are su"fient detais
given lu the Public Accoants, unless, indeed, the hon. member taks
upon himself to assume that, as a matter of course, these accounts have
been made out unfaithfully, and that Hie Excellency and those immedi-
ately attending him here have deliberately falsified the Publie Aeoounts.
I think it is disrespectful to Hie Excellency to make it. It is the first time
I have ever known such a motion to be made, and I think it is an ill-
return for the services of His Excellency during the perlod he has repre-
eented this country. The motion appears as though the hon. member
would imply something wrong on the part of the Governor General, and
is, in its very essence, almost an insult to the very person to whom we
are so greatly indebted. If the bon. member for Northumberland does
not withdraw hie motion I muet ask hon. gentlemen to vote it down."

After a debate had taken place, the late member for Cha-
teauguay, the Hon. Mr. Holton, moved the following amend-
ment:

" That an Order of the House do issue showing the expenses of the
trip of His Excellency the Governor General to Manitoba, similar to
that eontained in the Public Accounts with respect to His Excellency's
trip to British Columbia."

The House agreed to that. Now, that is precisely the
proposition made by the present leader of the House when
ho spoke to the first motion, that a return embodying the
information in the Public Accounts could be laid before the
House were it considered necessary to give it. I think the
remarks of the then leader of the Government apply with
equal force to the motions made to-niglit, though perhaps
not to the motion immediately under consideration. The
motion at that time referred to one partielar item of
expenditure, and that item included not only the one now
under discussion, but also items similar to these. That
motion was objected to by the late Government, and I
think a large proportion of those gentlemen who have
taken part in this debate supported the Government in the
position they took. I am quite aware the hon. gentleman
about to reply was not hero, and therefore he does not con.
sider himself responsible, and can assume another rôle.

Mr. DAVIES. I cannot think the hon. Minister of
Customs does not appreciate the distinction between the
motion made in 1878 and the motion now before the
House. The motion in 1878 called for details of certain
personal expenditures of the Governor General on a trip,
which I may say was an ofcial trip in the interest of the
country at large; and I think the answer of the leader of
the Government was a very appropriate answer under the
circumstances. But here we have the leader of the House
declaring that the expenditure of which the items are
asked is an expenditure directly under the control of the
Government of the day, for which the Government are
directly responsible; and I think, after the discussion which
has taken place to-night, and the statements which have
been made on both sides of the House, that the Govern-
ment are very ill-advised in refusing to bring that inform-
ation down. There are many in the country who will
imagine, if this is refused, that there is something wrong in
the Public Accoptnts. I do not think anyone in this House,
and I hope no one outside of the House will think that His
Excellency is responsible in any way for that expenditure.
It is not an expenditure which His Excellency is responsible
for. It is one in regard to which it is charged with some
degree of fairness that there are understrappers who take
advantage of the expenditure on Rideau Hall itself and its
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surroundings, that the Government submit to be mulcted,
and that great extravagance takes place, for which the
Governor General and his immediate officials are not directly
responsible, but for which the Government is responsible.
I think, therefore, that the motion the hon. gentleman has
made cannot be answered fairly by saying that it will in-
volve some little time and expense to get it up. It is absurd
to say that the name of every workman who has been paid
anything is to be brought down. That is not the spirit of
the motion; the spirit of the motion has been correctly
stated by the hon. member for West Huron (Mr. Cameron)
and the hon. member for South Brant (Mr. Paterson), as
calling for substantially the names of those to whom
the money has been paid. We hear it stated
inside and outside of the House that men are
unnecessarily employed, particularly at election times,
not only in connection with Rideau Hall grounds, but in
connection with the grounds surrounding this building. I
presume the Minister of Customs remembers. that the sub.
ject of the expenditure about these grounds came up before
the Public Accounts Committee ; and while it was gener-
ally acknowledged that unbounded extravagance prevailed,
the answer was that equal extravagance had prevailed in
previous years. That is no answer; and the country will
not accept it as an ans ver. The hon. gentleman ha stated
that it would not be necessary to bring down some of these
returns asked for, and the motions for them were not car-
ried; but here is an item asked for, and the next succeeding
item which I think the hon. member for Halton (Mr.
McCraney) might be advised to press for, and I hope he will
press for then, and that the House will grant them. I
think the country will not be satisfied if we vote this motion
down.

Mr. MACK[NTOSH. Will the hon. gentleman say what
amount was expended on the grounds in Ottawa?

Mr. DAVLES. I am not prepared at present to state it,
but I remember distinctly thut it was an enormous sum of
money, and the members on both sides stood aghast at it.

Mr. MAOKINTOSH. I am aware that the subject came
before the Public Accounts Committee. It was stated iii
the newspapers of the opposite party that some $67,000
was expended on repairs to the grounds, and reiterated in
that committee; and when the investigation took plce, it
was established that that amount covered the whole expen-
diture for looking after these buildings, Rideau Hall, and
various other interests the Government had to look after.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. MACKINTOSH. I was there and heard that. My

hon. friend appears also to b. laboring under the idea that
Rideau Hall isi n the city of Ottawa. I can inform him that
his geography is gone astray, for it is in the constituency
of the hon. member for Russell, and, therefore, if my hon.
friend thinks that, in order to secure my seat, I have to
rely on those little political exigencies which were practised
in the time the Reform party upheld the standard of
purity, hceis mistaken. That expenditure takes place alto-
gether in the county of Russell, and has nothing to do with
Ottawa.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I move:
That all the words after "ordered " be struck out, and the followin

inserted instead : With the names of the contractors when the worf
was done by contract.

The only object I have is to avoid the mass of details which
is asked for in the motion as it stands. There is no pos-
sible objection to giving the return, except that I think
the House may well consider whether it is desirable to
move for papers dating back to Confederation. We have
every year brought down the Public Accounts and the
Auditor-General's report, giving greater details than the

Public Accounts. We have a Public Accounts Committee
appointed by this House, and which sits periodically dur-
ing the Session; this committee is charged with the investi-
gation of ail these items, and where there is not sufficiency
of detail, it bas power to summon the officersand get the in-
formation necessary, on which to form a judgment and report,
if required. Under that system, these accounts are, year
by year, investigated, and it seems to me that the proposal,
at a time like this, to go back nineteen years, and obtain
details in relation to which, presumably at least, an inves-
tigation has taken place, or, if not, should have taken place,
if there was anything in the accounts which indicated
improper expenditure or misappropriation of public
money, cannot lead to any useful result. In the early
part of the Session, a question came up as to the expendi-
ture in connection with long returns such as those
now called for, and the principle was laid down by
the leader of the Opposition that the Government were
responsible for the expenditure in connection with the
returns if the Government consented to the motions,
and we could not throw the exclusive responsibility upon
the members of the Opposition generally. But here is a
proposai that we shall have brought down for nineteen
years back, details-some of which may be exceedingly
elaborate-which could not, in the very nature of things,
come down this Session, as they involve a labor too great to
be finished in time. I think no good purpose that any one can
possibly see, can be served by bringing down these papers,
for this reason, that we have already in the aggregate the
expenditure for each year, and they form the basis for any
reasonable discussion as to the policy pursued with reference
to Rdeau Hall. It ought in fairness to be stated, with
regard to this large expenditure in excess of the salary of
the Governor General, that a good portion of it has relation
to the Governor General's Office, the expenditure of which,
like that of any other Department, is open to investigation
by the Public Accounts Committee, and a good portion of it
is in relation to travelling expenses. These expenses may
be high in the estimation of some hon. gentlemen, but I am
quite certain they will admit that the Governor General,
the representative of Her Majesty, travelling, not altogether
for bis own pcasure, but in the performance of a publie
duty, making himself familiar in ail parts of the country,
coming in contact with the people in ail parts of the coun-
try, and in that way performing a very important public
duty, the advantage of which is found in the fact that we
have in the former Governore General very warm friends
of Canada, who are familiar with every part of it, and are
able, in the Old World, to discuss Canadian questions and
represent Canadian interests in a manner which shows the
great advantage to Canada resulting from their enquiries-
I say hon. gentlemen will admit that the travelling
expenses must not be on a parsimonions scale. We do not
desire that the Governor should travel singly; he must
travel in some degree of state. le cannot help it, and it is
simply unfair to His Excellency and to ourselves, as gentle-
men, to say nothing of our characters as public men, that
we should endeavor to excite public feeling outside with
reference to the manner and state in which the Governor
General travels. Then there is the maintenance of Rideau
Hall. I have no hesitation in expressing my con-
viction, that at the outset, the purchase of Rideau
Hall was a mistake. We purchased it at a time when our
expenses made it desirable that it should cost as little as
possible. The building was too remote from the centre of
business, from the public offices here, and in the next place
it was too small altogether for the residence of the Governor
General. Therefore, additions had to be made, and the
result followed, which every gentleman knows would
follow in his own case, if he undertook to add to his
house year after year; he would get a miserable rattletrap
requiring in the end an expenditure far groater tha what
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wouldbe required if he had pulled down the building and
put up a new one in its place. The policy of additions
was adopted, however, and followed by both parties.
Hon. gentlemen opposite found it necessary to make great
additions, and I have not a word to say against their
policy, but the additions have been going on requiring
heavy outlay. Then there are the grounds around Rideau
Hall which must be also kept in proper order. An hon.
gentleman referred to what happened already in the Public
Accounts Committee. I believe, Mr. Speaker, it is
not in order to refer to what goes on in any Committee,
because we have no record here to apply to, to sustain
any recollections we may have in regard to the past. But
there is no doubt whatever that when the particular item
of$68,000 which appeared in the Auditor's General's report
for labor connected with the grounds of Parliament, was
referred to, and the Auditor General and other officers were
examined before the Committoe, it was found that $6,000
or 87,000 of the expense was in connection with the grounds,
and over $60,000 in connection with repairs of the Parliament
and departmental buildings, and the hon. member for East
York (Mr. Maekenzie), who was a member of the Public Ac-
counts Committee, and, as we all know, thoroughly familiar
with our public works, declared his conviction, after having
heard the evidence of the officers brought before the Com-
mittee, that the expenditure was not too high, and
he used the very strong expression that the system of
architecture adopted here was an invention of the
devil to give work to mechanics and laboring people
in keeping the buildings in order. That was the ex-
pression my lon. friend usod, and, with the frankness
which always characterised him in the Committee of Public
Accounts, ie would not say the expenses were too high.
But all these expenses have been going on, and it does seem
exceedingly unreasonable and not likely to result in any
practical advantage, to order these returns. iHowever, if
the hon. gentleman still desires them, he as the word of
the Minister of Public Works, who is chiefly responsible for
this expenditure, that there is no objection to bringing
down the returns for which the Government especially may
be held to be responsible. I think, however, after the
statement of the hon. member for West Huron (Mr. Cameron),
in which I think he concurred that all these expense of

is necessary to be done to be negleoted, but, when so much
of the people's money is expended in this way, the Gov-
ernment ought to be anxious to show the people that the
money is fairly and not extravagantly expended. I know
this is a delicate matter here, but it is not so delicate when
we get home to talk to the people. I believe that this
information should be furnished. I do not think the Gov-
ernmont can be expected to go into some of the details
which are asked, but they should give sufficient information
to show that this money is not extravagantly used. It
is surprising, it is monstrous, to think that 800,000 or
$400,000 or $500,000 has been expended upon Rideau Hall
and the grounds surrounding it. I cannot see anything
like it there. I cannot conceive where it can have been
expended. I hope, if the information cannot be furnished,
this discussion.will at least caution the gentlemen who are
the guardians of the public purse to withhold this expendi-
ture to a certain extent. We cannot compare the expendi-
ture on these grounds when they were being taken out of
their natural state with the expenditure after they were
complete; and when are the grounds about Rideau Rail to
be complete ? They have been nineteen years approaching
completion, and when is it to end? It occurs to me, and
it is not a very extravagant idea, that the Government are
employing rather too many workingmen around the
grounds of the publie buildings and the grounds around
Rideau Hall.

Mr. MoCRANEY. Before the motion is put, I wish to
say that, sooner than accept the amendment, I would pre-
fer to withdraw the motion if the House will permit me.

Amendment agreed to.
Mr. MIL LS. I do not see what object the hon. gentle-

man has in moving this amendment, or what information
is to be given to the House by it.

Mr. WHITE (Caldwell).
all the information asked for.

We give the hon. gentlemen

Mr. MILLS. That is beside the question.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell), We give the hon. gentleman
this information:

details asked for are unnecessary, aLd, with the amedment "A statement in detail of additions, alterations, repaira and main-
1 have suggested, the motion might fairly pass without Itenance of Rideau Hall; showing by whom were additions, alterations

and repairs ordered, with the names of the contractors where the work
division at all. was done by contract."

Mr. GILLMOR. 1 do not think it is the desire of any .Mr. LANDERKIN. I would like to enquire of the
hon. gentleman on this side of the House to criticise the Mister of Public Works what wae the origial cost ef
Governor General. 1 do not believe that is the object or
intention of this discussion. But I am impressed with the Sir HECTOR L ANGEVIN. I have a good memory,
idea that we are not going to get the information we want but I cannot give that to the hon. gentleman. If the hon.
There je an impression that the gentlemen on the Treasury gentleman had asked me at the beginning of the sitting, I
bonches have an opportunity of making themselves very would have had the information by this time.
pQpvlar with the workingmen in this locality by means of Mr. McCRANEY. I can supply the hon. gentleman
this large expenditure. There is no doubt about that. Last with the information. Rideau Hall cst $82,000 in the first
summer, during the long Session, I saw an old gentleman of lace.
about seventy or eighty years old in the summer house, who Mt
was appointed to look after that building, of course at a fMr. LANDERKIN. I find n the report of the Minister
salary. I talked with him, and I found that lie was a voter ofPublic Works for last year au amount of $31,193.76 for
here. This le the sert of information we wish to get at. I repairs, and I find the total expenditure given by the
know that these hon, gentlemen are very popular with tI Minister of Public Works as being 8236,78548 for construc-
workingmen. There was a meeting here the other night, and tion, and $512,041.96 for repairs. The repairs have exceeded
they seem to have the faculty of getting the goodwill of the construction by about 250 per cent. It would have beS
the workingmen. I remember a few years ago that the much cheaper had the Government purchased asite and
workingmen in Ottawa were in great distress, and we found constructed a building originally, and then thes extravagant
them in the Parliament Buildings trying to get employ- repairs would have been saved.
ment. I am satisfied that a great number of workingmen Mr. MILLS. I called the lon. gentleman's attention to
are being employed here extravagantly at the public ex- the proposed amendment rather with the view of eliciting
pense, and I am satisfied that these large sums of money what it meant. I do not sec by this amendment as it
have not been expended in the interest of the public. I do stands that we will get any other information except as te
not wish to be aiggardly, and I do not wish anything that 1 the work done.

Kr. WamT (Oadweil.)
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Mr. BLAKE. Nor is there any distinction made between
the work done by contract and the work not done by con-
tract, so that it is worthless.

Mr. MILLS. If the hon,g entleman will give us a state-
ment as to the value of the work done otherwise than by
contract each year, and the aggregate value of the work
done by contract, we will get some information.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). There is no objection to that.
Mr. BLAKE. The additions and alterations to the

motion are as bad as the additions and alterations to the
hall.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). You should construct a proper
motion to begin with.

Mr. BLAKE. The same with the hall.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I understood that the Min-

istry were willing to give us the aggregate cost each year,
and, in addition to that, the amount where it was let by
contract. It appears now that this is not given by the
amendment, and, if not, it is utterly useless.

Mr. LANDERKIN. It appears that some very ingeni.
ous statements will ho required to induce the people of this
country to believe that they have got value for thoir money
in the ex penditure of more than half a million of dollars for
repairs to this building. The whole thing, it appears to
me, would be dear at 880,000.

The motion, finally amended as follows, was agreed to:-
A statement in detail of the cost of the additions, alterations,

repairs and maintenan ce of Rideau Hall, stating by whom ordered, and
distinguishing between the work done by contract and otherwise, with
the names of the contractors when the work wae done by contract.

Mr. McCRANEY moved for:
A detailed statement of cost of Rideau Hall, purchase, rent and

furniture, since Confederatien; by whom and from whom were the
articles under this head of furniture purchased; also a list of said
articles and the prices, and if any of such articles were disposed of, the
names of the persons who obtained each article and the price paid, if
any.
Ie said: I find, Sir, that since 1868 there have been ex-
pended 885,369.96 on furniture for Rideau Hall, which,
added to the cost of the purchase of the domain, $82,000,
makes a total of 8167,369. Now, Sir, as I remarked at the
outset, I had no other object in moving these motions than
to call the attention of this louse and the people of the
country to the way that money has been expended around
this place called Rideau Hall. I do not at all blame the
Governor General, because I am perfectly satisfied that ho is
not responsible for this large expenditure. I may say that
I have frequently looked at Rideau Rail, and 1 have been
ashamed that we had not a more respectable place for our
Governors General. As las been already remarked, I
think enough money has been expended on Rideau Hall
to have built half a dozen very respectable residences,
and I am sure there are dozens of gentlemen living
in this country who occupy far finer residences
which cost less than 650,000. I think it is about time we
stopped spending money on Rideau Hall, and either apply
ourselves to making the place more respectable, or else is-
pose of the property and make the mcost we can out of it.
I am in favor of spending money when it is judiciously
done; and when money in this country is expended prop-
erly I like to see it done. I like to see public works going
on, and surely we have enough of railways and useful pub-
lie works to carry on without wasting money on these old
barracks that have been referred to. Although I felt con-
siderable timidity at first in referring to these matters I do
not think we should be, mealy-mouthed when we see such a
large sum of money has been wasted in the manner I have
pointed out.

Motion agreed to.
101

HOMESTEAD ENTRIES IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) moved for:

Return showing : 1. The number of homesteads-where entries were
regularly made-in the North-West Territories, cancelled or abandoned
in the years 1882, 18s3, 1884 and 1885; 2. The section or part of seotion
-the township and range where such homestead is situated ; 3. The
name of the person whose entry was cancelled, or who abandoned bis
homestead; 4. The reasons for such cancellation or abandonment.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I may tell the hon. gentleman
that if the House grants this motion, there is not the
slightest chance of his getting it this year. The grant-
ing of it wlIl involve a great deal of labor, and unless the
hon. gentleman can give some reason other than appears
on the surface, to my mind it will be utterly useless. The
number of homesteads where entries were regularly made
in the North-West and cancelled and abandoned, in
the several years, can be given; there is no diffioulty
about that. But I cannot see that the publie interest is to
be served by giving all the details which follow, that is, the
range. the township and the section in which these are to be
found, the names of persons, and the reasons for the cancel-
lations. There is, in fact, practically, but one reason for
cancellation of homesteads, and that is the non-fulfilment of
homestead duties. Any other reason is, se far as I am able
to find out, unknown. If a man leaves his homestead
and it is found vacant, under the old plan, there were a
groat many homesteads cancelled, and I think, perhaps, too
quickly, without sufficient consideration; that is to say, a
claim jumper, as he was called in the North-West, going
there and seeing the homestead without a settler upon it,
simply made representation to the agent, and in too many
cases the agent cancelled the homestead. As it is now,
when a representation is made, the homestead inspector is
sent to examine the place, notice is given to the party, and
the greatest possible care is exeroised that no cancellation
may take place without cause; at any rate, every effort is
made to give due notice to the party. I ought, perhaps, te
say that this change has not been made since I came into
the Departmeut, but before; and so far, therefore, as it is
meritorous, I have no credit for it. Under these circum-
stances, Mr. Speaker, the attempt to give this information,
which is not to be found in the Department here, but which
will have to be obtained in its details from the agencies all
over the North-West, will involve a very long time, a great
deal of labor, and will, after it js obtained,be practically of no
use. I do not say it is the case in the present instance, but
unfortunately it is sometimes the case that an immense
amount of information is asked for simply that some parti-
cular fact may be obtained. If the hon. gentleman is
anxious to obtain any particulars as te any particular home-
stead that has been cancelled, improperly or otherwise it
may be, I shall be very glad, indeed, to do everything I can
to secure any information, but to go beyond the general
statement of the number of homesteads cancelled, I must
ask the louse to reject the other parts of this motion.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I may explain that the reason
1 put that notice on the paper was that a strong political
friend of hon. gentlemen opposite has communicated with
me several times during the present Session of Parliament,
and pointed out several cases where, he alleges, great hard-
ship has been suffered. He alleges some cases where entries
have been cancelled without any reason or justification.
Whether that is true or not, I do not know, and I venture
no opinion on the subject. I eau only discover that when
the papers come down. I think the object of the motion
will be served by limiting the return te perhaps half a
dozen cases. I will, iin the meantime, communicate with
the hon. Minister and inform him as to the particular infor-
mation I desire. I have no wish to have a sort of roving
commission issued to travel all over the North-West, or to
have a large amount of the time of the Department ooo
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ied in preparing returns, a laige majority of which would'
euseless. .

Mr. BLAKE. I hope the hon. gentleman will not pro-
pose any alteration in the motion in that respect to which
the Minister has acceeded because I conceive the matter of
great publie interest apart altogether from the question to
which the hou. gentleman lias now referred. It is oi great
consequence how many of the homesteads each year were
cancelled or abandoned. As to the statement of ranges.
lots, and so forth, of course, if, as the hon. gentleman has
intimated, an enormous amount of investigation is required,
there are a good many homesteads cancelled and abandoned.
If there are only a few the hon. gentleman would not have
made so long a speech about the time it would take to
obtain particulars. If a large number of homesteads are
cancelled and abandoned, some general description, which
the hon. gentleman might cause to be prepared without
giving minute details, might be given so that bon. members
might have some idea of the number of cancellations in
certain portions of the country, or blocks or areas, such, for
instance, as a certain distance from the Canadian Pacifie
Railway belts and certain provisional districts or land dis.
tricts. We would then be able to see whether or not settle-
ment had taken place, because I believe many of the home-
eteade were speculatively taken up, we would sec to what
extent there had been bondfide settlement, and what home-
steads had been cancelled or given up for one reason or
another. As to the reason why the hon. gentleman objects
to giving information I am afraid his statement will, while
it answers itself in so far as it would be objectionable to
give details, it would leave the bon. member for Huron
(Mr. Cameron) very little information, because the hon.
gentleman objected strenuously to the motion on the
grouid of the immense trouble it would cause, and he yet
told us that there was but one reason for the cancellation,
and that was non-compliance with the conditions. If so,
this could be stated at the head of the return. What I
would suggest is that the return the hon. gentleman should
give is, as far as possible, particulars of the localities in
which homesteads were cancelled or abandoned in each
year in as much detail as possible, without resorting to an
extraordinary effort; and that as regards the half dozen
cases which the hon. member for Huron has mentioned an
Order of the House might be allowed to pass unopposed for
detailed information in regard to those cases.

RETURNS ORDERED.

Copies of aIl Orders in Council, petitions and correspondence; also a
copy of the report of the Engineer (including plan and estimates of cost
of construction) relating to the proposed branch railway from a point
on the Intercolonial, at or near Stellarton, Pictou county, to the town
of Picton, N.S.-(Mr. Kirk.)

Copies of ail correspondence connected with the survey of land at
Edmonton and St. Albert on the river lot principle, including representa-
tions made on behalf of the settlers by the Rev. Father Leduc and Mr.
Daniel Maloney, and the action of the Department of the Interior
thereon.-(Mr. Taylor.)

Copies of ail petitions, despatches and corespondence, reports to
(ouncil and Orders in Council touching upon and relating to the
disallowance of railway charters in Manitoba, not already brought down.
-(Mr. Watson.)

Statement of the names of all cases in which judgment has been giren
by the Supreme Court of Canada, the reports of which have not yet
been published, together with the respective dates on which such judg-
ments were delivered.-(Mr. Barker.)

Cop yof the Report of Mr. Justice Hensley upon the trial of Alexander
Gillis for murder at Charlottetown in January last, together with a
copy of the Report of the Minister of Justice recommending a commuta-
tioen t the sentence of death passed upon Gillis, and all telegrams and
jettera upon the snbjeot.-(&ir. Davies.)

Return of all moneys paid in to the Treasurer of Intercolonial Rail-
way, on account of sale of empty oil barrels, in each of the last three
years from lot January, 1883, to Lut January, 1886; and by whom paid
in.-(MLr. Langelier.)

Copies of all petitions, correspondence or other documents relating
to the establishment of a post office at a certain place called ''"Les
Fonds," in the parish of St. Antoine, county of Lotbinière.-(Mr.
Rinfret.)

Copies of all despatches from, or correspondence with, the Imperial
Government, respecting the complaint of the Legislatnre or Government
of Prince Edward Island, that the terms of Union between that island
and the Dominion have not been carried out, or with respect to the
mission of delegates to the Imperial Government from Prince Edward
[eland on the subject of such complaint.-(Mr. McIntyre.)

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Moved the adjournment of
the House.

THE LATE MR. THOMPSON, M.P.

Mr. BLAKE. I wish to give expression to the deep
regret-a feeling in which I think I shall be joined by
every member of tho House-with which we learned to-day
of the decease of our late friend, Mr. Thompson. Mr.
Thompsoni represented the same constituency in Parlia-
merit. ever since Confaderation that he rA esanted for

ILLL&, , 111v %J .lu l tl u %LLL L fpL luIJU £r

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). If the hon. gentleman will several years belore Confederation, in the Parliament of the
send a memorandum of any particular case, I will have the Province of Canada. Although a young man he was there-
information furnished. The hon. member for West Dur- fore a very old man of Parliament. He sat for twenty-three
ham (Mr. Blake) is not quite correct in saying that the years consecuti vely in th Legislature of this country and
length of time implies that there must have been a great although a man of pronounced political opinions, and frank
number of cases. I arn afraid there were a great number of and free in the expression of them, I believe he was able to
cases for one cause or another. But whether there were secure not merely the respect and attachment of those whom
many or few the task involves going over the whole books he was politically associated, but was respected and regarded
in the agency, and that will take up a great deal of time. I amongst us all on both sides of the House while he lived,
think we might furnish the information if i were confined and I am sure we all deeply mourn his death.
to agency districts, which in Manitoba are pretty close
together. With that understanding, and striking out the Sir HECTO [ LANGEVIN. I certainly concur in the
latter part of the motion, I will supply the informalion by remarks made by the leader of tIe Opposition on the death

agnydistricts ; and then if the hon. gentleman will give of our friend W r. Thompson. I must say whien we heard ofagency caserheswant tea , will give his death thi mrnrning we heard the news with deep regret,me any case io wants te get particulars about, I will give especially those of us who had the pleasure of sitting inlm the information ho desires. -;41, T

Motion amended so es to read:

Return showing the number of homesteads where entries were
xegul&rlý made in each agency district in Manitoba and the North-Wîst
Territores caneled or abandoned in the yeass 1882, 1883, 1884 and

Motion, as amended, agreed to.
Mr. CAM"aN (luron).

rarhament with him. 1 have been twenty-tnree years ait-
ting with him in Parliament, and I do not think that during
those twenty-three years he ever had an enemy in Parlia-
ment, and i herefore I certainly express the sentiments of
iny trietnds when I join with the leader of the Opposition
in saying that we all deplore his loss.

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 10.20 p. m.
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Abbreviations of well-known words and Parliamentary expressions are used in the following:-10, 2°, 3°, First
Reading, Second Reading, Third Reading; 3 m. b., 6 m. b., 6 w. b., Three Months' Hoist, Six Months' Hoist, Six
Weeks' Hoist; *, without remark or debate; Acts., Accounts; Adj., Adjourn; Adjd., Adjourned; Amt., Amendment;
Amts., Amendments; Amalg., Amalgamation; Ans., Answer; Ass., Assurance; B., Bil; B. C., British Columbia;
Can., Canada or Canadian; C.P.R., Canadian Pacifie Railway; Com., Committe; Co., Company; Cone., Concur, Con-
curred, Concurrence; Consd., Consider; Consdn., Consideration ; Cor., Correspondence; Deb., Debate; Dept., Department;
Depts., Departmonts; Div., Division; Dom., Dominion; Govt., Government; His Ex., His Excellency the Governor
General; H., House; H. of C., House of Commons; Incorp., Incorporation; lus., Insurance; i.C.R., Intercolonial;
Man., Manitoba; Mess., Message; M., Motion; Ms., Motions; m., moved ; Neg., Negatived ; N. B., New Brunswick;
N.W.T., North-West Territories; N.S., Nova Scotia; O.C., Order in Council; Ont., Ontario; P.E.1., Prince Edward
Island; P.O., Post Office; Par., Paragraph; Priv. and Elec., Privileges and Elections; Prop., Piroposed; Q., Quebec;
Ques., Question; Reoom., Recommit; Roi, Refer, Referred, Reference; Rep., Report, Reported; Reps., Reports; Res.,
Resolution; Rot., Return; Ry., Railway; Rys., Railways; Sol., Select; Sen., Senate ; Sp. Special ; Stmut., Statement;
Sup , Supply; Suppl., Supplement, Supplementary; Wthdn., Withdrawn; Wthdrl., Y , N., Yeas and Nays; Names in
italic and parentheses are those of the movers.

Abbott, Hon. J. J. C., Argenteuil.
Navigable Waters protection (fisheries, &c.) B. 96

(Mr. Foster) on M. for 2°, 948 (ii).

Allen, Mr. B., Yorth Grey.
Dom. Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1093 (ii).
Dom. Lands, in Com. of Sup., 539 (i).
Fishing Righis of Indians on Lakes Huron and Nipis-

sing, Pets, &c., on M. for copies, 695 (i).
Gleaannan to Wingham Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on

Res., 1615 (ii).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Amt. (Mr. McMullen) to

Amt. (Mr. Costigan) to Res. (Mr. Blake) 1117 (ii).
Immigration, assisted and unassisted, on M. for Ret.,

660 (i).
Maritime Court of Ont., extension of Jurisdiction

(B. 5, 1°*) 37; 2° m., 149; in Com., 560, 569 (i).
Oleomargarine, &c., on Res. (Mr. Taylor) respecting

legislation, 552 (i).
Settlers in Saugeen Peninsula, on X. for Com. of Sup,

1538 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mir. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 16L5 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Arts Agriculture, 4c. (Dominion Exhibition) 1093 (ii).
Civil GoVt. (Interior Dept. of) 539 (i).

Allison, Mr. W. H , ants.
Rocho, M , of N. s., trant-fer of, on M. for Sel. Com.

to enquire irito conduct of Ourtaii elOmbers, 1337 (ili).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Coin-

on Res., 16I7 (ii).
Truro to Newport Ry. Subsidy,in Com. on Res.,1617 (ii).

Amyot, Mr. G., Bellechase.
Administration in the N.W.T., on Res. (Mir. Mdls) in

Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1738 (ii).
Criminal Law Amt. (law of evidence) B. 3 (Mr. Robert-

son, Hamilton) in Com., 911 (ii).
Fianchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson).

in Com., 1669 (il).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1265 (ii).
Medals for Volunteers who served in N.W. (M. for

copies of Cor.) 438 (i).
Mutual Reserve Fund Life Association cortificates

(Ques ) 1173 (ii).
Navigable Waters protection (fiheries, &c.) B. 9 (Mr.

Foster) in Com., 955 (ii).
Plante, Jean Baptiste, claim (M. for copy) 696 (i).
Privilege, Ques. of (personal explanatioi) paragraph

in Toronto Mail, 331 (i).
Quarantine Regulations and SS. Parisian (Ques.) 1659

(Ii).
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Amyot, Mr. G.-Continued.
Riel, Louis, case of, authority to exercise mercy (Ques.)

59 (i).
Execution of, on Resa (Mr. Landry, Montmagny)

censuring Govt. 77-92; on Amt. (Sir Hector
Langevin) 193 (i).

Execution of (M. for Rets. &c.) commuting
sentence, 186. (i).

Execution of, Reps., &c., in favor of mercy
(Ques.) 266 (i).

--- Medical Commission Reps. (Ques.) 68 (i).
O. C. ordering Execution (Ques.) 59 (i).
Pets. for hanging (Ques.) 266 (i),

--- Reps. of Doctors Valade and Lavell (Ques.)
120 (i).

-- Respites granted. (Ai. for copies of O. C.) 43;
motives for (Ques.) 59 (i).
-- Respites granted, O. C. re execution, and lot-
ters, &c. of Med. Commission (M. for copies) 59 (i).

-- Trial, documents respecting (M. for copies) 43 ;
instructions sent to Mr. Justice Richardson (M. for
copies, &c.) 59 (i).

Senate, constitution of, on Res. (Mr. Mills) in Amt. to
Com. of Sup., 1291 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Public Workla-Income: Harbors and Rivers (Que.) 1265 (ii).

Armstrong, Mr. J., South Middlesex.
Administration of the N.W.T., on Res. (Mr. Mills) in

Amt. to Com. of Sap, 1739 (ii).
Animals Contagious Diseases B. 19 (Mr. Mulock) on

M. for 2', 862 (ii).
Auditor and Receiver Genl., Winnipeg, in Com. of

Sup., 521 (i).
Cape Breton Island Ry. B. 143 (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com. on lRes., 14,ý8 (ii).
Court of Ry. Commissioners B 6 (Mr. McCarthy) on

M. for 2", 595 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1470, 1505, 1671 (ii).
Oleomargarine, &c., on Amt. (Mr. Bowell) to Amt. (Mr.

Paterson, Brant) to M. to conc. in Ways and Means,
763 (i).

Senate, constitution of, on Res. (Mr. Mills) in Amt. to
Com. of Sup., 1292 (ii).

Speeches in Parlt., on prop. Res (Mr. Charlton) limit-
ing, 791 (i).

SUPPLY :
Chargea ofManagement (Aud. and Rec. Genl., Winnipeg) 521 (ii)

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 763 (i).

Auger, Mr. M., Sheford.
Cab-hire, in Com. of Sup., 871 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1476, 1507 (ii).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1266 (ii).
Health Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1094 (ii).
Lanoraie, construction of Wharf at (Ques.) 1173 (i).
Printing Pamphlets in Que bec Offices (Ques.) 865 (ii).

Auger, Mr. M.-Continued.
Privy Council Office, in Com. of Sup,, 871 (il).
St. Maurice, Faucher de, on Parliamentary Procedure,

in Com. of Sup., 1740 (il).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, 4-c. (Health 8tatistics) 1094 (ii)
Civil Govt. (Privy Council Office, contingencies) 871 (ii).
Legilation : Miscellaneous (Faucher de St. Maurice on Parlia-

mentary Procedure) 1740 (ii).
Public Work-Income : Harbors and Rivers (Que.) 1266 (ii).

Bain, Mr. T., North Wer.tworth.
Animals Contagious Diseases B. 19 (Mr. Mulock) on M.

for 2°, 863 (ii).
C. P. R. Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr. McLelan) in Com. on

Res., 944; on Amt. (Mr. McCarthy) to M. for 3°,
1366 (il).

Dom. Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1092 (ii).
Experimental Farm Stations, establishment B. 124

(Mr. Carling) on M. for Com. on Res., 971 (ii).
Health Statisties, in Com. of Sup., 1095 (ii).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 1391 (ii).
New Edinburgh and Gatineau Ferry (Ques.) 1172 (ii).
Oleomargarine, &o., on Amt. (Mr. Bowell) to Amt. (Mr.

Paterson, Brant) to M. to conc. in Ways and Means,
765 (i); on prop. Res. (Mr. Taylor) 1192 (ii).

Quarantine, in Com. of Sup., 1417 (ii).
Quebec and Lake St. John Ry. Subsidy (Ques.) 331 (i).
Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 103 (Mr. Foster) in

Com., 1087 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, 4c. (Dominion Exhibition) 1092; (Health
Statistice) 1095 (ii).

Immigration (general vote) 1391 (i).
Quarantine (general vote) 1417 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 765, 767 (i).

Baker, Mr. E. C., Victoria, B.C.
Auditor and Receiver Genl., Vie., in Com. of Sup.,

522 (i).
Canada Southern Bridge Co.'s. (B. 40, 1°*) 93 (i).
Dom. Lands in B.C.,settlement of, on M. for Cor. 497 (i).
Esquimalt and Nanaimo Ry. B. 47 (Mr. Pope) on M.

for 2°, 517 (i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 1388 (il).
Interest in B. C. (B. 22, 1°) 61 (i); on M. for 20, 1243;

in Com., 1244 (ii).
Niagara and Grand Island Bridge Co.'s (B.38, 1°*) 93(i).
SUPPLY:

CAarges of Janagement (Auditor and Rec. Genl., Vic.) 522 (i).
Immigration (general vote) 1388 (ii).

Vancouver Island, re-adjustment in representation Act
Amt. (B. 107, 10) 746 (i).

Barker, Mr. F. E., St. John (N.B.) City.
Can. Atlantic Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act Amt. B. 43 (Mr.

Mackintosh) in Com., 556 (i).
Carleton City of St. John Branch Ry. B. 137 (Mr.

ffackett) on M. for 2°, 1424, and in Com., 1424 (il).
Supreme Court Judgments (M. for Stmnt,*) 802 (i).
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Barnard, Mr. F. J., Yale.

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B. 106 (Mr. Chupleau)
in Com., 1234 (ii).

Beaty, Mr. J., jun., West Toronto.
Dom. Lands and Colonisation Co.'s (B. 45, 1°*) 119 (i).
Freehold Loan and Savings Co.'s (B. 113, 1°*) 805 (ii).
Immigration, assisted and unassisted, on M. for Ret.,

643 (i).
Insolvent Banks, Insurance Co.'s, &c., B. 15 (Mr. Edgar)

in Com., 908 (ii).
Intoxicating Liquors Act Aimt. B. (prop. Res.) 903;

1° of B, 904 (ii).
London and Ont. Investment Co.'s incorp. (B. 97, 10*)

694 (i).
N.W. Central Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. (B. 17, 10*) 58 (i);

M. for Com., 974 ; on Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) 981 (ii).
Private Bills Pets., extension of time (M.) 47 (i).
Reformed Episcopal Church (First Synod in Dom. of

Can.) incorp. (B. 59, 1°*) 226 (i).
Western Can. Loan and Savings Ci.'s (B. 112, 1°*)

805 (ii).

Béchard, Mr. F., lberville.
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1506, 1669 (ii).
Hamond, Eugéne, employment of by Govt. (Ques.)

1379 (ii).
Nataskowan River, Estuary of, rent paid (Ques.)

1379 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Kirk) Official Reps. and

headings to extra copies, 631 (i).
Richelieu River, obstructions in (M. for copies of Pets.

&c.) 33 (i).
R:el, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont-

magny) consuring Govt., 169-174 (i),
St. John's, Q., Ry. Wharf (Ques.) 897 (ii).
Stanstead, Shefford and Caambly Ry. Co.'s Wharf

(Ques.) 1096 (ii).

Bergeron, Mr. J. G. H., Beauhamois.
Farm or Real Estate Banks, in Com. on Res. (Mr.

Orton) 581 (i).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sap., 1265 (ii).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont.

magny) censuring Govt., 358-364 (i).
Stoney Mountain Penitentiary, Prisoners' health

(Ques.) 1172 (ii).
SuppY:

Pulic Work-Income: Harbors and Rivera (Que.) 1265 (ii).

Benoit, Mr. P. B., Chambly.
Boucherville Islands, obstructions in channel (Ques.)

495 (i).

Bernier, Mr. M. E., St. Hyacinthe.
Joint Stock Co.'s, printing Blue-book (Ques.) 186 (i).
Lanoraie, construction of Wharf at (Ques.) 1173 (ii).
Queen vs. Riel, printing Blue-book (Ques.) 186 (i).

Bergin, Mr. D., Cornwall and Stormont.
Consolid. Inland Rev. Acts Amt. B. 101 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com. on Res. (oleomargarine) 685 (i).
Factories, regulation (B. 121, 1°*) 946 (ii).
Oleomargarine, in Com. on B. 101, 685; (Amt.) to

M. (Mr. Blake) for Sel. Com.re M. Roche, 1337 (ii).
Printing of Parlt. (M-.) to conc. in Fourth Rep. of Com.,

1195, 1239, 1309; Sixth Rep, 1421 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of, re paragraph in Globe and vote on

Home Rule, 1311 (ii).
Roche, M., of N. S., transfer of, on M. (Mr. Blake) for

Sel. Com. (Amt.) to consdr. Res. respecting oleomar.
garine, &., 1337 (ii).

Timber, Land and Coal Leases in N. W.T., on Res. (Mr.
Charlton) in Amt. to Com. of Sup. (correction of mis-
statement) 1061 (ii).

Blake, Hon. E., West Durham.
Address, on the, 8 (i).
Albert Ry, Co.'s Subsidy, in 0om. on Res., 1627 (ii).
Almonds, conc. in Ways and Means, 748 (i).
Animals Contagious Diseases B. 19 (gr. Mulock) on M.

for 2°, 862; on Amt. (Mr. White, Renfrew) to M. for
30, 910 (ii).

Baie de Chaleurs Ry. Co's. Subsidy, B. 144 (Sir Hector
Langevin) on M. for 2°, 1628; in Com. on Reas., 1497;
on M. to conc. in Res., 1515 (ii).

Belleville and North Hastings Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in
Com. on Res., 1626 (ii)

Bounty on Pig iron B. 150 (Mr. McLelan) on prop.
Res., 1661; in Com., 1715 (ii).

Burlington Bay Canal B. 76 (Sir Hector Langevin) on
M. for 21, 518 (i).

Business of House, on M. to take Thursdays, 512 (i)
Wednesdays, 1014; (remarks) 1746 (ii).

Butter, Substitutes for, B. 149 (gr. McLeLan) on M.
for 2°, 1728 (ii).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 104 (Mr. Orton) on Amt.
to place on Govt. Orders, 1218 ; Bs. 92, 99, and 118
on Amt. (Mr. Cameron, Victoria) to place on Govt.
Orders, 1220 (ii).

C. P. R. Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr. McLelan) in Com.,
1200 (ii).

- - agreement, confirmation of, on M. for Com.
on Res. (Mr. McLelan) 932; in Oom., 941-945 (ii).

bonds, release of, on M. for Com. on Res. (Mr.
McLelan) 1017; in Com., 1018, 1020; on M. to conc.,
in Res., 1078 (i).
- expenditure in B. C., in Com. of Sup, 1744 (ii).

homesteads in Ry. Belt (Ques.) 120, 185 (i).
- lands, sale of by Co. (Ques.) 543 (i).

-- Port Arthur to Red River, in Com. of Sup.,
1696 (ii).

- tariffs (Ques.) 1076 (ii).
Caraquet Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on Res., 1604 (ii)4
Carleton City of St. John Branch Ry. B. 137 (àir.

Hackett) in Corn., 1424 (ii). '
Carriage hardware, conc. in Ways and Means, 1720 (ii).
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Blake, Hon. E.-Continued.

Central Ontario Ry. Co.'s B. 67 (Mir. White, Hastings)
in Com., 783 (i).

Chinese, legislation respecting (Ques.) 62 (i).
Citadel, draining of, in Com. of Sup., 1743 (il).
Cod Liver Oil and Guano industries, in Com. of Sup.,

1757 (ii).
Colonial Exhibition, delay in transmitting exhibits

(remarks) 1077 (ii).
Consolid. Inland Rev. Acte Arnt. B. 101 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com. on Res. (fusil oil and distillery refuse) 683;
(malt) 684; (spirits) 685 (i).

Crow, L. S., for services, in Com. of Sup., 1763 (ii).
Disailowance of Man. Ry. Co.'s charters (M. dropped)

383 (i).
Disturbance in the N. W., Amnesty to parties who

took part in Bebellion (Ques.) 61 (i).
Amnesty, general, on prop. Res. (Mr. Laurier)

in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1259 (ii).
duty of Govt. to bring down further papers,

(Res.) 497 (i).
Half-brecds, Indians, &c., committalh and con.

victions (Ques.) 61 (i).
Indians who took part in Rebellion (Ques.)

1075 (ii).
-Rp, frrm Govt. Counsel on Trials, &o. (Ques.)

15 (i).
Rets. tespecting (enquiry) 34 (i).
Trial of Half breeds, Indians, &c. (Ques.) 58 (i).

Dom. Lands Act, 1883, Aimt. B. 94 (Mr. White, Card-
well) in Com., 913, 920, 923-930,1u78-1081, 1083, (ii).

Dom. Lands, in Com. of Sup., 527 (i).
Earthenware, conc. in W.ays and Means, 1719 (ii).
Easter, Adjmnt. for (rernarks) 747 (i).
Esquimalt and Nanaimo Ry. B. 47 (Mr. Pope) on

M. to introd., 119 ; on M. for 2°, 515 (1).
Farm or Real Estate Banks, on M. (Mr. Orton) for

Com. on Res., 432; in Com., 436 (i).
Feit, cono. in Ways and Means, 1721 (ii).
Fines and Forfeitures application B. 82 (Kr. Thomp-

son) in Com., 713; (Aimts.) to recom., 714 (i).
Fire-arms in the N. W. (Ques.) t06 (ii).
Fishing by Foreign Vessels in Can. Waters B. 136

(Mr. Foster) on M. for L9, 1423; on M. to conc. in
Sen. Amts., 1704 çii).

Franchise Act Amts. (Ques.) 543 (i).
expenses under, in Com. of Sup., 1750 (ii).

Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)
in Com., 1498, 1502, 1505; on M. to ref. back to
Com., 16u4; in Com., À665 (ii).

Fruit, green,conc. in Ways and Means, 754 (i).
Fusil oil and distillery refuse, in Com. on Res., 683 (i).
Gaol and Lunatic Asyluma at Regina, in Com. of Sup.,

1747 (ii).
Glenannan to Wingham Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on Res.,

1615 (ii).

Blake, Hon. E.-Continued.
Government measures (remarks) 913, 1198 (ii).
Gov. Gen.'s Travelling Expenses, on M. for Ret., 793 (i).
Hair cloth, cone. in Ways and Means, 756 (i).
Handkerchiefs, conc. in Ways and Means, 1722 (ii).
Hereford to International Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on Res.,

161i (ii).
High Court of Justice,.Ont., Judge's Salary (Ques.)

898 (ii).
Home Rule for Ireland (prop. Res.) in Amt. to Com. of

Sup., 1023; Res. wtbdn., 1030; (prop. Res.) 1096;
on Amt. (Mr. McMullen) to Amt. (Mr. Costigan)
1119-1125 ; (Amt.) 1136 ; on Amt. (Sir John A. Mac.
donald) 1139; on Amt. (Mr. Mills) 1140; on Amt.
(Mr. Thompson) 1142 (ii).

Homestead Entries, cancelled or abandoned in the N.W.
on M, for Rot., 802 (if).

Imperial Federation (remarks on M. for adjnmt.) 34 (i).
Indemnity to Members Act Amt., on prop. B. (Mr.

Farrow) 38 (i).
Indemnity to Members, on Res. (Mr. Farrow) Ques. of

Order, 121 (i).
Indian Lands Letters Patent B. 102 (Sir Hector Lange.

vin) on M. for 20 and in Com., 808 (ii).
Ingersoll, London and Chatham iRy. Subsidy, in Com.

on Res., 1598 (ii).
Inland Revenue. ee "Consolidated."
I. C. R. McCann Station to Joggins Ry. Subsidy, in

Com. on Res., 1615 (ii).
-- Oil Contracts (Ques.) 897 (ii).
Interest in B.C., B. 22 (Mr, Baker, Victoria) on M. (Mr.

Thompson) to place on Govt. Orders; (Amt.) to place
B. 92, Can. Temp. Act, 1878 (Mr. Jamieson) on Govt.
Orders, neg. (Y. 68, N. 88) 1218; on M. for 2°, 1244i
in Com., 1244 (ii).

Interpretation Act Amt. B. 80 (Sir Hector Langevin)
2° objected to, 519; in Com., 712 (i).

Kingston Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 1745 (ii).
Lake Erie, Essex and Detiroit River Ry. Cc).'s, Subsidy,

in Com. on Res., 1611 (fi).
Land Grants to Militia Force B. 142 (Mr. White,

Cardwell) on M, to introd. B. (objection) 1421 ; on
M. for 2°, 156S. (ii).

Land Grants to Rys. Act Amt. B. 117 (Mr. White,
Cardwell) on M. for 1°, 876 ; on M. for 3°, 1015 (ii).

Land Grants to Rys. in Man. and the N.W.T. B. 147
(Mr. White, Cardwell) in Com. on Ras., 1631 ; on M.
to conc. in Res., 1639 (ii).

Loans, Temporary, by Govt., on M. for Ret., 57 (i).
Logs, conc. in Ways and Means, 1727 (ii).
London Infantry School, in Com. of Sup., 1753 (ii).
Macdonald, Hugh, and Pilotage Commission (Ques.)

68 (i).
Malt and methylated spirits, in Com. on Res., 684 (i).
Man. and North-Western Ry. Co.'s Land Subsidy, in

Com, on Res., 1631 (ii).

ivl
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Metapediac to Paspebiac Ry. Subsidy. See "Baie de
Chaleurs Ry. Co."

Miall's Pamphlet on Scott Act, in Com, of Sup., 881(ii).
Military Woi ks in B.C., in Com. of Sup., 1752 (ii).
Militia, contingencies in Com. of Sup. 1743 (ii).
Moncton and Buctouche Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Oom. on

Res., 1596 (ii).
Montreal and Western Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on Res.,

1616 (ii).
Mud Creek Dams, raising of (Ques.) 1746 (ii).
Nail plate, ii on or steel, conc. in Ways and Means,

1722 (ii).
Napanee, Tamworth and Quebec Ry. Subsidy, in Com.

on Res., 1627 (ii).
Newcastle to Douglastown Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com.

on Res., 1625 (ii).
Nictaux and Atlantic Ry., in Com. on B. 146, 1620,

1636 (ii).
Northern and Western Ry., N.B., Co.'s Ry. Subsidy,

in Com. on Res., 1604 (ii).
Northern Light and winter communication with P E..,

on M. for Cor., 854 (ii).
Northern Pacifie Junction Ry. Co.'s B. 25 (Mr. Mc.

Carthy) on Sen. Amts., 1605 (ii).
N.W. Central Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. 17 (Mr. Beaty) on

Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) to M. for COm., 979; (remarks)
1002, i004 (ii).

Land Subsidy, in Com. on Res., 1631 (il).
O'Donohoe, Hon. Senator, Cabinet arrangements
. (Ques.) 58, 61 (ii).
Oil cloth, cono. in Ways and Means, 1719 (ii).
Oleomargarine, &c., on Amt. (Mr. Paterson, Brant) to

K. to conc. in Ways abnd Meuias, 759 (i) i on prop.
Res. (Mr. Taylor) 1191 (ii).

Paper hangings, cone. in Ways and Reans, 1720 (ii).
Parry Sound colonisation Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com on

Res., 1614 (ii).
Perth Centre to Plaster Rock Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on

Res., 1624 (ii).
Pig Ircn. See " Bounty."
Pipes, gas and water, &c., conc. in Ways and Means,

755 (i).
Plante, Jean Baptiste, claim, on M. for copy, 697 (i).
Police vessels for protection of Fisheries, in Ccm. of

Sup., 1757 (ii).
Post Ofice Act, 1875, Amt. B, 77 (Sir Rector Lange-

vin) in Com., 711 (i).
Prince Albert Colonisation Co., on M. (Mr. Edgar) for

Sel. Com., 491 ; on M. to add to Com., 492 (i).
Printing and Stationery Bureau B. 132 (Mr. Chapleau)

on M. to introd., 12 t7; in Com., 1552, 1559, 1563-
1565 (il).

Printing of Parlt., on M. to conc. in Fourth Rep. of
Çom., 1196, 1239 (ii).

Prorogation (Ques.) further Govt. measures, 1703 (ii).

Blake, Hon, E.-Continued.
Piivilege, Ques. of, handling returns (remarks) 842;

on paragraph in Globe re Mr.1lves, 1078 (ii).
Publie Buildings, in Com. of Sulp., 1745 (ii).
Public Lands in B.C., B. 120 (Mr. White, Cardwell) in

Com., 1202 (ii).
Quebec and Lake St. John Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com.

on Res., 1621 (ii).
Real Property in the N.W.T. B. 10 (Mr. Thompson) in

Com., 1516; in Com. on lRes., 1532 (ii).
Rebellion. See "Disturbance."
Renfrew to Eganville Ry. Subsidy, In Com. on Res.,

1626 (ii).
Returns, enquiries for, re North-West Troubles, 65, 66;

Indians of Ft. William Reserve, 119 (i).
-- expense in producing, on M. for Ret., 390 (i).

Revised Statutes of Can. B. 9 (Mr. Thompson) on M. to
introd., 39; in Cor., 513 (i); 1224 (ii).

Rideau Hall, additions, alterations, repairs, &c., on M.
for Stmnt., 801 (i).

Riel, Louis, Execution of, on M. (Sir Hector Langevin)
to make Res. (Mr. Landry, Montmagny) first Order
of the day, 119 (i).
--- Execution of, on Amt. (Sir Hector Langevin) to
M. for Rots, 187 (i).

- - Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Montmagny)
censuring Govt., 237-265 (i).
- Medical Commission, on M. for Cor., 844 (ii).
- Rep. of Trials (remarks) 85 (i),
- Trial of, on M. for copies of documents, &c.,
43 (i).

Roche, M., of Lingan, N.S., transfer of, charge against
certain members, prop. lies. for Sel. Com., 1173
reply, 1176; neg. (Y 51, N. 89) 1341 (ii).

Rules of the Ilouse, on prop. Amt., 842 (ii).
Rubber belting, conc. in Ways and Means, 1719 (ii).
St. Eustache to St. Placide Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on Res.,

16 24 (ii).
St. Maurice, Faucher de, on Parliamentary Procedure,

in Com. of Sup., 1741 (ii).
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup.,

1692 (ii).
Spirits, in Com. on Res., 685 (i).
SUPPLY:

Canals-Capital (Trent River Nav.) 1752 (fi).
Chargea of Management (remarks on order of business) 519 (i).
Civil Govt. (Int., Dept. of) 525 (i) ; (Inland Revenue, contin-

gencies) 881 Militia, (contingencies) 1713 (fi).
Collection of Revenues (Onstoms, Polariscopic test) 173 (t).
Fisheries (Cod Liver Oil and Guano industries) 1757 ; (Police

Vessels) 1757 (ii).
Indiane (Man. and N.W.T.) 1762 (ii).
Legislation ; iscellaneous (Faucher de St. Maurice on Parlia-

mentary Procedure, 1741, 1763; (Franchise Act, expenses
under) 1750 (i).

Militia (draining Citadel) 1743 (ii).
aiscellaneous (Gaol and Lunatic Asylum at Regina) 1747; (L.

S. Crow, for services) 1768; (Rebellion losses, &c.) 1768 (il).
Penitentiaries (St. Vincent de Paul) 1692 (ii).
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Public Works-Capital: Buildings (Kingston Penitentiary)
1745; (N. W. T.) 1745; (Military works, B. 0.) 1752.
Income: Buildings (Que.) 1752; Harbors and Rivers (N.B.)
1754 (ii).

Railways-Capital: C.P.R. (expenditure in B.0.) 1744; (Port
Arthur to Red River) 1696 (il).

Select Standing Coms., on M. to add names, 37 (i).
Steamboat Inspection Act. Amt. B. 103 (Mr. Foster)

in Com., 108i (ii).
Stereotypes and electrotypes, conc. in Ways and Means,

1721 (ii).
Stewiacke Valley and Musquodoboit Ry. Subsidy, in

CoM. on Res., 1624 (ii).
Stove bolts and nuts, conc. inWays and Means, 1721(ii).
Straw board, conc. in Ways and Means, 1719 (ii).
Subsidies to Rys. (remarks) 1514 (ii).
Subsidies to Rys. (land), B. 147 (Mr. White, Cardwell)

in Com., 1710; on M. for 3°, 1714 (ii).
Subsidies to Rys. (money), B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1596, 1611; on M. to introd. B., 1636; in
Com. on B., 1704 (ii).

Substitutes for Butter. See "lOleomargarine," "Butter
Substitutes."

Supreme Court of Judicature of Ont. B. 125 (Mr.
Thompson) in Com., 1201 (ii).

Supreme Court of Judicature for the N.W.T., in Com.
cin Res. (Mr. Thompson) 1203 (ii).

Tariff, The. See "Ways and Means."
Thompson, Mr., M.P., decease of (remarks) 802 (i).
Trent Valley Canal, on M. for Ret., 903; in Com. of

Sup., 1752 (ii).
Truro to Newport Ry. Sub., in Com. on Res., 1620 (ii)
Union cloth paper, cone. in Ways and Means, 1720 (ii).
Union Suspension Bridge B. 72 (Sir Blector Lanqevin)

on M. for ý°, 518 (i).
Ways and .Means-The Tariff, 748 (i), 1719 (ii).

TARIpF CRANGES : (almonds) 748 (i); (carriage hardware) 1720;
(eartbenware) 1719 ; (felt) 1721 (ii) ; (gas pipes, iron) 755
(gimps, &c ) 755; (gloves, mitts, &c.) 756; (hair cloth) 756 (i);
(bandkerchiefs) 1722 ; (logs) 1727; (nail plate, iron or steel)
1722 ; (oil loth) 1719 (ii) ; (oleomargarine) 759 (i) ; (paper
hangings, &c.) 1720; (rubber belting) 1719; (stereotypes and
electrotypes) 1721 ; (stove bolts and nuts 1721 ; (straw board)
1719 ; (union cloth paper) 1720 (ii).

Weights and Measures Act, 1879, Amt. B. 109 (Mr.
Costigan) in Com. on Res., 747 (i).

Western Counties Ry. (remarks) on intrdn. of B. 146,
1636 (ii).

Wood Mountain and Qu'Appelle Ry. Co.'s Land Sub.
sidy, in Com., on Res., 1632 (ii).

Bowell, Hon. M. North Eastings.
Almonds, conc. in Ways, and Means, 748 (i).
Archives, c4re of, in Com. of Sup., 1090 (ii).
Arts, Agriculture, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1090 (ii).
Baking powder, in Com. on Ways and Means, 1584 (ii).
Barbed wire.fencing, &c., conc. in Ways and Means,

772 (i).
Belleville and North Hastings Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in

Com. on Res., 1626 (ii).

Bowell, Hon. M.-Continued.

Bvi

British American Bank Note Printing Co., charges
against (Ans.) 62 (i).

B. C. Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 897 (ii).
Buoys and Beacons, in Com. of Sup., 177 (ii).
Cab hire, &c., in Com. of Sap., 871, 874 (ii).
Can. and Antwerp Steamship Subsidy, in Com. of Sup.,

1371 (ii).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amts. Bs. 92, 99, and 118, on

Amt. (&r. Cameron, Victoria), to place on Govt.
Orders (Speaker's ruling asked) 1220 (ii).

Canals, Repairs, &c., in Com. of Sap., 1659 (ii).
Canso and Port fHood Steamship Subsidy, in Com. of

Sup., 1371 (ii).
Carriage hardware, con. in Ways and Means,

1720 (ii).
Cement, Portland and Roman, conc. in Ways and

Means, 773 (i).
Chinese Immigrants, on M. for Ret., 383 (i).
Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B. 106 (Mr. Chapleau)

in Com., 1233; on Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) to M. for 30,
1241 (ii).

Civil Service Superannuation, on M. for Ret, 1183 (ii).
Clergyman in Inverness Co. (remarks) on personal

explanation, 1541 (ii).
Cologne water, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 770 (i).
Cordage, manilla and sisal, in Com. on Ways and

Means, 1586 (ii).
Customs appointment at Woodstock (Ans.) 1075 (ii).

office at Yukon (Ans ) 266 (i).
--- in Com. of Sup., 1454 (ii).

seizure in Montreal (remarks) 1594; (remarks)
on M. for Com. of Sup., 1370, 1687 (ii).

Debates, Official Rep. (M. for Sel. Com) 30 (i).
Exports and Imports, Value of (Ans.) 1240 (ii).
Fairfield, N.B., postmastership (Ans.) 1661 (ii).
Felt, conc. in Ways and Means, 1721 (ii).
Fish Importations on M. for Rot. 371 (i).
France and Quebec Steamship Sabsidy, in Com. of Sup.,

1370 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt..B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1468 (ii).
Fruit, dried and green, cono. in Ways and Means,

750 (i.)
Govt. Steamers, maintainance and repairs, in Com. of

Sup., 1372 (ii).
Grape Vines imported under valuation (Ans.) 370 (i).
Grease, &c., cone. in Ways and Means, 780 (i).
Harness and saddlery, conc. in Ways and Means, 756 (i).
Inch Arran Hotel, on M. for Com. of Sup. (remarks)

1536 (ii).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1655 (ii).
Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 101 (Mr. Costigan) in

Com., 1205 (ii).
Insolvent Banks, Insurance Co.'s, &c. B. 15 (Mr.

Edgar) in Com., 908 (ii).
Iron sand or globules, &c., conc. in Ways and Means,

780 (i).
Kingston Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 1165 (ii).
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Laces, braid, fringes, &c., conc. in Ways and Means,
757 (i).

Laundry blueing, conc. in Ways and Means, 749 (i).
Loans, temporary, by Govt., on M. for Ret., 57 (i).
Lylian, schooner, seizure of (Ans.) 912 (ii).
Manitoba Claims Settlement B. 123 (Mr. .McLelan) on

M. for 20, 1145 (ii).
Montreal Board of Trade Acts Amit. B. 90 (Mr. Curran)

on M. for 20, 857 (ii).
Murray Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1453 (ii).
Napanee, Tamworth and Quebec Ry. Subsidy, in Com.

on Res.., 1627 (ii).
N. W. Central Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. 17 (Mr. Beaty) on

Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) to M. fur Com. (remarks) 999
(ii).

N. W. T. Law Amt. B. 133 (Mr. Thompsun) in Com.,
1462 (ii).

Olomargarine, &c., on Amt. (Mr. Paterson, Brant) to
M. for conc. in Ways and Means, 758; (Amt.) 761
(i); on prop. Res. (Mr. Taylor) 1192 ; in Com. on B.
101, 1205 (ii).

Paper Hangings, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means,
1587 (ii).

Philosophical instruments, &c., conc. in Ways and
Means, 781 (i).

Prince Albert Colonisation Co. (personal explanation)
488 (i).

Printing and Stationery Bureau B. 132 (Mr. Chapleau)
in Com., 1562 (ii).

Privilege, Ques. of (personal explanation) Prince
Albert Colonisation Co., 488 (i).

Ques. of (Mr. Kirh) Official Reps. and head.
ings to extra copies, 632 (i).

Quarantine, in Com. of Sup., 1419 (ii).
Revenue Frauds by Montreal Firms (Ans.) 709 (i).
Rideau Hall, additions, alterations, repairs, &c., on M.

for Stmnt., 798 (i).
gardening and grounds, amounts paid, on M.

for Stmnt., 796 (i).
Scythes, conc. in Ways and Means, 1721 (ii).
Sonate, Salaries, &c., in Coin. of Sup., 1089 (ii).
Spirits and strong waters, conc. in Ways and Means,

769 (i).
Stereotypes and electrotypes, conc. in Ways and Means,

1721 (i).
Sugars, conc. in Ways and Means, 774, 779 (i).
Sugar duties paid at Montreal and Halifax (Ans.) 898

(ii).
Sugar in bond in Montreal (Ans.) 783 (i), 843 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Coin.

on Res., 1626 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, ec. (Archives, care of) 1090 (ii),
Canais-Capital (Murray) 1453 (ii).
Charges oj Management (Auditor and Rc. Geni., Winnipeg)

521 ; (Victoria) 522 (i).
Civil Government (Customs, Dept. of) 690 (i) ; (contingencies)

874; (Depts. generally, contingencies) 886; (Gov. Gen's. Sec's.
Office, contingencies) 868 (ii); (Militia, Dept, of) 523 (i);

Bowell, Hon. M.-Continued.
SuPPLY-Continued.

(Privy Council Office, contingencies) 871 (il); (Sec. of State,
Dept. of) 524 (i).

Collection of/Revenues (Canals) 1659; (OuStorn) 1464 (ii).
Indians (Man. and N. W.T.) 1655 (ii).
Legfslation : Miscellaneous (printing, paper, &c.) 1090; Senate

(salaries, &c.) 1089 (ii).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Buoys and Beacons) 1377 (ii).
Mail Subsidies, &c. (Canada and Antwerp) 1371; (Qanso and

Port Hood) 1371; (France and Quebec) 1370 (il).
Ocean and River Service (Govt. Steamers) 1372 (ài).
Penitentiaries (B. O.) 897 (il).
Pensions (Veterans of 1812) 1154 (ii).
Quarantine (general vote) 1419 (ii).

Syrups, &c., conc., in Ways and Means, 779 (i).
Trade and Navigation Returns (presented) 31 (i).
Veterans of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 1154 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 748 (i), 1584, 1720 (ii)

TARIFF OHANGES :-(almonds) 748 (i); (baking powder) 1584(ii);
(blneing) 749 (i); (carriage hardware) 1720 (ii) ; (cement)
773; (cologne) 770 (i); (felt) 1721 (fruit, dried) 1756, (ii);
(fruit, green) 751, (Geneva gin) 769; (gloves, mitts) 756;
(grease) 780; (harnesp) 756; (iron sand, putty) 780; (laces,
biaide, &c.) 757 (i) ; (manilla cordage, sisal, &c.) 1586 (il);
(oleomargarine) 758 (i); (papy hanginge) 1587 (ii); (philoso-
phical instruments, globes) 781 (i); (scythes) 1721; (sterèo-
types and electrotypes) 17 21 (ii); (sugar) 774, (syrups) 779
(i) ; (union cloth paper) 1720 (ii); (wire fencing) 773 ; (yeast)
772 (i).

Union cloth paper, conc. in Ways and Means, 1720 (Ii).
Yeast cakes, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 772 (i).

Bossé, Mr. J. G., Centre Quebec.
Union Bank of Lower Canada, Capital Stock reduc-

tion, &c. (B. 41, 1°*) 93 (i).

Bryson, Mr. J., Pontiac.
Privilege, Qaes. of re quotation from " Parliamentary

Compt nion," 1077 (ii).

Burns, Mr. K. F., Gloucester.
Home Bule lor Ireland, on Amt. (Mir. McMullen) to

Amt. (Nr. Costigan) to Res. (Mr. Blake) 1108;
on Amt. (Mr. Coughlin) 1137 (ii).

Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont.
magny) censuring Govt., 341 (i).

Burpee, Mr. C., Sunbury.
Butternut Ridge, N.B., Postmaster (Quos.) 1075 (ii).
Dredging, in Com. of Sup., 1269 (ii).
Experimental Farm Stations B. 124 (Mir. Carling) in

Com., 1148 (ii).
Flour and Coal Duties, abolition of, on Res. (Mr. Mit.

chell) in Amt. to Com of Sup., 1428 (ii).
Ilarbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1264 (ii).
Mount Middleton, N.B., Postmaster (Ques.) 1075 (i).
Navigable Waters, works in, B. 130 (Sir Hector

Langevin) on M. for 2°, 1248; in Com., 1271 (ii).
Nerepis Station, N.B., Postmaster (Ques.) 1075 (ii).
Stipendiary Magistrate at Calgary (Quos.) 427 (i).
SUPPLY :

Public Works, Income : Dredging, 1269 ; Harborsuand Rivers
(N.B.) 1264 (ii),

vii
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Burnham, Mr. J., Peterbcrough.

Trent Valley Canal, on M. for Ret., 900 (ii).

Cameron, Mr. D. M., West Middlesex.
A, B, and C Batteries, in Com. of Sup., 1308 (ii).
Ammunition, Clothing, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1306 (ii).
Assistant Financial Inspector, in Com. of Sup., 521 (i).
Batteries, Cavalry Schools, &o., in Com. of Sup., 1547 (ii).
Books purchased for Depts., in Com of Sup., 882 (ii).
Brigade Majors' Balaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1301 (ii).
Brokovski, E., complaints against (M. for copyW) 43S (i).
Canals, Repairs, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1659 (ii).
Cement, conc. in Ways and Means, 772 (i).
Citadel, draining of, in Com. of Sup., 1742 (ii).
Customs, Dept. of, contingencies in Com. of Sup., 875

(ii).
Disturbance in the N.W., Military Operations in the

N. W., Rep. (Ques.) 1075 (ii).
Non-combatants, recognition of Services (Ques.) 633 (i).
Rebellion losses, claims, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1764 (ii).
Reps. on Rebellion presented to fouse (remarks) on

M. for Com. of Sup., 1643, 1643 (i).
Dom. Lands Act, 1883, Amt. B. 94 (Mr. White, Card-

well) in Com., 922, 1082 (ii).
Dom. Lands, in Com. of Sup., 1550 (fi).
Fishing License Fees (Ques.) 1076 (ii).
Franchise Act, expenses under, in Com. of Sup., 1747 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act, Amt. Bill 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1471 (ii).
Home Rule Resolution, dispatch of (Ques.) 1380 (ii).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 1387 (ii).
Indians, Administration in the N.W.T., on Res. (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) in Amu. to Corn. of Sup., 74-745 (i).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1654 (ii).
Ingersoll, London and Chatham Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in

Coin. on Res., 1602 (ii).
Land Grants to Militia Force B. 142 (Mr. White,

Cardwell) on M. for 20, 1569; in Com., 1572 (ii).
Man. Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 893 (fi).
Military properties, in Com. of Sup., 1309 (fi).
Militia, in Com. of Sup., 1299; contingencies, 1308,

1744 (ii).
Morgan's "Annual Register," in Com. of Sup., 1740 (ii).
Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 1656 (ii).
Philosophical Instruments, &c., conc. in Ways and

Means, 781 (i).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 1548 (i).
Quarantine, in Com. of Sup., 1417 (ii).
Rebellion. See "Disturbance."
Reports on Rebollion (remarks) on M. for Com. of Sup.,

1643 (ii).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mir. Landry, Mont-

magny) censurirg G-ovt., 367 (i).
Subsidies (land) to Rys. B. 147 (Mr. White, Cardwell)

on M. for 29, 1709 (ii).

1
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Cameron, Mr. D. M.-Contiued.
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1602 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Charges of Management (Assistant Financial Inspector) 521 (i).
Civil Govt.: Contingencies (Customs) 875; (Gov. Gen.'s Sec.'s

Office) 869; (Militia, Dept ot) 1308, 1744; (Public Works)
882 (il).

Collection of Revenues: (Canais, repairs, &c.) 1659; (Dom.
Lands) 1550; (Post Office, Mail Service, salaries, ec.) 1548;
(Weights and Measures and Gas, salaries, &c ) 1546 (il).

immigration (general vote) 1387 (ii).
Indians (Man. and N.W.T.) 1654 (il).
Legislation: Miscellaneous (Franchise Act, expenses under)

1747; (Morgan's ''1Annual Register ") 1740 (ii).
Militia (A, B, and C Batteries, &c.) 1308; (Ammunition, cloth-

ing, &c.) 1306; (Batteries, Oavalry Schools, pay, &c.) 1547 ;
(Brigade Major's salaries, &c.) 1301 ; (draining Citadel) 1742;
(tilitary properties) 1309; (Military, Branch and District
Staff, salaries) 1299 (ii).

Miscellaneous (Rebellion losses, &c ) 1764 (ii).
Mounted Police, 1656 (il).
Penitentiaries (Man.) 893 (ii).
Quarantine (general vote) 1417 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 772, 781 (i).
Weights and Measures and Gas, in Com. of Sup., 1546 (ii).

Cameron, Mr. Hector, North Victoria.
C. P. R. Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr. McLelan) on Amt. (Mr.

Watson) to M. for 30, 1351; on Amt. (Mr. McCar-
thy) 1365 (ii).

--- Port Arthur to Red River, in Com. of Sap., 1695
(ii)

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 104 (Mr. Orton) on
Amt. (Mr, Kranz) to place B. on Govt. Orders, (Amt)
to add Bs. 92, 99 and 118, 1219; neg. (Y. 22, N. 149)
1222 (ii).

Home Rule for Irelanl, on Amt. (Mr Blake) 11364; on
Amt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1139 (il).

Independence of Parlt. Act, breach of, on M. to ref. to
Com., 15.4; refutation of charges, on M. for Com. on
Ways and Means, 1580 (ii).

Navigable Waters protection (fisheries, &c.) B. 96 (Mr.
Poster) on M. for 2°, 947; in Com., 950 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Railways-Capital: O.P.R. (Port Arthur to Red River)109 (ii).

Cameron, Mr. Hugh, Inverness.
Canso and Port Hood Steamship Subsidy, in Corn. of

Sup., 1371 (ii).
Cape Breton Island Ry. B. 143 (Sir f-ector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 1487 (ii).
Flour and Coal Duties, abolition of, on Res. (Mr.

Mitchell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1438 (ii).
I. C. R Strait of Canso to Sydney, &c. (Ques.) 843 (ii).

Stellarton and Pictou Branch B. 57 (Mr. Pope)
in Com., 613, 618, 625 (i).

Privilege, Ques. of, re paragraph in Globe, 460; Official
Reps. and headings to extra copies, 632; paragraph
in Free Press on headings to Official Reps., 692 (i);
(personal explanation) re clergyman in Inverness Co.,
1541 (fi).
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Cameron, Mfr. Hugh-continued.

Port Hastings Wharf, repairs, &c. (M. for Cor.*) 60 ().
Port lood Harbor, protection to (M. for Cor.*) 60;

closing of (M. for Cor.) 787 (i).
Short Line Ry., on M. for copies of Cor., 446 (i).
Strathlorne, N.S., Postmaster, dismissal of (M. for

Cor., &c.) 59 (i).
Subsidy to N.S., readjustment, on M. for Ret., 451;

(Amt.) 455; neg. (Y. 16, N. 82) 45 (i).
SUPPLY :

Mail Subsidies, c. (Canso and Port Hood, &o.) 1871 (ii).
Timber, Land and Coal Leases in N.W.T., on Res.

(Mr. Charlton) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1057 (ii).

Cameron, Mr. M. C., West Huron.
Baie de Chaleurs Ry. Co. (Ques.) 1481; on M. for

Coin. on Res., 1482 (ii).
Baker, I. G. & Co., contracts for Indian Supplies (M.

for Ret.*) 438 (i).
Boundaries of Ont., West and North, expenses incurred

by Dom. since 1870 (M. for Stmnt.*) 438 (i).
C. P. R. Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr. McLelan) on M. for 3°

(Amt.) 1357 (ii).
Census of Man., N.W.T., and Keewatin (Ques.) 43 (i).
Criminal Law Amt. (law of evidence) (B. 23, 1°) 66;

20 M., 707; 21 neg. (Y. 57, N. 80) 709 (i).
--- (offences against the person) B. 135 (Mr.

Thompson) in Com., 1382 (il).
(Reduction, &c.) B. 20 (Mr. Charlton) on M. for

Com., 570; in Com., 704 (i).
Disturbance in N.W., duty of Govt. to bring down pap-

ers (Amt.) to Amt. (Mr. Hall) to Res. (Mr. Blake)
508 ; neg. (Y. 62, N. 111) 510 (i).

settlers on service and homesteads (Ques.) 426.
Dom. Lands Act, 1883, Amt. B. 94 (Mr. White, Card.

well) in Coin., 913, 917 (ii).
Franchise Act, instructions to Revising Officers, on M.

for copies, 46, 48 (i).
O. C., &c., respecting putting in force of Act,

&c., and instructions to Revising Officers, &o. (M. for
copies*) 58 (i).

Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mir. Thompson)
in Com. 1471, 1499, 1500, 1506, 1508, 1511 (ii).

Harbors and Rivers, in Qom. of Sup., 1267 (ii).
Homestead Entries, cancelled or abandoned in the N.

W. (M. for Ret.) 801 (i).
Indian Administration of the N.W. (Res.) in Amt. to

Com. of Sup., 718, 730; neg. (Y. 65, N. 114) 746 (i).
Liquor License Acts, coïts incurred by Dom. (M. for

Ret.*) 438 (i).
Maritime Court of Ont. Jurisdiction B. 5 (Mr. Allen) in

Com., 561 (i).
Metapediac and Paspebiac Ry. See "Baie de Chaleurs."
Military Branch and District Staff sala:ies, in Com. of

Sup., 1299 (ii).
Mounted Police Supplios, contracts by I. G. Baker &

Co. (M. for Rot.*) 438(i).
N.W.T. Law Amt. B. 133 (Mr. Thompson) in Com.,

1383, 1459 (ii).
2
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Cameron, Mr. M. C.-Continued.

N.W. Central Ry Co.'s Act Amt. B. 17 (Mr. Beaty) on
Amat. (Mr. Mitchell) to M. for Com. (M. to adjn. deb)
1003 (ii).

Privilege, Ques. of (fr. Haggart) application for coal
mining location, 1144 (ii).

Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Kirk) Official Reps. and head-
ings to extra copies, 632 (i).

Reprosentation of the N.W.T. in Parlt. B. 115 (Sir
John A. Macdonald) on M. for 20, 1206; on M. for
Çom., 1213; in Com., 1250 (ii).

Rideau Hall, additions, alterations, repair, &c., on M.
for Stmnut., 797 (i).

- gardening and grounds, amounts paid, on M. for
Stmnt., 796 (i).

Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont-
magny) censuring Govt., 104-118 (i).

Execution of, on Amt. (Sir Hector Langevin) to
M. for Rets., 191 (i).

Rep. of Trial (Ques.) 34 (i).
--- Trial of, shorthand notes, &c. (M. for copies)

57 (i).
Stather, R., Papers, re application for discharge, on M.

for copies, 374 (i).
Snmmary Proceedings before Magistrates B. 84 (Mr.

Thompson) in Com., 715, 805 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Public Worka-Income: Harbors and Rivers (Ont.) 1267 (l).
Timber, Land and Coal Leases in N.W.T., on Res.

(Mr. Charlton) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1047-1055;
applications for, on M. for Com. on Ways and
Means, 1574-1579 (ii).

Campbell, Mr. C. J., Victoria, YS.
Survey of Ry. Routes in Cape Breton (Ques.) 2 6 (i).

Carling, Hon. J., London.
Archives, care of, in Com. of Sup., 1090 (ii).
Agriculture, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 691 (i), 1698 (ii).
Census of Man. (Ans.) 1240 (ii).

N.W.T. and Keewatin (Ans.) 48 (i).
Central Board of Agriculture (Ans.) 634 (i).
Colonial and Indian Exhibition, in Com.of Sup., 109,

1741 (ii).
--- delay in transmitting exhibits (remarks) 1077;
in Com. of Sup., 1741 (ii).

Criminal Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1091 (ii).
Dom. Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1091 (ii).
Experimental Farm Stations, establishment (B. 124)

prop. Res., 866; M. for Com. on Res., 960; (remarks)
964; (reply) 972; in Com. and 1°* of B., 973; 2°
and in Com., 1146 (ii).

Health Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1094 (ii).
Immigration and Emigration (Ans.) 370 (i).

assisted and unaasisted, on M. for Ret., 640 (i).
-- from Dakota and Texas (Ans.) 1217 (ii).
-- from France, and work of M. Labelle (Ans.)

1661 (ii).
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Carling, Hon. J.- Continued.
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 1385, 1392 (ii).

settlers in Man. and N.W. T. (Ans.) 42 (i).
Immigrants settled in Canada, number (Ans.) 61 (i).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1652 (ii).
Ingersoll, London and Chatham Ry. Subsidy, in Com.

on Res., 1599, 1603 (ii).
Keewatin, Man. and N.W. T., population (Ans.) 370 (i).
Labelle, Rev. M., Immigration Rep. (Ans.) 1633,

1661, (ii).
London Infantry Sehool, in Com. of Sup., 1753 (ii).
Metapediac and Pasbebiac iRy. See "Baie de Chaleurs."
Model Farm, in Com. of Sup., 1659 (ii).
Oleomargarine, &c., on Res. (Mr. Taylor) respecting

legislation, 553 (i).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 1548 (ii).
Printing Pamphlets in Quebec offices (Ans.) 865 (ii).
Quarantine, in Com. of Sup., 1417 (ii).
Quarantine Regulations and SS. Parisian (Ans.)

16>9 (ii).
Roper, S. C. D, employment of by Govt. (Ans.)

570 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Reî., 1599, 1602 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Archives, care of) 1090; (Colonial and
Indian Exhibition) 1095, 1741; (Dom. Exhibition) 1091
(Iealth Statistics) 1094 (ii).

Civil Govt. ( .griculture, Dept of) 1698; (Post Office, con-
tingencies) 883 (il).

Collection of Revenues (Post Office, Mail Service, salaries, &c.)
1548 (ii).

Immigration (general vote) 1385; (contingencies) 1392; (pub-

lishing pamphlets) 1393 (ii).
Indians (N. B) 1652 (ii).
Niscellaneous (Model Farm) 1659 (ii).
Public Works-Income: Buildings (London Infantry School)

1753 (ii).
Quarantine (general vote) 1417 (i).

Wood, M. C., explanation, in Com. of Sup., 885 (ii).

Caron, Hon. Sir Adolphe, Quebec CoueYy.
A, B, and C Batteries, in Com. of Sup., 1309, 1547 (ii).

* Ammunition, clothing, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1302 (ii).
manufactured at Quebec, on M. for Cor., 554 (i).

Batteries, Cavalry Schools, &c., in Com. of Sup.,
1309, 1547 (ii).

Brigade Majors, salaries, &c., in Com. of Sap., 1300 (ii).
Cartridge Factory at Quebec (Ans.) 543 (i).

Citadel, drainage and water supply (Ane.) 813 (ii).
in Com. of Sup., 1742 (ii).

Disturbance in the N.W., Anderson, James, Cor. re

purchase of supplies, &c., on M. for copies, 427 (i).
Batoche, battle of, Rep. of officer second in com-

mand (Ans.) 369 (i).
claims Commission (Ans.) 42 (i).
claims paid (Ans.) 42 (i).

-- distribution of Medals (Ans.) 1661 (ii).

Caron, Hon. Sir Adolphe-Continued.
Disturbance in the N.W., instructions to non-combatants,

on M. for copies, 427 (i).
- - Laurie and Strange, Maj. Generals, status in

active Militia (Ans.) 119 (i).
--- losses, claims, &c., in Con. of Sap., 1767 (ii).

-non-combatants, recognition of services (Ans.)
633 (i).

- - reports on Rebellion presented to House (re.

marks) on M. for Com. of Sup., 1643 (ii).
--- transportation contractors, on M, for Rot.,
427 (i).

--- transport service, &c. (Ans.) 61 (i).
Drill Instruction and Drill Pay, in Com. of Sup.,

1306 (ii).
Flying Column for N.W., on M. for Cor., 634 ().
Imperial Titles, on M. for Ret., 698 (i).
I. C. R., Claims arising out of construction, in Com. of

Sup., 1752 (ii).
Land Grants to Militia B. 142 (Mr. White, Cardwell) in

Com. on Res., 1456; on M. for 2°, 1570; in Com.,
1572 (i).

Laurie, Maj. Genl. and Genl. Strange, position in Militia
force during Rebellion (Ans ) 68 (i).

London Infantry School, in Com. of Sup., 1753 (ii).
Manitoba Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 893 (ii).

Medals, distribution of (Ans.) 1661 (ii).
Military Branch and District Siaff, salaries, in Com. of

Sup., 1295 (ii).
--- operations in N. W. Rep. (Ans.) 1075 (ii).

properties, in Com. of Sup., 1309 (ii).

works in B.C., in Com. of Sap., 1752 (ii).
Militia and Defence, Deptl. Rep. (presented) 57 (i).

--- Rebellion Rep. (presented) 1455 (ii).

--- contingencies, &c., in Com. of Sup., 877, 880
1307, 1743 (ii).

.-- in Com. of Sup., 1295 (ii).
-- organisation in N.W.T. (Ans.) 843 (ii).

regiments visit to Great Britain (Ans.) 709 (i)

Pensions to Volunteers wounded at Duck Lake (Ans.)
633 (i).

N.W. Rebeliion, in Com. of Sup., 1742; none.,
1771 (ii).

Powder imported for Cartridges (Ans.) 898 (ii).

Prince Albert Volunteers, Scrip for (Ans.) 633 (i).

Quebec and Lake St. John Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com.

on Res., 1622 (ii).
Rebellion. See "Disturbance."
Reports on the N.W. Rebellion (remarks) on M. for

Com. of Sap., 1642 (ii).
]Return, imperfect, re Seizures by Expeditionary Force

in N.W. (remarks) 1380 (ii).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont-

magny) censuring Govt., 195-206 (i).
Royal Military Colloge, in Com. of Sup., 1308 (ii).
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Caron, Hon. Sir Adolphe-Continued.
Stanstead, Shefford and Chambly Ry. Co.'s Wharf

(Ans.) 1096 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1622 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Civil Government (Militia, Dept. of) 523 (i); (contingencies) 877,
1307, suppl., 1743 (il).

Militia - (A, B, and 0, Batteries) 1309, 1547 ; (Ammuni-
tion, clothing, &c.) 1302 ; (Batteries, Cavalry Schools, &c.,
pay, &c.) 1309, 1547 ; (Brigade Major's salaries, &c.) 1300 ;
(draining Citadel) 1742; (Drill instruction and drill pay)
1306; (Kilitary properties) 1309, conc., 1771; (Royal
Military College) 1308; (salaries, Branch and District Staff)
1295 (il).

Niscellaneous-(Rebellion losses, &c.) 1767 (ii).
Penitentiaries, (Man.) 893 (il).
Pensions (N.W. Rebellion) 1742 cone., 1771.
Public Works-Capital (Military Works, B. C.) 1752; Buildings

(London Infantry School) 1753 (ii).
Railways-Capital: I. C. R. (Claims) 1752 (il).

Tête du Pointe Barracks (Ans.) 1240 (ii).

Caxtwright, Sir R. J., Huron, South Riding.
Address, on the, 23 (i).
Adulteration of Food, in Com. of Sup., 1547 (ii).
Advertising, &c., in Com. of Sup., 875 (ii).
Agriculture, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 1698 (ii).
Almonds, conc. in Ways and Means, 748 (i).
Ammunition, clothing, &c,, in Com. of Sup., 1302 (ii).
Archives, care of, in Com. of Sup., 1090 (ii).
Baking powder, conc. in Ways and Means, 749 (i); in

Com., 1584 (ii).
Barbed wire-fencing, &c., conc. in Ways and Means,

772 (i).
Batteries, Cavalry Schools, in Com. of Sup., 1547 (ii).
Bayfield flarbor, repairs (M. for Cor.) 383ý (i).
Bolts and nuts, &c., in Com. on Ways and Moans, 1584

(ii).
Bounty on Pig Iron B. 150 (Mr. Mc Lelan) on prop.

Res., 1661 ; in Com. 1715 (ii).
Brigade Major's salaries &c., in Com. of Sup., 1301 (ii).
BUDGET, The (Ques.) 330; Reply, 426 (i). See " Ways

and Means."
Buoys and Beacons, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1377 (ii).

Oan. and Antwerp Steamship Subsidy, in Com. of Stip.,
1371 (ii).

Can. and Germany Mail Subsidy, in Com. of Sup.,
1756 (ii).

C.P.R. Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr. McLelan) on Amt.
(Mr. Watson) to M. for 30, 1346 (ii).

bonds, release of, in Com. on Res., 1017, 1021 (ii).
.-- confirmation of Agreement, in Com. on Res.

(Mr. McLelan) 941 (ii).
-- expenditure in B.C., in Com. of Sup., 1448

1744 (ii).
-- lands, sale of, by Company (Ques.) 543 (i).
- Port Arthur to Red River, in Com of Sup.,

1449, 1693 (ii).

Cartwright, Sir R. J.-Continued.
C.P.R., salaries, &c., of Staff, in Com. of Sup.,

1450 (ii).
subsidy, in Com. of Sup., 1448 (ii).

Canso and Port Hood Steamship Subvention, in Com.
of Sup., 1372 (ii).

Cape Breton Island Ry., on prop. Res., 1455 (ii).
Cape Race Lighthouse transfer B. 100 (Mr. Foster)

in Com. on Res., 672 (i)
Caraquet Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on Res., 1605 (ii).
Carriage hardware, conc. in Ways and Means,

1720 (ii).
Chignecto Marine Transport Ry. B. 105 (Mr. Pope) on

prop. Res., 681 (i).
Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B. 106 (Mr. Chapleau)

in Com., 1233 (ii).
Cobourg, relief of town, re construction of Harbor, on

pro. Res. (Mr. McLelan) 866 (ii).
Cocoanut, dessicated, in Com. on Ways and Means,

1584 (ii).
Cod Liver Oil and Guano industries, in Com. of Sup.,

1757 (ii).
Cologne water, &o ., conc. in Ways and Keans, 770 (i).
Colonial and Indian Exhibition, in Com. of Sup.,

1095 (ii).
Consolid. Fund, Receipts and Expenditures. (M. for

Ret.*) 35 (i); (Ques.) 1076 (ii).
Consolid. Inland Rev. Acts Amt. B. 101 (Mr. Costigan)

on prop. iRes., 601; in Cor. on Res. (fusil oil and
distillery refuse) 682; (malt) 6 ý4; (methylated
spirits) 685 (i).

Commercial Agoncies, in Com. of Sup., 1659 (ii).
Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 881 (i).
Cook, Kr. H., Timber Dues, on M. to ref, to Pub.

Acets. Com., 1420 (ii).
Cordage, manilla and sisal, in Com. on Ways and Means,

1584 (ii).
Cornwall Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ii).
Cotton fabrics, printed or dyed, conc. in Res. rep. from

Com. on Ways and Means, 769 (i).

Court of Ry. Commissioners B. 6 (Mr. .McCarthy) on
M. for 2°, 585 (i).

Culling Timber, in Com. of Sup., 1544 (ii).
Currants, dates, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 750 (i).
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 1451 (ii).
Debates, publishing of, in Com. of Sup., 1089 (ii).
Debt of the Dom. (Ques ) 31 (i).
Debts of Ont. and Que. (Ques.) 974 (ii).
Deposits. See ' Post Office."
Disturbance in the N.W., claims paid (Ques.) 42 (i).

operations and war claims (Ques.) 1343 (ii).

Dom. Lands Act, 1883-84, Amt B. 94 (Mr. White,
Cardwell) on M. to introd., 600 (i)

Dom. Lands, in Com. of Sup., 530, 532 (i), 1550 (ii).

Dorchester Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 893 (ii).
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Cartwright, Sir R. J. -Continued.
Earthenware, conc. in Ways and Means, 1719 (ii).
Esquimalt and Nanaimo Ry. B. 47 (Mr. Pope) on M.

for 3°, 603 (i).

Esquimalt Graving Dock, in Com. of Sup., 1156 (ii).
Excise, in Com. of Sup., 1543 (ii).
Experimental Farm Stations B. 124 (Mr. Carling) on

prop. Res., 866; on M. for Com., 960; in Com.,
973 (ii).

Exports and Imports, Stmnt. of (M. for Ret.*) 35 (i);
Value of (Ques.) 1240 (i).

Extra Clerks, in Com. of Sup., 883 (i).
Fancy goods, conc. in Ways and Means, 749 (i).
Farm or Real Estate Banks on M. (Mr. Orton) for Com,

on Res., 432, 572 (i).
Feathers, Ostrich and Vulture, conc. in Ways and

Means, 749 (i).
Fines and Forfeitures B. 80 (Mr. Thompson) on M. for

20, 671 (i).
Fisheries, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 1698 (ii).

salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup, 1541 (ii).
Fishing rights of Indians on Lakes Huron and Nipis.

sing, Pets., &c. (on M. for copies) 696 (i).
Franchise Act Amts. (Ques.) 543 (i).

expenses undor, in Com. of Sup., 1698 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. T hompson),

in Com , 1481 (ii).
Fruit, dried, conc. in Ways and Means, 750; green, 750,

753 (if).
Flour and Coal duties, abolition of, on Res. (Mr.

Mitchell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1437 (ii).
Fog-whistles, &c., maintenance, in Com. of Sup., 1375.
France and Quebec Steamship Subsidy, in Com. of Sup.,

1370 (ii).
Fusil oil and distillery refuse, in Com. on B. 101, 601 (i).
Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 542 (i); 1543 (il).
Gloves, mitta, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 756 (i).
Govt. Steamers, maintenance, in Com. of Sup., 1372 (ii).
Hair cloth, conc. in Ways and Means, 756 (i).
ilarbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1263, 1266, 1269

(ii).
Harness and saddlery, conc. in Ways and Means, 756 (i).
IHeney, John, refund to, on conc. of Sup., 1774 (ii).
High Court of Justice, Ont., Judge's salary, in Com. on

Res., 973 (ii).
Home Rale for Ireland on Amt. (Mr. Coughlin) 1136 (ii).
Immigration, assisted and unassisted, on M. for Rot.,

658 (i).
in Com. of Sup., 1386 (if).

Imperial Federation (remarks on M. for adjnmt.) 33 (i).
- titles, on M. for Ret., 699 (i).

Independence of Parlt. Act, breach of, on Amt. to M.
to ref. to Sel. Com., 1595 (ii).

Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1650, 1745 (ii).
Inland Revenue Act. See "Consolidated."
I. C. R. miscellaneous works, in Com. of Sup., 1451 (ii).

Cartwright, Sir R. J.-Continued.
I. C. R., repairs, &o., in Com. of Sup., 1659 (ii).

St. Charles branch, in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ii).
Stellarton and Pictou branch B. 57 (Mr. Pope)

on M. for 2° and in Com., 604, 614, 618, 6 34 ; on M.
for 30, 665 (i).

Interest in B. C., B. 22 (Ur. Thompson).in Com., 1244 (ii).
Iron sand or globales, &c., conc. Ways and Means, 780

(i).
Justice, Administration of, in Com. of Sap., 886, 890,

1698 (ii).
Kaministiquia River, in Com. of Sup., 1157 (fi).
Kingston Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 891, 1164 (ii).
Laces, braid, fringes, &c., conc. in Ways and Means,

757 (i).
Lachine Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ii).
Lacombe, Father, payment to, on conc., 1774 (if).
Land Grants to Rys. in Man. and N.W.T. B. 147 (Mr.

White, Cardwell) in Com. on. Res., 1630; on M. to
cono. in Res,, 1639 (ii).

Laundry blueing, cono. in Ways and Means, 749 (i).
Lead pipe and lead shot, conc. in Ways and Means,

757 (i).
Legal services in connection with Fishery Award

and revision of Statutes, in Com. of Sup., 1159 (ii).
Legislation, Debates, publishing of, 1089 (ii).
Life-boat service and rewards, &c., in Comn. of Sup.,

1372 (ii).
Lighthouse keepers, salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1375,

(ii).
Logs, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means, 1587; conc.,

1725 (ii)
Mail Subsidies and Steamship subventions, in Com. of

Sap,, 1370 (if).
Malt, in Com. on B. 101, 684 (i).
Man. and North-Western Ry. Co.'s Land Subsidy, in

Com. on Res. 1630 (ii).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 123 (Mr..McLelan) on prop.

Res., 866; on M. for Com. on Res, 959; on M. for 21,
1145; on M. for 30, 1199 (ii).

Man. Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 894 (ii).
Maritime Court of Ont. Jurisdiction B. 5 (Mr. Allen) in

Com., 569 (i).
Methylated spirits, in Com. on B. 101, 685 (i).
Miall's pamphlet on Scott Act, in Com. of Sup., 881 (ii).
Military Branch and District Staff, salaries, in Com. of

Sup., 1295 (ii).
properties, in Com. of Sup., 1309 (fi).

Militia, contingencies, in Com. of Sap., 1307, 1743 (ii).
in Com. of Sup., 1295 (ii).

Model Farm, in Com. of Sup., 1659 (ii).
See "Experimental."

Moncton .-nd Buctouche Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com. on
Res., 1597 (ii).

Montreal Armories, in Com. of Sup., 1162 (fi).
Morgan's " Annual Register," in Com. of Sup., 1740 (ii).

xii
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Cartwright, Sir R. J.-Continued.
Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 1656, 1745 (ii).
Mud Creek Dams, raising of (Ques.) 1746 (ii).
Murray Canal, in Com. of Sap., 1453 (i).
Northern and Pacifie Junction Ry. Co.'s B. 25 (Mr.

McCarthy) on M. to trans. Son. Amts. to Govt.
Orders, 1664; on Amt. (Mr. Mulock) to M. to conc.
in Sen. Amts., 1678 (ii).

N.W. Central Ry. Co.'s Act. Amt B. 17 (Mr. Beaty) on
Amt. (gr. ,Mitchell) to M. for Com., 988; in Com. on
Res., 1631 (ii).

Obstructions in nav. rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1374 (ii).
Paper hangings, conc. in Ways and Means, 1720 (ii).
Pensions to Volunteers who served in the N.W. (Ques.)

1198 (ii).
- in Com. of Sup., 1154 (i).

Philosophical instruments, globes, &c., cone. in Ways
and Means, 781 (i).

Pig Iron, see "Bounty."
Pipes, gas and water, &c., conc. in Ways and Means,

755 (i).
Police Vessels for protection of Fisheries, in Com. of

Sup., 1L57 (ii).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 1547 (ii)
Post Office Savings Banks, and Govt. Savings Bank

deposits (M. for Stmnt. *) 392 (i).
Printing and Stationery Bureau B. 132 (Mr. Chapleau)

on M. for 2°, 1528; in Com., 1555 (ii).
Printing Immigration pamphlets, in Com. of Sup., 1395

(ii).
-- M. to refer item to Public Acets. Com., 460 (i).
Printing of Parlt., on M. to conc. in Fourth Rep. of Com.,

1195 (ii).
Privy Council Office, in Com. of Sup , 1697 (ii).
Public Accounts Cnom., meeting of (remarks) 1514 (ii).
Public Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1154, 1158, [160,

1162, 1163, 1166, 1261 (ii).
Public Expenditure, Res. in Amt. to Con. of Sup.,

1646;; neg. (Y. 36, N. 70) 1648 (ii).
Quarantine, in Com. of Sup., 1411 (ii).
Quebec Harbor Improvements further Loan B. 140

(Mr. MbLelan) in Com. on Res., 1385 (ii).
Rebellion, losses, claims, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1764 (ii).
Repairs, Furniture, &c., Public Buildings, in Com. of

Sup., 1261 (ii).
Representation ofN.W.T. in Parlt. on M. (Sir John

A. Macdonald) for Address to Her Majesty, 866; in
Com., 1213 (ii).

Returns re expenses in N.W.T. (remarks) 66 (i).
Rideau Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1453 (ii).
Roads and Bridges, in Com. of Sup., 1270, 1755 (ii).
Royal Military College, in Com. of Sup., 1308 (ii).
Rubber belting, conc. in Ways and Means, 1719 (ii).
St. Maurice, Faucher de, on Parliamentary Procedure,

in Com. of Sup., 1741 (ii).
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup&, 1162,

1693 (ii).

Cartwright, Sir R. J.-Continued.
Scientific Treatise in Deptl. R3p., in C3m. 01 Sp.,'888.
Scythes, conc. in Ways and Mea-ns, 1721 (ii).
Sec. of State, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 1697 (ii).
Sonate, salaries, &c.: in Com. of Stup., 1089 (ii).
Settlers in Saugeen Peninsula, on M. for Cor. of Sup.,

1539 (ii).
Stellarton and Pictou Ry. See " I. C. R."
Straw board, conc. in Ways and Means, 1719 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (bir. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1597, 1704 (ii).
- See "Land Grants."

Sugars, conc. in Ways and Means, 773, 779 (i); in Cor.,
1587 (ii).

Superannuation, on M. for Ret., 1184 (ii).
SUPPLY

Administration o Justice, 886 (ii).
Arts, Agriculture, fc. (Archives, care of) 1090; (Colonial and

Indian Exhibition) 1095 (ii).
Canals-Capital (Cornwall) 1452; (Lachine) 1452; (Murray)

1453; (Tay Canal) 1453; (Welland) 1458; (Williamsburg)
1452. Income (maintenance, &c.) cono., 1771 ; (refund to
John Heney) conc., 1774; (Rideau) 1453; (Welland) 1453 (ii).

Charges o1 Management (Asst. Financial Iaspector) 520 ;
(Auditor and Rec. Genl. . Halifax, Victoria and Winnipeg) 521
(i), conc., 1773 (ii).

Civil Govt. (Agriculture) 1698 (ii); (Auditor Genl.'s Office) 689;
(Cuqtoms, Dept. of)690 (i), (contingencies) 875; (C. 8. Exam-
iners, contingencies) 841 (ii); (Finance, Dept. of, and
Treasury Board) 689 (i) ; (Fisheries) 1698 (ii); (Gov. Genl.'s
Sec.'s Office) 522 (i), (contingencies) 868 (ii); (Indian
Affairs, Dept. of) 688; (Interior, Dept. of) 524 ; (lnland
Revenue, Dept. of) 689 (i), (contingencies) 881 (ii); (Justice,
Dept. of) 523 (i), (contingencies) 877 (ii); (Marine, Dept. ot)
691 (i), (contingencies) 886 (ii); (àlilitia, Dept. of) 528 (i),
(contingencies) &c ,1307, 1743 (ii) ; (Post Office, Dept. of)
690 (i), (contingencies) 883 (ii); (Privy 0ouncil Office) 1697
(i), (contingencies) 521 (i), 870 (ii); (Public Works, Dept.
of) 39! (i), (coutirigencies) 8q3 (ii); (Rys and Janals, Dept.
of) 691; (Sec. uf State, Dept. o) 524 (i), suppl., 1697
(coutin gencies) 880 (iià).

Collection q Revenues (Adulteration of Foid) 1547 ; (Cullers'
saltiies, &c ) 1541; (Cuitoms) 1151; (Dominion Lands) 1550 ;
(Excise, salaries and stamp3) 1543 ; (I. C. R, repaire, &c.)
1659 ; (Post Office, Mail Service, salaries, &c.) 1547 (ii).

Fisheries (Cod Liver Oil and Guano inlustries) 1757; (Police
vessels) 1757 ; (salaries, &c.) 1541 (i).

Geological Survey, 1543 (ii).
Immigration (general vote) 1386 ; (printing pamphlets) 1392,

1395 (il).
indians (B.C.) 1652, 1762; (Man. and the N.W.) 1653, 1745,

1761; (N.B.) 1651; (N.S.) 1651; (Ont., Que. and Mar. Pro-
vinces) 1650, conc. 1773 (i).

Justice, Administration oj, 1698 (ii).
Legialation: House of Commons (contingencies) 1089. Miscel-

laneous (Faucher de St. Maurice, on Parliamentarv Pro-
cedure) 1741; (Franchise Act, expenses under) 1698; (Morgan's
"cAnnual Register,") 1740; (printing, paper, &c.) 1090. Senate
(salaries, &c.) 1089 (ii).

Lighthouse and Coast Service (Buoys and Beacons, &o.) 1377;
(Fog-whistles, &c., maintenance) 1375; (Lighthouses and
Fog-alarms) 1376; (salaries, &c.) 1375 (il).

Mail Subsidies, ec. (Can. and Antwerp, &c.) 1371; (Canada and
Germany) 1756; (Canso and Port Hood) 1372 (ii).

Militia (Ammunition, clothing, &c.) 1302; (Batteries, Oavalry
Schools, &c., pay, &c.) 1547; (Brigade Major's salaries, &c)
1301; (&ilitary properties, permanent batteries, &c.) 1309;
conc., 1771, 1773; (Royal Military College) 1308; (salaries,
Branch and District Staff) 1295 (i).

xi.



INDEX.

Cartwright, Sir R. J.-Continued.
SuPPmv-Continued.

Miscellaneous (Rebellion, losses, &c.) 1764; (Commercial
Agencies) 1659, conc, 1773; (Forged Bond, payment for)
1764; (Lacombe, Father, payment to) conc., 1774; (Model
Farm) 1659 (ii).

Nfounted Police, 1656, 1745 (ii).
Ocean and River Service, conc. 1771 ; (Govt. Steamers) 1372;

(obstructions in nav. rivers) 1374; (Rewards, &c., and Life-
boat service) 1372 ; (Winter Mail service, P.E.I.) 1375 (ii).

Penitentiaries (Dorchester) 892; (Kingston) 891; (Man.) 894;
(St. Vincent de Paul) 1693 (ii.)

Pensions (Rebellion of 1885) 1154; conc., 1770; (Veterans of
1812) 1153 (ii).

Public Works-Capital (Esquimalt Graving Dock) 1156; (Port
Arthur and Kaministiquia River) 1157; (Public Buildings,
Ottawa) 1154. Income : Buildings (B.O.) 1166; (Man.) 1166;
(N.S.)1158; (N.W.T.) 1166; (Ont.) 1163, 1753; (P.E.I ) 1160 ;
(Que.) 1162. Harbors and Rivers (B.C.) 1269; (N.B.) 1263;
(N.8.) 1754; (N.W.T.) 1269; (Ont.) 1266, 1755, (Port Arthur
Harbor) 1157; (Que.) 1755. Repairs, Furniture, &z. (Public
Buildings) 1261. Roads and Bridges, 1270, 1755 (ii).

Quarantine (general vote) 1417 (il).
Railways-Capital : C.P.R. (expenditure in B.C.) 1448, 1744;

(Port Arthur to Red River) 1449, 1693; (salaries, &c., of
staff) 1450; (Subsidy) 1448. I.O.R. (Miscellaneous works)
1451; (St. Charles Branch) 1452 (ii).

Supreme Crt., extra Reporter, in Com. of Sup., 890 (i).
Syrups, cane-juice, &c., conc. i n Ways and Mean-, '479 (i).
Tay Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1453 (ii).
Temporary Loans by Govt. (Mf. for Ret.) 56 (i).
Timber, Land and Coal Leases in N.W.T., on Res. (Mr.

Charlton) in Amt. to Com. of Sup. (remarks) 1073 (ii).
Travis, Judge, in Com. of Sup., 886 (ii).
Tubing, wrought-iron, cone. in Ways and Means, 770 (i).
Veterans of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 1153 (ii).
Way8 and Means-The Tariff, 748, (i); 1583, 1719 (ii).

TAirr CIF Acas: (almonds) 748; (baking powder) 749 (i),
1584; (bolts, nuts, &c.) 1584 (ii); (blueing) 749 (i); (carriage
hardware) 1720; (coconnut, dessicated) 1581 (i); (cologae)
770; (cotton) 769 (i); (earthenware) 1725 (fi); (faucy goods)
749; (feathers) 749; (fruit, dried) 750 ; (fruit, green) 750; (gas
pipes, iron) 755; (Geneva gin) 769; (gioves, mitts, &c.) 756;
(hair cloth) 756; (harness) 756, laces, braids, &c.) 757 ; (lead)
757 (i) ; (logs), 1587, 1725 ; (Minila cordage, sisal, &c.) 1584,
(paper hangings) 1719 (ii) ; (peaches) 755; (philosophical
instruments, globes) 781 (i); (scythes) 1721 ; (straw-board)
1719 (ii); (sugar) 773; (syrups) 779; (tubing) 770; (whips)
770; (wire) 770; (wire fencing) 772; (yeast) 772 (i).

Welland Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1453 (ii).
Williarmsburg Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ii).
Whips, conc. in Ways and Means, î7O ().
Winter Mail service, P.E.I., in Ceo. of Sup, 1375 (ii).
Wire, iron or steel, &c., conc. in Ways and Means,

770 (i).
Yeast cakes, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 772 (i).

Casey, Mr. G. E., West Elgin.
Agents, purchasing, names, &c. (M. for Ret.*) 437 (i).
Ammunition, clothing, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1303 (ii).

manufactured at Quebec (M. for Cor.) 554 (i).
Bell & Lewis, Howard Wright, J. Stewart and Mr.

Sinclair, moncys paid to fir transport, &c. (M. for
Ret.*) 437 (i).

Bounty on Pig Iron B. 150 (Mr. McLelan) in Com.
on Res., 1717 (ii).

Casey, Mr. G. E.-Continued.
Can. Temp. Act. Amt., 1878, B. 104 (Mr. Orton) on

Amt. (Mr. Kranz) to place on Govt. Orders, 1219 (ii).
C. P. R., B. C. contracts (Ques.) 709 (i).
-- -Port Arthur to Red River, in Com. of Sup.,

1450, 1694 (ii).
Carillon Canal, in Çom. of Sup., 1745 (ii).
Claims recognised by Govt. and amounts paid (M. for

Ret.*) 438 (i).
Court of Ry. Commissioners B. 6 (Mr. McCarthy)

on M. for 2°, 592 (i).
Disturbance in the N. W., Anderson, James, Cor. re

purchase of supplies, &c. (M. for copies) 427 (i).
Batoche, battle of, Rep. of officer second in

command (Ques.) 369 (i).
claims Commission (Ques.) 42 (1).

-- food, material, medical supplies and comforts,
forage, &c., purchase of (à1. for Ret.*) 438 (i).

--- instructions to non..combatants (M, for copies)
427 (i).

--- Laurie and Strange, Maj. Generals, status in
Active Militia (Ques.) 119 (i).

-- Middleton, Maj. Genl., names, &c., of Staff
(M. for Ret.*) 437 (i).

reports on Rebellion presented to House
(remarks) on M. for Com. of Sup., 1640 (ii).

-- transportation contractors (M. for Ret.) 4.7 (i).
- - transport and supply officers, names, &c. (M.

for Ret.*) 437 (i).
transport service, &c. (Ques.) 61 (i).

Farm or Real Estate Banks, in Com. on Res. (Mr.
Orton) 578 (i).

Flour and Coal Duties, abolition of, on Res. (Mr.
Mitchell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup, 1433 (ii).

Franchise Act, expenses under, inCuio e Sup.,1700 (ii).
-- instructions to Revising Officers (Ni. for copies)

43; (remarks) 56 (i).
Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 1649 (ii).
Grenville Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1453 (ii).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Amt. (Mr. Costigan) to Res4

(Mr. Blake) 1097-1101 ; on Amt. (Mr. Coughlin)
1138; on Amt. (Mr. Thompson) 1142; on prop. Res.
(fir. Blake) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1027 (ii).

Horses purchased and from whom, &c. (M. for Ret.*)
438 (i).

Immigration, assisted and unasaisted, on M. for Ret.,
6à6 (i).

Indemnity to Members, on Res. (Mr. Farrow) and Mr.
Blake's Ques. of Order, 123 (i).

Indians, Man. and N. W. T., in Com. of Sup., 1745 (ii).
Indian voters, applications for registration (M. for

copies) 449 (i).
Ingersoll, London and Chatham Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in

Com. on Res., 1600 (ii).
Lake Erie, Essex and Detroit River Ry. Co.'s Sabsidy,

in Com. on Res., 1610 (i).
Laurie, Maj. Genl. and Geni. Strange, position in

Militia force during Rebellion (Ques.) 68 (i),

xiv
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Casey, Mr. G. E.-Continued.

Medical and hospital staff, names, &c. (M. for Ret.*)
438 (i).

Military Branch and District Staff, salaries, in Com. of
Sup., 1296 (ii).

claims Commission, names, &c. (M. for Ret.*)
438 (i).

Militia, in Com. of Sup., 1296 (ii).
N. W. Central Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. 17 (Mr. Beaty)

Speaker's attention called to member not voting,
1011 (ii).

Officers, &c., who volunteered for service, names, &c.
(M. for Ret.*) 438 (i).

Oleomargarine, &c., on Res. (Mr. Taylor) respecting
legislation, 550 (i).

Order, Ques. of, and Parliamentary language, 1580,
1635 (ii).

Pig Iron. See "Bounty."
Public Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1745 (ii).

Reports on the N. W. Rebellion (remarks) on M. for
Con. of Sup., 1640 (ii).

Representation of the N. W. T. in Parlt. B. 115 (Sir
John A. Macdonald) on M. for Com., 1213; in Com.,
1214-1216 (ii).

Return, imperfect, re Seizures by Expeditionary Force
in N. W. (remarks) 1380 (ii).

Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont-
magny) censuring Govt., 315-323 (i).

Seizures by Mounted Police or Expeditionary Force
(M. for Ret.*) 438 (i).

Sonate, constitution of, on Res. (Mr. Mills) in Amt.
to Com. of Sup., 1286 (ii).

Staff Paymasters, names, &c. (M. for Ret.*) 438 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in

Com. on Res., 1600, 1610 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Canas--Capital (Carillon Canal) 1745; (Grenville) 1453 (hi).
Geological Survey, 1649 (ii).
Indians (Man. and N. W. T.) 1745 (il).
Legislation (Franchise Act, expenses under) 170 (i).
Militia (Ammunition, clothing, &c.) 1303; (salaries, District

Branch and Staff) 1296 (ii).
Public Works-Income: Buildings (Man.) 1745; (Ont.) 1745 (il).
Railways-Cap2tal (Port Arthur to Red River) 1450, 1694 (il).

Voters' Lists, printing of, contracts, &c. (M. for Stmnts.)
448 (i).

Casgrain, Mr. P. B., L'lslet.
Elgin Station, L'Islet (Ques.) b44 (i).
Fines and Forfeitures B. 80 (Mr.|Thompson) on M. for

20, 671 (i).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont-

magny) censuring Govt., 807-309 (i).
-- Execution, communications from Quebec Govt.

(Ques.) 426 (i).
Slides and Booms, amounts owing on account of (Ms.

for Rets.*) 1195 (i).
Valin, Mr., M.P., Grants of land to, in N. W. (M. for

Rot.) 31 (i).

Chapleau, Hon. J. A., Terrebonne.
Can. Temp. Act, in Com. of Sup., 1658 (ii).
Chinese Immigration Act Amt. (B. 106, 1°) 746 (i);

2° and in Com., 1229; 30 m., 1240 (ii).
-- legislation respecting (Ans.) 62 (i).

Commissions to Public Offiers (B. 110, 1*) 781
(i); 20 m., 958; in Com., 958 (ii).

Fabre, salary, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1658 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1474-1506 (ii).
Franchise Act, expenses under, in Com. of Sup., 1698,

1750 (ii).
-- instructions to Revising Officers, on M. for

copies, 46 (i).
- - working of, Cor. (presonted), 1482 (ii).

Govt. measures (remarks) 913 (ii).
Joint Stock Co.'s printing Blue-book (Ans.) 186 (i).
Justice, Administration of, in Com. of Sup., 1698 (ii).
Montreal and Western Railway Subsidy, in Com. on

Res., 1616 (ii).
New Glasgow to Montcalm Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on

Res., 1614 (ii).
Newspaper Subscriptions and Cab-hire, in Com. of

Sup., 880 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of, re paragraph in Advertiser, 393 (i).
Printing and Stationery Bureau (B. 132) M. to introd.,

1217; 21 m., 1517-1524, 1530; in Com., 1552-1567;
M. to con. in Son. Amts., 1728 (ii).

Queen vs. Riel, printing Blue.book (Ans.) 186 (i).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont-

magny) censuring Govt., 342.-358 (i).
- - Execution, communications from Quebec Govt.

(Ans.) 427 (i).
-- Pets. from Orange Lodges respocting (Ans.)

196 (i).
-- Pets. praying for clemency, &o. (Ans.) 120 (i).

Rep. of Trial (Ans.) 34 (i).
-- Sir Alex. Campbell's Memo., cost of publishing

(Ans.) 66; amounts paid newspapers (Ans.) 67 (i).
St. Eustache to St. Placide Ry, Subsidy, in Com. on

Res., 1624 (ii).
Sec. of State, Dept. of, in Com of Sup., 1697 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1614; in Com. on B, 1704 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Civii Government (0. S. Board of Examinera) 841 (ii); (Sec. of
State, Dept. of) 524 (i), 1697 ; contingencies, 880 (ii).

Justice, Administration of, 1698 (ii).
Legislation: Miscellaneous (Faucher de Ht. Maurice) 1763 (Il);

(Franchise Act, expenses under) 1698, 1750 (i).
Miscelianeous (Can. Temp. Act) 1658; (Fabre, Mr., salary, &c.)

1658 (ii).
Terms of Union with P.E.I. (Ans.) 692; (suppl. Ans.)

710 (i).
Woodruff, J. A., amounts paid to (Ans.) 68 (i).
Wurtele, Ion. J. S. C., appointment as Judge (Ans.)

912, 1343 (ii).
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Charlton, Mr. J., North -Norfolk.

Bounty on Pig Iron. B. 150 (Mr. McLelan) in Com. on
Res., 1716 (ii).

Business of louse, on M. to take Thursdays, 513 (i).
C. P. R., operation of main lino, cost of (Ques.) 121 (i).
Cape Breton Island Ry. B. 143 (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 1486 (ii).
Criminal Law Amt., (seduction, &c.) (B.20, 10*) 60; 2°

m., 441; 20 carried (Y. 114, N. 47) 444; M. for
Com., 570; in Com.,704; M. to conc. in Sen. Amts.,
1326 (ii).

Cruelty to Animals Prevention (B. 11, 1°) 41; 20 m,
438 (i).

Copyright, Laws relating to, on M. (Mr. Edgar) for Sel.
Com., 380 (i).

DebtPublic, net and gross, increase, &c., (Ques.) 42, 59,
495 (i), 1076 (ii).

Dom. Lands Act, 1883, Amt. B. 94 (Mr. White, Card-
well) in Com.. 913, 1079 (ii).

Dominion Lands, in Com. of Sup., 530 (i).
Esquimalt and Nanaimo Ry. B. 47 (Mr. Pope) on M.

for 20, 516; on M. for 30, 603 (i).
Experimental Farm Stations establishment B. 124 (Mr.

Carling) on M. for Com. on Res., 963 (ii).
Farm or Real Estate Banks, in Com. on Res. (Mr. Orton)

574 (i).
Foresters' Deposits in Govt. Banks (Quse). 1095 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1501, 1513, 1666,1671 (ii).
Fruit, green, cone. in Ways and Means, 751 (i).
Grazing land and grazing land leases (M. for Ret.*)

392 (i).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1266 (ii).
Immigration and Emigration (Ques.) 370 (i).

assisted and unassisted, on M. for Rot., 651 (i).
Indian Administration of the N.W., on Res. (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) in Amt. to Com. of Sup. (remarks)
745 (i).

Keewatin, Man. and N.W.T., population (Ques.)
370 (i).

Licenses to eut Timber in Dom. (M. for Rot.) 65 (i).
Logs, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means, 1588; conc.,

1725 (ii).
'N. W. Central Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B, 17 (Mr. Beaty)

on Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) to M. for Com., 991 (ii).
Pig Iron. See "Bounty."
Printing Acets. and Public Acets. Com. (K. to refer

items) 383 (i).
Printing and Stationery Bureau B. 132 (Mr. Chapleau);

on Amt. (Mr. Mills) to M. to conc. in Son. Amts.,
1729 (ii).

Privilege, Ques. of (personal explanation) re coal lands
and application of Mr. Haggart, 1096 (i).

-- - application for Tituber Limits, 1514 (ii).
-- -- Timber Limits and Mr. Gault's disclaimer,

1199 (ii).
-- veracity questioned by member, 1421 (ii).
- - remarks re Rev. Mr. Robertson, 1594 (ii).
Returns, exponses in producing, on M. for Rot., 386 (i).

Charlton, Mr. J.-Continued.
Sable and Spanish Boom and Slide Co.'s B. 36 (Mr.

Sutherland, Oxford) order for Com. objected to, 491;
in Com., 782 (i).

Settlers in Man. and N W.T. (Ques.) 42 (i))
Slides and Booms, in Com. of Sap., 1270 (ii).
Speeches in Parlt. (Ras.) limiting, 789 (i).
Subsidies to Rys. (Ques.) 68; (M. for Rot.) 391 (i).

SUPrLY :
Chargea of/Management (remarks on order of busines) 519 (i.)
civil Govt. (Int. Dept. of) 530 (i).
Public 7Work8-Jneome: Harbora and Rivera (Ont.) 1266. Slides

and Booms, 1270 (ii).

Timber, Land and Coal Leases in the N. W. T., Res.
ir Amt. to Com of Sup., 1030-1041; neg. (Y. 43,
N. 99) 1074 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 751 (i), 1588, 1725 (ii).

Cochrane, Mr. E., East Northumberland.
Experimental Farm Stations establishment B. 124

(Mr. Carling) on M. for Com. on Res., 966 (ii).
Life-boat Service and Rewards, in Com. of Sap.,

1374 (ii).
Oleomargarine, on prop. Res. (Mr. Taylor) 1194 (ii).

SIPPLY:
Ocean and River Servite (Rewards and Life-boat service)

1374 (ii).
Immigration (general vote) 1417 (ii).

Cockburn, Mr. A. P., North Ontario.
I. C. R., Bactouche and Moncton branch (Ques.)

330 (i).
Navigable Waters protection (fisheries, &c.) B. 96 (NYr.

Poster) on M. for 20, 948; in Com., 951, 954 (ii).
Northern Pacific Junction Ry. Co.'s B. 25 (Mr. .McCar-

thy) on M. to trans. to Govt. Orders, 1663 (ii).
Riviére du Loup and Edmonston Ry. (Ques.) 331 (i).
Steamboat Inspection Act, 1882, Amt. B. 103 (Mr.

Foster) on prop. Res., 710 (i).
Trent Valley Canal, on M. for Ret., 901 (ii).

Colby, Mr. C. C., Stanstead.
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

B. in Com., 1670 (ii).
Prorogation (Ques.) 1703 (ii).
St. Lawrence and Atlantic Junction Ry. Co.'s incorp.

(B. 58, 1*) 226 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 771 (i).
Wire, iron or steel, &c., conc. in Ways and Means,

771 (i).

Cook, Mr. H. H. East Simcoe.
Business of louse, on M. to take Thursdays, 512 (i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. Bs, 92, 99, 118, on Ant.

(gr. Cameron, Vic.) to place on Govt. Orders,1221 (ii).
C. P. R. Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr. McLeaa) on Amt.

(Mr. McCarthy) to M. for 30, 1864 (ii).
Chippowa Indians, Pets. fron (Ques.) 1659 (ii).
Farm or Real Estate Banks, in Com. on Res. (Mr.

Orton) 583 (i).
Fishing in Muskoka District (Ques.) 1076 (ii).
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Cook, Mr. H. H.-Continued.
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thonpson)

in Com., 1665 (ii).
Franchise Act, instructions to Revising Officers, on M.

for copies, 51 (i).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Armt. (Mr. Thompson) 1142

(ii).
Navigable Waters protection (fisheries, &o.) B. 96

(Mr. Poster) on M. for 2°, 946 ; in Com., 950, 955 (ii).
Northern and Pacifie Junction Ry. Co.'s B. 25 (Mr.

McCarthy) on M. for Com., 1315; in Com., 1325 (ii).
Penetanguishene Lighthouse (Ques.) 1515 (ii).
Post Offices in Muskoka, &c., established (Mi. for Rot.)

43 (i).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr, Dickinson) on personal explana-

tion, 1171 (ii).
-- re Timber limits (personal explanation)

1167 (ii).
Roper, S. C. D., employment of by Govt. (Ques).

570 (i).
Squaw Island, Fishing Privileges, &c. (Ques.) 784 (i).
Timber, Land and Coal Leases in N.W.T., on Res. (Mr.

Charlton) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1067-1070 (ii).
Trent Valley Canal (M. for Ret.) 898; enquiry for Ret.,

1343 (ii).

Costigan, Hon. J., Victoria, N.B.
Adulteration Act Amt. (B. 108, 1°*) 747 (i)-
Adulteration of Food, in Com. of Sup., 1547 (ii).
Canal Tolls, amount collected (Ans.) 784 (i).
Consolid. Inland Rev. Acts Amt. (B. 101) prop. Res.,

601 ; in Com., 681; 1°* of B., 688 (i) ; in Com.,
1204 (ii).

Cullers, Timber, in Com. of Sup., 1544 (ii).
Excise, in Com. of Sup., 1543 (ii.)
Heney, John, refund to, on conc., 1774 (i).
Home Rule for Ireland, on prop. Res. (Hr. Blake) in

Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1024; (Amt.) 1096; agreed
to (Y. 117, N. 61) 1135; on Amt. (Mr. McMullen)
1132; on Amt. (Mr. Coughlin) 1137; on Amt. (Sir
John A. Macdonald) 1139; on Amt. (Mr. Mills),
1141 (ii).

Inland Revenue Act Amt. See "Consolidated."
Deptl. Rep. (presented) 31 (i).

Inspection Act Amt. (Ans.) 784.
Liquor License Act, 1883, Commissioners' and Inspec-

tors' emoluments (Ans.) 266 (i).
refund of fees (Ans.) 266 (i).

Miall's pamphlet against Can. Temp. Act (Ans.) 121 (i).
New Edinburgh and Gatineau Ferry (Ans.) 1172 (ii).
Oleomargarine, &c., on Res. (Mr. Taylor) respecting

legislation, 553; on Amt. (Mr. Paterson, Brant) to M.
to conc. in Ways and Means, 759 (i); in Com. on
B. 101, 1204 (ii).

Preventive service, in Com. of Sup., 1544 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of, Timber Limits, refutation of

charges, 1634 (ii).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont-

magny) censuring Govt., 309-315 (i).
s

Costigan, H on. J.-Continued.
Slides and Booms, in Com. of Sup., 1547 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Charges of Management (Aud. and Rec. Genl. Winnipeg) 521 (i).
Civil Govi. (Inland Rev. Dept.) 689 (i), contingencies, 881 (ii).
Collection o/ Revenues (Adulteration of Food) 1547; (Canais,

refund to John Reney) conc., 1774; (Oullers) 1544 (Excise,
preventive service) 1544; (salaries and stamps) 1543; (Slides
and Booms) 1547; (Weights and Keasares and Gas, salaries)
1514 (ii).

Ways and Means -The Tariff, 759 (i).
Weights and Measures Act, 1879, Amt. (B. 109) prop.

Res. and 1°* of B., 747 (i) ; 2° m., 957 (ii).
Weights and Measures and Gas, in Com. of Sup.,

1544 (ii).

Coughlin, Mr. T., North Middlesex.
Home Rule for Ireland, (Amt.) to Amt. (Mr. Blake)

1136 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of, re report of vote in Ottawa Free Press

1168 (ii).

Coursol, Mr. C. J., East Montreal.
Fabre, ilector, Rep. from (Ques.) 1661 (ii).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Amt. (Mr. McMullen) to

Amt. (Mr. Costigan) to Res. (Mr. Blake) 1127 (ii).
Immigration from France and work of M. Labelle

(Ques.) 1661 (ii).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont-

magny) censuring Govt., 134 (i).
-- Medical Commission (Ques. and M. for Rot.)

31 (i).
Select Standing Committees (Amt.) to add names, 36 (i).
West Indies, Trade relations with (Ques.) 785 (i).

Curran, Mr. J. J., Centre Montreal.
Burlington Bay Canal B. 76 (Sir HIctor Langevin) on

M. for 20, 518 (i).
Canal Tolls reduction (Ques.) 494 (i).
Criminal Law Amt. (seduction, &c.) B. 20 (Mr.

Charlton) in Com., 705 (i).
Court of Ry. Commissioners B. 6 (Mr. McCarthy)

on M. for 2°, 588 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in com., 1511 (ii).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Amt. (Mr. Costigan) to

Res. (Mr. Blake), 1101-1104; on Amt. (Mr.
Coughlin) 1137; on Amt. (Sir John A Macdonald)
1139; on Amt. (Mr. Mills) 1141 (ii).

Lachine Canal crossing in Montreal (Ques.) 426 (i).
Land Grants to Militia B. 142 (Mr. White, Cardwell)

in Com. on Res., 1456 (ii).
Life-saving apparatus, &c. (Ques.) 783 (i).
Montreal Board of Trade incorp. Acta Amt. (B. 90,

10*) 599 (i); 21 m., 856 (ii).
Privilege, Ques of, paragraph in Evening Journal, re

Execution of Riel, 301 (i).
Quebec Harbor Improvements further Loan B. 140

(Mr. McLelan) in Com. on Res., 1384 (ii).
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Curran, Mr. J. J.-Continued.
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont-

magny) censuring Govt., 125-134 (i).
St. Gabriel and Levee Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 116,

1° and 2°*) 876 (ii).
St. Lawrence River overflow (Ques.) 865 (ii).

Daly, Mr. M. B., -Halifax.
Sugar duties paid at lalifax and

898 (ii).

Davies, Mr. L. H., Queen's, P.E.I.
Adams, David J., schooner, seizure

of Sup., 1256 (ii).

Morrtreal (Ques.)

of, on M. for Com.

Address, on the, 27 (i).
Advances to P.E.I. (Ques.) 1378 (ii).
B. C. Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 896 (ii).
Books of Reference for depts., in Coin, of Sup., 88? (ii).
Business of House, on M. to take Thursdays, 512 (i).
Cab-hire, in Coin. of Sup., 870; telegraphing, 881 (ii).
C. P. R. Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr. McLelan) on Amt. (Mr.

Watson) to M. for 30, 1353 (ii).
expenditure in B.C., in Com. of Sup., 1449 (ii).

-- Port Arthur to Red River, in Com. of Sup.,
1449 (ii).

-- salaries, &c., of Staff, in Com. of Sup.,1450 (ii).
Can. Atlantic Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act Amt. B. 43 (Mr.

Mackintosh) in Com., 559 (i).
Cape Breton Island Ry. B. 143 (Sir Hector Langevin) in

Com. on Res., 1487 (ii).
Cape Race Lighthouse transfer B. 100 (Mr. Poster) in

Com. on Res., 673 (i).
Cape Tormentine Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 1158 (ii).
Chignecto Marine Transport Ry. B. 105 (Mr. Pope) on

prop. Res., 674 (i); on M. to conc. in Sen. Amts.,
1381 (ii).

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B. 106 (Mr. Chapleau)
in Com., 1229, on Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) to M. for 30,
1241 (ii).

Claims of P.E.I., settlement of, in Coin. of Sup., 1263 (ii).
Cleaning offices, in Com. of Sup., 885 (ii).
Criminal Law Amt. (law of evidence) B. 141 (Mr.

Thompson) in Com., 1464 (ii).
-- (seduction, &c.) B. 20 (Mr. Charlton) in Com.,

706 (i).
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 1454 (ii).
Disturbance in the N. W., duty of Govt. to bring down

further papers, on Amt. (Mr.Hall) to Res. (Mr. Blake)
506 (f).

Dom. Lands, in Com. of Sup., 1550 (ii).
Dorchester Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 893 (ii).
Bsquimalt Graving Dock, in Com. of Sup., 1157 (ii).
Experimental Farm Stations establishment B. 124 (Mr.

Carling) in Com., 1149, 1153 (ii).
Extra Clerks, in Com. of Sup., 880 (fi).
Farm or Real Estate Banks, in Com. on Res. ( Mr.

Orton) 584 (i).
Fines and Forfeitures B. 82 (Mr. Thompson) on M. for

20, 671 (i).

Davies, Mr. L. H.-Continued.
Fishing by Foreign Vessels in Can. Waters B. 136 (Mr.

Poster) on M. for 2°, 1422; in Con., 1423 (ii).
Fisheries Protection (Ques.) 494 (i).
Flag Treaty between U. S. and Spain, on M. for Cor.,

702 (i).
Franchise, Electoral Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1468, 1499, 1507 (ii).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1262 (i).
Hensley, Mr. Justice, Rep. of, re Trial of Gillis for

murder (M. for copy*) 802 (i).
I. C. R., Dalhousie branch, expenditure, M. to ref. to

Pub. Accounts Com., 227 (i).
Stellarton and Pictou branch B. 57 (Mr. Pope)

in Com., 604, 610; on M. for 30, 665 (i).
Inch Arran Hotel, on M. for Com. of Sup., 1533 (if).
Indian Title, extinguishment of, in N. W. T., on Res.

(Mr. Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 829-836 (ii).
Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 101 (Mr. Costigan) in

Com., 1204 (ii).
Interest in B. C., B. 22 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1245

(ii).
Justice, Administration of, in Com. of Sup., 891 (ii).
Kingston Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 892 (ii).
Legal Services in connection with Pub. Works, in Com.

of Sup., 1159 (ii).
Manitoba Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 893 (ii).
Militia, Dept. of, contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 878 (ii).
Morgan's "Annual Register," in Com. of Sup., 881 (ii).
Navigable Waters protection B. 96 (Mr. Foster) on M.

for 10, 630 (i) ; in Com., 953; on M. for 30, 1015 (ii).
Navigable Waters, works in, B. 130 (Sir Hector Lange-

vin), on M. for 2°, 1246; in Com., 1270 (ii).
Newspaper subscriptions, in Com. of Sup., 88t (ii).
Northern and Pacific Junction Ry. Co.'s B. 25 (Mir.

McCarthy) in Com., 1321 (ii).
Northern Light and winter communication with P.

E.I., on M. for Cor., 846 (ii).
Northumberland Straits Tunnel Ry. Co.'s B. 128 (31r.

ffackett) in Com., 1466 (ii).
N. W. T. Law Amt. B. 133 (Mr Thompson) in Com.,

1383, 1461 (ii).
Oleomargarine, in Com, on B. 101, 1204 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Kirk) Official Reps. anid head-

ings to extra copies, 632 (i).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 1549 (ii).
Public Accounts Com., explanation of non-attendance,

1144 (ii).
Public Works and Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1155,

115q, 1160, 1162 (ii).
Quebec Harbor Improvements further Loan B. 140

(Mr. .McLelan) in Com. on Res., 1385 (ii).
Queen's Birthday, on M. for adjnmt., 1455 (ii).
Real proporty in the N.W.T. B. 10 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1517 (ii).
Representation of the N.W.T. in Parlt. B. 115 (Sir John

A. Macdonald) in Com., 1216, 1253 (ii).
Returns, enquiry for (remarks) 65 (i).
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INDEX.
Davies, Mr. L. H.-Continued.

Revised Statutes of Can. B. 9 (Mr. Thompson) in Com.,
514 (i), 1227 (ii).

Rideau Hall, additions, alterations, repairs, &o., on M.
for Stmnt., 798 (i).

Roche, M., of N.S., transfer of, on M. for Sel. Com.,
to investigate charges against certain members,
1327 (ii).

St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup.,
1162 (il).

Senate, constitution of, on Res. (Mr. Mills) in Amt. to
Com. of Sup., 1281 (ii).

Slides and Booms, in Com. of Sup., 1547 (ii).
Summary proceedings before Magistrates B. 84 (gr.

Thompson) in Com., 715 (i).
Supreme Court, extra Reporter, in Com. of Sup., 891 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Administration of Justice, 891 (ii).
Civil Govt. (Interior Dept. of) 525 (i). Contingencies (Customs)

874; (Depts. generally) 886; (Gov. Gen.'s Sec.'s Office) 868;
(Finance, Dept. of) 881; (Iniand Revenue) 881; (Interior,
Dept. of) 881; (Militia, Dept. of) 878; (Post Office) 883:
(Privy Council Office) 870; (Public Works) 881; (Sec. of
State, Dept. of) 880 (i).

Collection of Revenues (Customs) 1454; (Dominion Lands) 1550;
(Post Office) 1549; (Slides and Booms) 1547 (ii).

Penitentiaries (B. C.) 896 ; (Dorchester) 893; (Kingston) 892;
(Man.) 893 (ii).

Public Works-Capital (Cape Tormentine Harbor) 1158;
(Esquimalt Graving Dock) 1157; (Public Buildings, Ottawa)
1155. Income: Buildings (N.S.) 1158; (P. E. I.) 1160-;
(Que.) 1162. Harbors and Rivers (P. E. 1.) 1262 (ii).

Railways-Capital :C. P. R. (expenditure in B. C.) 1449 ; (Port
Arthur to Red River) 1449 ; (salaries, &c. of staff ) 1450 (ii).

Terms of Union with P.E.I. (remarks) 692 (i).
Timber, Land and Coal Leases in N.W.T. on Res. (Mr.

Charlton) in Amt. to Com. of Sup. (Ques. of Ordor)
unparliamentary language, 1071 (ii).

Travelling expenses, in Com. of Sup., 882 (il).
Treaty of 1818, co-operation of Newfoundland (Qaes.)

494 (i).

Dawson, Mr. S. J., Algoma.
British Canadian Bank incorp. Act Amt. (B. 114,

1°*) 865 (ii).
C. P. R, confirmation of Agreement, in Com. on Res.

(Mr. McLelan) 942, 945 (ii).
-- Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr. MVcLelan) in Com.,

1199 (ii).
Dom. Lands Act, 1883, Amt. B. 94 (Mr. White, Card-

well) in Com., 930 (ii).
Fishing rights of Indians on Lakes Huron and Nipis-

sing, Pets., &c., on M. for copies, 694 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1473, 1507 (ii).
printing for distribution (remarks) 1746 (ii).

Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 1649 (ii).
Hudson's Bay Exploration (Ques.) 865 (ii).
Immigration, assisted and unassisted, on M. for Rot.,

659 (i).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1650 (ii).

Dawson, Mr. S. J.-Continued.
Indian Title, extinguishment of, on Res. (Mr. Laurier)

in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 839 (ii).
Kaministiquia River, in Com. of Sup., 1158 (ii).
Lake Superior Mineral Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 34, 1°*)

92 (i).
Logs, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means, 1591; cone.,

1726 (ii).
Life-boat service, rewards, &o., in Com. of Sup.,

1373 (ii).
Lighthouse koepers, salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1375

(ii).
Port Arthur Harbor, in Com. of Sap., 1158 (ii).
Printing and Stationery Bureau B. 132 (Mr. Chapleau)

in Com., 1555 (fi).
Private Bills, extension of time (M.) 393 (i).
Robinson Treaty, Indians under (M. for Cor.) 62 (i).
Rules of the House (prop. Amt.) 842 (ii).
St. Catharines Milling Co. law costs, in Com. of Sup.,

1769 (ii).
Ste. Ursule, Mattawin and Lake Temiscamingue Ry.

Co.'s incorp. B. 74 (Mr. Hurteau) on M. for 30, 957
(ii).

Settlers in Saugeon Peninsula, on M. for Com. of Sup.,
1541 (ii).

Subsidies (monoy) to Rys. B. 146 (5[r. Pope) in Com.
on Ros., 1613 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Geological Survey, 1649 (ii).
Lighthquse and Coast Service (salaries, &c.) 1375 (ii).
Jliscellaneous (St. Catharines Milling Co., law costs) 1769 (ii).
Indtans (grant to suppl. fund) 1650; (N.B.) 1651 (ii).
Ocean and River Service (Rewards, &c., and Life-boat service)

1373 (ii).
Public Works, Capital: (Port Arthur Harbor and Kaministiquia

River) 1158 (ii).
Thunder Bay colonisation Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Coin.

on Ros., 1613 (ii).
Timber, Land and Coal Loases in N.W.T. on Ros.

(Mr. Charlton) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1072.
Victoria and Sault Ste. Marie Junction Ry. Co.'s incorp.

(B. 95, 19*) 630 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 1591-1726 (ii).

Desjardins, Mr. A., -ochelaga.
Criminal Law Amt. (law of evidence) B. 3 (Mr.

Robertson, Hamilton) on M. for 30 (Amt.) 6m. h., 911,
neg. (Y. 59, N. 68) 912 (ii).

Debates, Official Rep. (M.) to conc. in 1st Rep., 66 (i).
Dom. Elections Act, 1874, Amt. B. 29 (ir. McCarthy)

on M. for 2°, 1186 (ii).
Fabre, Hector, Rep. from (Ques.) 1661 (ii).
French Canadian representation for Ont. in Sonate

(Ques.) 1633 (ii).
Immigration from France and work of M. Labelle

(Ques.) 1661 (ii).
Labelle, Rev. M., Immigration Rep. (Ques.) 1633 (ii).

Navigable Waters protection (fisheries, &c.) B. 96

(Mr. Foster) on M. for 2°, 949 (ii).
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Desjardins, Mr. A.-Continued.
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Amt. (Sir -Hector Langevin)

to M. (Mr. Amyot) for Rets. respecting commutation
of sentence, &c., 193 (i).

Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Montmagny)
censuring Govt., 206-213 (i).

St. Maurice, Faucher de, on Parliamentary Procedure,
in Com. of Sup., 1741 (ii).

St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Cam. of Sup.,
1693 (ii).

Stoney Mountain Penitentiary, prisoners' health (Ques.)
1172 (i)

SUPPLY:
Legislation: Miscellaneous (Faucher de St. Maurice, on Parlia-

nent Procedure) 1741 (ii).
Penitentiaries (St. Vincent de Paul) 1693 (ii).

Timber, Land and Coai Leases in N.W.T., on Res.
(Mr. Charlton) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 10G6 (ii).

Desaulniers, Mr. A. L., Maskinongé.
Half-breed prisoners in the N.W. (M. for copies of O.C.*)

60 (i).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont-

magny) censuring Govt., 338-341 (i).
-- recommendation to mercy by jury (Ques.),
62 (i).

Dickinson, Mr. M. K., Russell.
Privilege, Ques. of, Timber limits

tion) 1168 (ii).
(perso

Dodd, Mr. M., Cape Breton.
Nova Scotia and Western Ry. Co.'s incorp.

185 (i).
Roche, M., N.S., transfer of, on prop. Res.

for Sel. Com., 1174 (ii).

nal explana-

(B. 56, 1°*)

(Mr. Blake)

Dundas, Mr. J. R., South Victoria, Ont.
Franchise Act, instructions to Revising Officers, on

M. for copies, 52 (i).
- expenses under, in Com. of Sup., 1751 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Legilation : Miscellaneous (Franchise Act: expenses under)

suppl., 1751 (i).

Dupont, Mr. F., Bagot.
Senate, constitution of, on Res. (Mr. Mills) in Amt. to

Com. of Sup., 1294 (ii).

Edgar, Mr. J. D., West Ontario.
Bankruptcy and Insolvency, legislation (Ques.) 59 (i)•
C. P. R. Act Amt. B. 131 (Kr. McLelan) on Amt. (Mr.

McCarthy) to M. for 3°, 1362, 1366 (ii).
B. C. section (Ques.) 121 (i).
Gravenhurat to Callander, lase of line (M. for

copies of agreements, &c.,) 391 (i).
-- Northern Pacific Ry. agreement (Ques.) 633 (i).
Colonisation Co.'s letters patent incorp. (M. for copies).

65 (i).

Edgar, Mr. J. D.-Continued.
Commercial Treaties, negotiations (Ques.) 844 (ii).
Copyright, laws relating to (M. for Sel. Com.) 377,

382 (i).
Duck, Geo., Dom. Land Agent at Prince Albert, Rep.

of (M. for copy*) 58 (i).
Flour and Coal duties, abolition of, on Res. (Mr. Mit-

chell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1446 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com. 1498, 1505, 1510, 1512, (ii).
I. C. R., Paspebiac branch (Ques.) 186 (i).
Imperial Titles (M. for Rot., 698 (i).
Insolvent Banks, Insurance Co's, &c., Act Amt.

(B. 15, 1°) 48; 2 m., 437 (i) ; in Com., 908, 1179 (ii).
Insolvent Debtor's discharge (B. 71, 10 *) 393 (i).
Northern and Pacific Junction Ry. Co.'s B. 25 (Mr.

McCarthy) onQues of Order, 1316; in Com., 1320 (ii).
Pickering Post Office irregularities (M. for copies of

Reps.) 60 (i).
Prince Albert Colonisation Co., exchauge of land (Ni.

for O.C.*) 58 (i).
(M. for Sel. Com.) 489; agreed to (Y. 150, N.

1) 481; on M. to add nanes to Com., 493 (i).
Privilege, Ques. of, re supposed Telegrams read in

House, 781 (i).
(personal explanation) re Revising Officer,

East Toronto, 1701 (ii).
Representation of N. W.T. In Parlt., on M. (Sir John

A. Macdonald) for Address to Her Majesty, 867;
English legislation (Ques.) 1514 (ii).

Revised Statutes of Gan. B. 9 (Mr. Thompson) in Com.,
1225 (ii).

Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Amt. (Sir ifector Lange-
vin) to M. for Rets. (Amt.) 186 (i).

-- deputation to (Ques.) 785 (i).
Stephenson, Rufus, Inspector of Colonisation Co.'s,

Rep. of (M. for copy*) 58 (i).
Subsidies (land) to IRys. B. 147 (Mr. White, Cardwell)

in Com., 1709 (ii).
Supreme and Exchequer Court Act Amt. (B. 21, 10)

60 (i).

Everett, Mr. C. A., St. John (N.B.) City and County.
Address, The, moved, 2 (i).
Cordage, manila and sisal, in Com. on Ways and Means,

1585 (ii).
Iron sand or globules, &c., conc. in Ways and Means,

780 (i).
Registered Letters, compensation for (Ques.) 1378 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 780 (i), 1585 (ii).

Fairbank, Mr. J. H., East Lambton.
C. P. R. Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr. McLelan) on Amt.

(Mr. Watson) to M. for 30, 1351; on Amt. (Mr.
McCarthy) 1367 (ii).

Port Arthur to Red River, in Con. of Sup.,
1696 (ii).
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Fairbank, Mr. J. H.-Continued.

Contingencies, &c., Militia, in Com. of Sup., 1307 (i).
Criminal Law Amt. (burglars) B. 28 (Mr. Robertson,

Eastings) on M. for 2°, 1185 (ii).
Dom. Lands Act, 1883, Amt. B, 94 (Mr. White, Card-

well) in Cor., 922, 926 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1476, 1501, 1506, 1666, 1668 (ii).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 1415 (ii).
Indian Administration of the N. W., on Res. (Ur.

Cameron, Euron) in Amt. to Com. of Sup. (remarks)
742 (i).

Mining Law Amt (Ques.) 844 (ii).
Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 1657 (ii).
N. W. Central Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. 17 (Kr. Beaty)

on Amt. (Ur. Mitchell) to M. for Com., 994 (il).
Oleomargarine, &c., on Amt. (Mr. Bowell) to Amt.

(Mr. Paterson, Brant) to M. to conc. in Ways and
Means, 762 (i); on prop. Res. (Mr. Taylor) 1194 (ii).

Royal Military College, in Com. of Sup., 1308 (ii).
St. Catharines Milling Co., law costs, in Com. of Sup.,

1770 (ii).
Sonate, constitution of, on Res. (Mr. Mills) in Amt. to

Com. of Sup., 1292 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Militia, Dept. of, contingencies) 1307 (ii).
Immigration (general vote) 1415 (il).
Militia (Royal Military College) 1308 (ii).
Miscellaneous (St. Catharines Milling Co., law costs) 1770 (i).
Miounted Police, 1657 (il).
Railways-Capital: 0.P.R. (Port Arthurto Red River) 1696 (ii).

Ways and -Means-The Tariff, 762 (i).

Farrow, Mr. T., East Buron.
Colonisation Co.'s and settlers (Ques.) 330 (i).
Dom. Lands, in Com. of Sup., 530 (i).
Experimental Farm Statioins establishment B. 124

(Mr. Carling) on M. for Com. on Res., 968 (ii).
Indemnity to Members Act Amt. (prop. B.) 38; prop.

Res., 121 (i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Interior, Dept. of) 540 (i).

Ferguson, Mr. C. P., North Leeds and Grenville.
Cordage, manilla and sisal, in Com. on Ways and Means,

1585 (ii).
Experimental Farm Stations establishment B. 124

(Mr. Carling) on M. for Com. on Res., 964 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Ant. B. 138 (Ur. Thompson)

in Com., 1481, 1670 (ii).
Immigration, assisted and unassisted, on M. for Ret.,

644(i).
in Com. of Sup., 1400 (ii).

Indian Administration of N.W., on Rea. (.Mr. Cameron,
Euron) in Amt. to Com. of Sap., 739-741 (i).

Oleomargarine, &c., on prop. Res. (Mr. Taylor) 1190 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of (personal explanation) re Rev. Mr.

Robertson, 1592 (ii).

Fergùson, Mr. C. F.-Comtinued.
Subsidies (land) to Eys. B. 147 (Mr. White, Cardwell) in

Com., 1712 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Collection j nRevenues (Weights and Measures.and Ga, salaries,
&c.) 1546 (ii).

Immigration (general vote) 1400 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 1586 (ii).
Weights and Measures and Gas, in Com. of Sup.,

1546 (ii).

Ferguson, Mr. J., Welland.
Animals Contagious Diseases B. 19 (Mr. Mulock) in

Com., 865 (ii).
Fruit, green, conc. in Ways and Means, 753 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 753 (i).

Fisher, Mr. S. A., Brome.
Consolid. Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 101 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Com. on Res. (oleomargarine) 688 (i).
Dom. Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1091 (ii).
Experimental Farm Stations establishment B. 124 (Mr.

Carling) in Com., 1151 (ii).
Flour and Coal duties, abolition of, on Res. (Mr.

Mitchell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1430 (ii).
Fruit, green, conc. in Ways and Means, 752 (i).
Logs, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means, 1590; conc.,

1727 (ii).
Montreal Armories, in Com. of Sup., 1163 (ii).
Oleomargarine, &c., on Res. (Mr. Taylor) respecting

legislation, 549; on Amt. (Mr. Bowell) to Amt. (Mr.
Paterson, Brant) to M. to conc. in Ways and Means,
764, 769 (i).

Pipes, gas and wator, &c., onc. in Ways and Means,
756 (i).

Public Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1163 (ii).
Quarantine, in Com. of Sup., 1417 (ii).
Sonate, constitution of, on Res. (Mr. Mills) in Arnt. to

Com. of Sup., 1289 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Art, Agriculture, 4-c. (Dom. Exhibition) 1091 (ii).
Collection of Revenues (Weights and Measures and Gas, salaries,

&c.) 1545 (ii).
Public Work-Imcome: Public Buildings (Que.) 1163 (ii).
Quarantine (general vote) 1417 (ii).

Timber Island, Lake Ont., sale of (Ques.) 784 (1).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 152, 764, 768, 772 (i)

1590 (i).
Weights and Measures and Gas, in Com. of Sup., 1545.
Whips, conc. in Ways and Means, 770 (i).
Wire, iron or steel, conc. in Ways and Means, 770 (i).

Forbes, Mr. J. F., Queen's, N.S.
Brooklyn Breakwater, N.S., repairs (Ques.) 265 (i).
Hardware and Ry. Supplies purchased in Halifax (K.

for Ret.*) 58.(i).
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Foster, Mr. G. E., King's, N.B.
Adams, David J., schooner, seizure of (remarks) on M.

for Com. of Sup., 1254 (ii).
American Fishermen, depredations by (Ans.) 783 (i).
Aspy Bay fishery dispute (Ans.) 1076 (ii).
Buoys and Beacons, in Com. of Sup., 1377 (ii).
C.P.R. Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr. McLelan) on Amt. (Mr.

Watson) to M. for 30, 1350 (ii).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 104 (Mr. Orton) on

Amt. to place on Govt. Orders, 1218 (i).
Cape Race Lightship and steam Fog-whistle, Mess.

from His Ex. (presented) 226 (i).
-- Lighthouse, transfer (B. 100) prop. Res., 513, in

Com., 672; 1°* of B., 673 (i).
Cod Liver Ol and Guano industries, in Com. of Sup.,

1757 (ii).
Disturbance in the N. W., duty of Govt. to bring down

further papers, on Amt. (Mr. Rall) to Res. (Mr.
Blake) 508 (i).

Fisheries Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 1698 (ii).
--- &c., in Com. of Sup., 1542 (ii).

deep-water in B. C., on M. for Cor., 496 (i).
joint Commission, respecting, on M. for Ret.,

392 (i).
-- protection and Marine Police, regulations issued,

on M. for copies, 458; (Ans.) 494 (i).
-- protection in Manitoba (Ans.) 692 (i).

Fishery negotiations (Ans.) 120 (i).
Fishing by Foreign Vessels Act Amt. (B. 136, 1°)

1310; 2Q m., 1421; in Com., 1423; M. to conc. in
Son. Amts., 1703 (ii).

-- Bounties, claims for, on M. for copies, 698 (i).
--- in Muskoka District (Ans.) 1076 (ii).

License Fees (Ans.) 1076 (ii).
Fog-whistles, maintenance, in Com. of Sup, 1375 (ii).
Govt. Steamers, maintenance and repairs, in Com. of

Sup., 1372 (ii).
Hamond, B., employment of by Govt. (Ans.) 1379 (ii).
Harbor Master of Sarnia (Ans.) 692 (i).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Amt. (Mr .Mills) 1141 (ii).
Hudson's Bay Exploration (Ans.) 266 (i), 865, 1378;

in Com. of Sup., 1658 (ii).
1. C. R. Stellarton and Pictou branch B. 57 (Mr. Pope)

in Com., 619 (i).
Immigration, assisted and unassisted, on M. for Rot.,

649 (i).
La Canadienne and Alliance, collision (Ans.) 1660 (ii).
Life-boat service and rewards, &c., in Com. of Sup.

1372 (i).
Life -saving apparatus, &c, (Ans.) 783 (i).
Lighthouse and Fog alarme, in Com. of Sup., 1376 (ii).
Lighthouse-keepers, salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup.,

1375 (ii).
Lobster Fishing in P. E. I. (Ans.) 31 (i).
Macdonald, Hugh, and Pilotage Commission (Ans.)

68 (i).
Mails, carriage of, in P. B. I. (Ans.) 495 (i).
Marine, Deptl. Rep. (presented) 31 (i).

F oster, Mr. G. E.-Continued.
Marine and Fisheries, Rep. of Min., 1869, on M. for

copy, 391 (i).
Police Force in Can., on M. for Ret., 384,

386 (i).
Meteorological Observatories, in Com. of Sup., 1377 (ii).
Moody, John, employment of by Govt. (Ans.) 1379 (ii).
Nataskowan River, estuary of, rent paid (Ans.)

1379 (ii).
Navigable Waters Protection (B. 96, 10) 630 (i);

20 m., 946; in Com., 950; 3° m., 1015 (ii).
Northern Light and winter communication with P.E.I.,

on M. for Cor., 846, 852 (ii).
Obstructions in nav. rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1374 (ii)
Penetanguishene Lighthouse (remarks) 1515 (ii).
Port Rowan Life-saving service, on M. for Cor., 786 (ii).
Printing Immigration pamphlets, in Com. of Sup.,

1398 (ii).
Scatterie Fog-whistle superintendent, on M. for Cor.,

787 (i).

Senate, constitution of, on Res. (Mr. Mlls) in Amt to
Com. of Sup., 1280 (il).

Steamboat Inspection Act, 1882, Amt. (B. 103) prop.
Res. and 1°* of B., 710; 20, and in Com., 1086 (ii).

Stellarton and Pictou Ry. See "I. C. R."
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Fisheries, Dept. of) 691 (1), suppl., 1698 (ii); (Marine
Dept. of) 691 (i), contingencies, 886 (ii).

Fisheries (Cod Liver Oil and Guano industries) 1757; (salaries,
&c.) 1542 (ii).

Immigration (printing pamphlets) 1398 (ii).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Buoys and Beacons) 1377; (Fog-

whistles, &c., maintenance) 1375; (salaries, &o.) 1375 (il).
Miscellaneous (Hudson Bay Expedition) 1658 (ii).
Ocean and River Service (Govt. steamers) 13i2; (Obstructions

in nav. rivers) 1374; (Rewards, &c., and Life-boat service)
1372; (Winter Mail service, P. E. I.) 1375; (Wrecks and Cas-
ualties) 1374 (ii).

Scientfic institutions (Meteorological Observatories) 1377 (ii).

Timber, Land and Coal Leases in N. W. T., on ]Res.
(Mr. Charlton) in Amt. to Com. of Sup. (remarks)
1062 (ii).

Treaty of 1818, co-operation of Newfoundland (Ans.)

494 (i).
Windsor, Ont., Harbor Master at (Ans.) 785 (i).
Winter Mail Service, P.E.I.. in Com. of Sup., 1375 (ii).
Wrecks and Casualties, in Com. of Sup., 1374 (ii).

Gaudet, Mr. A., Nicolet.
Wire fencing, from Lévis to Rivière du Loup (Ques.)

544 (i).

Gault, Mr. M. H., West Montreal.
Buoys and Beacons, &o., in Com. of Sup., 1377 (ii).
Burlington Bay Canal B. 76 (Sir Bector Langevin) on

M. for 2°, 518 (i).
Can. and Antwerp Mail Subsidy, in Com. of Sup.,

1371 (ii).
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Gault, Mr. M. H.-Continued.
Consolid. Inland Rev. Acts Amt. B. 101 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com. on Res. (oleomargarine) 688 (i).
C. P. R. bonds, application for (remarks) -04 (i).
Cordage, manilla and sisal, in Com. on Ways and Means,

1585 (ii).
Customs Seizure at Montreal, settlement (Ques.) 1343;

(remarks) 1369, 1594 (ii).
Dom. Elections Act Amt., 1874, B. 29 (Mr. McCarthy)

on M. for 20, 1186 (ii).
Father Point deep-water pier (Ques.) 633 (i).
Flour ani Coal duties, abolition of, on Res. (Mr.

Mitchell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1441 (ii).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 1388 (ii).
Imperial Titles, on M. for Ret., 699 (i).
Lachine Canal, lots on basins (Ques.) 633 (i).
Land Grants to Mi litia B. 142 (Mr. White, Cardwell) on

M. to introd., 1421; in Com. on Res., 1457; on M.
for 20, 1572 (ii).

Militia Regiments visit to Gre.at Britain (Ques.) 709 (i).
Observatories, in Com. of Sup., 1377 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of, application for colonisation lands,

1198; (explanation) 1421 (ii).
Quebec Harbor Improvements further Loan B. 140 (Mr.

McLelan) in Com. on Res., 13ý4 (ii).
Revenue frauds by Montreal firms (Ques.) 709 (i).
SUPPLY:

Immigration (general vote) 1388 (ii).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Buoys and Beacons) 1377 (ii).
Mail Subsidies (Canada and Antwerp) 1371 (ii).
Scientîfic Jnstitutions (Observatories) 1377 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 1585 (ii).
West Indies, Trade relations with (Ques.) 785 ().

Gigault, Mr. G. A., Rouville.
Experimental Farm SLations establishment B. 124 (Mr.

Carling) in Com., 1147 (ii).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont.

magny) censuring Govt., 96-99 (i).

Gillmor, Mr. A. H., Charlotte.
Chignecto Marine Transport Ry. B (105) (Mr. Pope)

on prop. Res., 679 (i).
Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B. 106 (Mr. Chap-

leau) in Com., 1237 (ii).
Cod Liver Oil and Guano industries, in Com. of Sup.

1757 (ii).
Consolid. Inland Rev. Acts Amt. B. 101 (Mr. Costigan)

in Coin. on Res. (oleomargarine) 687 (i).
Culling Timber, in Com. of Sup., 1544 (ii).
Dom. Lands, in Com. of Sup., 537 (i).
Flour and Coal duties, abolition of, on Res. (Mr.

Mitchell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1440 (ii).
Fruit, green, conc. in Ways and Means, 754 (i).
Harbors and Rivers, N. B., in Com. of Sup., 1264 (ii).
Iron sand or globules, &c., conc. in Ways and Means,

780 (i).

Gillmor, Mr. A. H.-Continued.
Justice, Administration of, in Com. of Sup., 888 (ii).
Logs, &c., in Coin. on Ways and Means, 1590 (ii).
Marine Police Force in Can., on M. for Ret., 385 (i).
Navigable Waters protection (fisheries, &c.) B. 96 (Mr,

Poster) on M. for 2°, 946 (ii).
Oleomargarine, &c., on Res. (Mr. Taylor) respecting

legislation 552 (i).
Rideau Hall, additions, altorations, repairs, &., on M.

for Strnnt., 800 (i).
SUPPLY:

Administration of Justice, 888 (ii).
Civil Govt. (Interior, Dept. of) 537 (i); (Post Offile, contingen-

cies) 884 (ii).
Collection of Revenues, (Oullers, salaries, &c.,) 1544 (ii).
Fisheries (Cod Liver Oil and Guano industries) 1757 (i).
Public Works-ncome: larbors and Rivera (N.B.) 1264 (ii),

Travis, Judge, in Com. of Sup., 888 (ii).
Ways and Means-ThoTariff, 754, 780 (i), 1590 (ii).

Girouard, Mr. D., Jacques Cartier.
Navigable Waters protection (fisheries, &c.) B. 96 (Mlr.

Foster) in Coin., 952 (ii).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Ros. (gr. Landry, Mont-

rnagny) censuring Govt., 332-338 (i).

Glen, Mr. F. W., South Ontario.
C. P. R., Ieased lines, amounts paid by

(Ques.) 368 (i).
Dom. Lands, pre-emption entries, &c.,i

and unpaid (M. for Ret.*) 393 (i).

Co. as ront, &c.

amounts owing

Gordon, Mr. D. W., Vancouver Island.
Dom. Lands, in Com. of Sup., 542 (i).
Chineso immigrants (M. for Rot.) 382 (i).

Immigration Act Amt. B. 106 (Mr. Chapleau)
in Com., 1229; on Amt. (Mr. Shakespeare) to M.
for 3°, 1243 (ii).

Esquimalt and Nanaimo Ry., inspection, &c. (Ques.)
363 (i).

_ B. 47 (Mir. Pope) on M. for 30, 602 (i).

Fog-whistles, maintenance, &3., in Com. of Sup.,
1375 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Lighthouse and Coaet Service (Fog-whistles, &c., maintenance)

1375 (ii).
Vancouver Ry. reservos, Squatters, pro-emption records

(Ques.) 369 (i).
White Fish fry at fish hatcheries M. for Rot., 788

(i).

Guay, Mr. P. M., Lévis.
Quebec Central Ry. Co.'s Subsidy (Ques.) 783 (i).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mir. Landry, Mont-

magny) censuring Govt., 223-226 (i).
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Guillet, Mr. G., .Northumberland, West Riding.
Fishing rights of Indians on Lakes Huron and Nipis-

sing, Pets, &c., on M. for copies, 696 (i).
Life-boat service and rewards, in Com. of Sup., 1374 (ii).
Oleomargarine, &c., on prop. Res. (Mr. Taylor) 1191 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Civil Govt. (Interior Dept. of) 512 (i).
Ocean and River Service (Rewards and Life-boat service) 1374 (i).

Gunn, Mr. A., Kingston.
Land Grants to Militia B. 142 (Mr. White, Cardwell)

in Com. on Res., 1457 (i).
Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup,, 1657 (ii).
Sugars, conc. in Ways and Moans, 774 (i), 1724 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Mounted Police, 1657 (ii).
Tête du Pointe, Barracks (Ques.) 1240 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 774, 777 (i).

Hackett, Mr. E., Prince, P. E. 1.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amts. Bs. 92,

Amt. (Mr. Cameron, Victoria) to
Orders, 1221 (ii).

Cape Breton Island Ry. B. 143 (Sir
in Com. on Res., 1488 (ii).

Chignecto Marine Transport Ry. B.
on prop. Res., 675 (i).

99 and 118, on
place on Govt.

-Hector Langevin)

105 (Mr. Pope)

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B. 106 (Mr. Chapleau)
in Com., 1238 (ii).

Farm or Real Estate Banks, in Com. on Res. (Mr.
Orton) 583 (i).

Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)
in Com. 1468 (ii).

larbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1263 (ii).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Amt. (Mr. McMullen) to

Amt (Mr. Costigan) to Res. (Mr. Blake) 1115 (ii).
I. C. R. Stellarton and Pictou branch B. 57 (Mr.

Pope) in Com., 615 (i).
Justice, &dministration of, in Com. of Sap., 889 (ii).
Lobster Fishing in P.E.I. (Ques.) 31 (i).
lVorthern Light and winter communication with P. E.I.,

on M. for Cor., 849 (ii).
Northumberland Straits Tunnel Ry. Co.'s (B. 128, 1°*)

1014; in Com., 1466 (ii).
Riel, Louis, case of, Pets. from Provincial Govts.

(Ques.) 634 (i).
SUPPLY:1

Administration of/Justice, 889 (ii).
Public Works-Income : Harbors and Rivers (P.E.I.) 1263 (ii).

H aggart, Mr. J. G., South Lanark.
Can. Atlantic Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act Amt. B. 43 (Mr.

.Mackintosh) in Com., 555, 612 (i).
Gananoque, Perth and James' Bay Ry. Co.'s Subsidy,

in Com. on Res., 1624 (ii).
North Canadian Pacifie Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 73,

1°*) 426 (i).
Northern and Pacifie Junction Ry. Co.'s B. 25 (Mr.

McCarthy) on M. for Com. (Ques. of Order) 1316 (ii).

Haggart, Mr. J. G.-Continued.
Prince Albert Colonisation Co., on M. (Mr. Edgar) for

Sel. Com., 491 (i).
Printing of ParILt., on M. to cone. in Four th Rep. of

Com., 1198 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of, Timber Limits re applications, 1143;

refutation of charges, 1634 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1624 (i).
Timber, Land and Coal Leases in N.W.T., on Res. (Mr.

Charlton) in Amt to Com. of Sup., 1073 (ii).

Hall, Mr. R. N., Sherbrooke.
Consentini, Girolamo, naturalisation (B. 37, 1°*) 93 (i).
Copyright, laws relating to, on M. (Mr. Edgar) for Sel.

Com., 381 (i).
Disturbance in the N.W., duty of Govt. to bring down

further papers (Amt) to Res.'(Mr. Blake) 505 ; agreed
to. (Y. 110, N. 63) 511 (i).

Northern and Pacific Junction Ry. Co.'s B. 25 (Mr.
McCarthy) on Amt. (Mr. Mulock) to M. to conc. in
Sen. Amts, 1676 (ii).

Hesson, Mr. S. R., South Perth.
Bounty on Pig Iron B. 150 (Mr. McLelan) in Com. on

Res., 1718 (ii).
Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B. 106 (Mr. Chapleau)

in Com., 1239 (ii).
Consolid. Inland Rev. Acts Amt. B. 101 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com. on Bos. (oleomargarine) 688 (i).
Dom. Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1091 (ii).
Dom. Lands, in Com. of Sup., 539 (i).
Experimental Farm Stations establishment B. 124

(Mr. Carling) on M. for Com. on Res., 963; in Com.
on B., 1150 (ii).

Farm or Real Estate Banks, on M. (Mr. Orton) for Com.
on Res., 430; in Com., 433, 437, 572, 583 (i).

Flour and Coal duties, abolition of, on Res. (Mr. Mtt-
chell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1430 (ii).

Fruit, green, conc. in Ways and Means, 751 (i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sap., 1387 (ii).
Lggal services, in Com. of Sup., 1160 (ii).
Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 1656 (ii).
Logs, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means, 1589; conc.,

1727 (ii).
N.W. Central Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. 17 (Mr. Bealy)

on Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) to M. for Com., 994; on M.
to adjn. deb., 1004; in Com., 1013 (ii).

Oleomargarine, &c., on Amt. (Mr. Bowell) to Amt (Mr.
Paterson, Brant) to conc. in Ways and Means, 761.
765 (i).

Printing and Stationery Bureau B. 132 (Mr. Chapleau)
in Com., 1565 (i).

Public Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1160 (ii).
Rideau Hall, additions, alterations, repairs, &c., on M.

for Stmnt., 797 (i).
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Hesson, Mr. S. R.-Continued.

Rideau Hall, gardening and grounds, amounts paid,
on M. Ior Stmnt., 796 (i).

'Riel, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Montnagny)
censuring Govt. (remarks) as to time for closing
debate, 300 (i).

Sugars, cono. in Ways and Means, 777 (i).
Subsidies (land) to ]Rys. B. 147 (Mr. White, Cardwell)

in Com., 1712 (ii).
SVPPLY:

Arta, Agriculture, ec. (Dom. Exhibition) 1091 (ii).
Civil Govt. (Interior, Dept. of ) 527 (i).
Coll'ection qf Revenues (Weights and Measures and Gas, salaries)

1545 (il).
Immigration (general vote) 1387 (il).
Mfounted Police, 1656 (üi).
Public Worklc-Income: Buildings (N. S.) 1160 (ii).

Timber, Land and Coal Leases in N.W.T., on Res. (Mr.
Charlton) in Amt. to Coma. of Sup., 1057-1059 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 751, 761-765, 777 (i),
1579, 1727 (ii).

Weights and Measures and Gas, in Com. of Sup., 1545.

Hickey Mr. 0. E., Dundas.
Animalis Contagions Diseases B. 19 (Mr. Mulock) M.

to adjn. deb., 911 (ii).
Druggists (B. 99, 1°*) 691 (i).
Franchise, Blectoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1478 (ii).
Fruit, green, conc. in Ways and Means, 752 (1).
Land Grants to Militia B. 142 (Mr. White, Cardwell)

in Coin. on Res., 1456 (ii).
Oleomargarine, &c., on Res. .-(Mr. Taylor) respecting

legislation, 551; on Amt. (Mr. Bowell) to Amt. (Mr.
Paterson, Brmnt) to M. to conc. in Ways and Means,
763 (i).

SUPPLY:
Collection of Revenues (Weights and Measures and Gas, salaries,

&c.) 1547 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 752, 763 (i).

Hilliard, Mr. G., West Peterborough.
Trent Valley Canal, on M. for Ret., 901 (ii).
Navigable Waters protection (fisheries, &o.) B. 96 (Mr.

Poster) oi M. for 20, 949; in Com., 951 (ii).

Holton, Mr. E., Chateauguay.
Custome Seizures at Montreal, on M. for Com. of Sup.,

1684 (ii).
Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 542 (i).

expenditures (Ques.) 633 (i).

display and Colonial Exhibition (Ques.) 692 (i).
Mutual Life Association of Can. (Ques.) 1379 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Interior, Dept. of) 542 (i).

Homer, Mr. J. A. R., New Westminster.
Dom. Lands in B.C., seulement, on M. for Cor., 497 (i).
Shuswap and Okanagan Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 33, 1°*)

92 (i).
4

Hurteau, Mr. H., L'Asomption.
Repentigny Wharf, expenditure (Ques) 634 (i).
Ste. Ursule, &c., and Lake Temiscamingue Ry.

inoorp. (B. 74, 1°*) 496 (i); 30 M., 957 (ii).
Go.'s

Innes, Mr. J., South Wellington.
Guelph Junction Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act Ant. (B. 78,

1°O.) 460 (i).
Ingersoll, London and Chatham .Ry. Subsidy, in Com.

on Bos., 1599 (ii).
Pensions, N. W. Rebellion, in Com of Sup., 1742 (ii).
Printing and Stationery Bureau B. 132 (Mr. Chapleau)

on M. for 2°, 1528; in Com., 1558 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1598 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Pensions (N.W. Rebellion) 1742 (il.)

Irvine, Mr. D., Carleton, N. B.
Consolid. Inland Rev. Acts Amt. B. 101 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com. on Res. (oleomargarine) 688 (i).
Customs Appointment at Woodstock, N. B. (Ques.)

1075 (ii).
Experimental Farm Stations establishment B. 124

(Mr. Carling) on M. for Com. for Res., 967 (ii).
Fruit, green, conc. in Ways and Means, 753 (i).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sap., 1264 (ii).
I. C. R., Stellarton and Pictou branch. B. 57 (Mr.

Pope) in Com., 628 (i).
SUPPLY:

Administration ofJJustice, 888 (ii).
Public Worka-Income : Harbors and Rivers (N. B.) 1264 (il).

Travis, Judge, in Com. of Sap., 888 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 753, (i).

Ives, Mr. W. B., Richmond and Wolfe.
Animalis Contagious Diseases B. 19 (Mr. Mulock) on M.

to consdr. B., 910 (ii).
Business of House on M. to take Thursdays, 512 (i).
1. C. R., Stellarton and Pictou branch B. 57 (Mr.

Pope) on M, for 30, 666 (i).
Insolvent Banks, Insurance Co.'s, &o., B. 15 (Mr. Edgar)

in Com., 908 (ii).
Land Grants to Ry. Co.'s B. 117 (Mr. White, Cardwell)

on M. for 30, 1017 (ii).

Logs, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means, 1588 (ii).
Lumber and saw logs, free export (Ques.) 634 (i).
N. W. Central Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. 17 (Ur. Beaty)

on A rt. (Mr. Mitchell) to M. for Com., 985 (ii).
Prince Albert Colonisation Co., on M. to add names to

Sol. Com. (Ques. of Order) 493 (i).
Private Bills, presentation, extension of time (M.)

66 (i).
Privilege, Ques. of, paragraph in Globe, 1077 (ii).
Rocky Mountain Rangers, issue of Scrip to (Ques.)

543 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 1588 (ii).
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Jackson, Mr. J., South Norfolk.
C. P. R. bonds held by Govt. (Ques.) 495 (i).
Consolid. Inland Rev. Acts Amt. B. 101 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com. on Res. (oleomargarine) 686 (i).
Debt, floating (Ques.) 1076 (ii).
Deposits in Govt. Savings Banks (Ques.) 1218 (ii).
Immigration, assisted and unassisted, on M. for Rot.,

637 (i).
Oleomargarine, &c., on Amt. (Mr. Paterson, Brant) to

conc. in Ways and Means, 758 (i).
Port Rowan life-saving service (M. for Cor.) 703;

(remarks continued) 785 (i).
or Port Royal, harbor of refuge (M. for Ret.)

65 (i).
Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 103 (Mr. Poster) in

Com., 1087 (ài).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 758 (i).

Jamieson, Mr. J., North Lanark.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. (B. 92, 1) 599 (i); Bs.

92, 99 and 118, on Amt. (Mr. Cameron, Victoria) to
place on Govt. Orders, 1220; on Amt. (Mr. Bergin) to
M. (Mr. Blake) for Sel. Com. re M. Roche, 1339 (i).

Intoxicating Liquors Act Amt. B., on prop. Res. (Mr.
Beaty) 904 (ii).

Senate, constitution of, on Res. (Mr. Mills) in Amt. to
Com. of Sup., 1285 (ii).

Jenkins, Mr. J. T., Queen's, P.E.L.
Experimental Farm Stations establishment B. 124 (Mr.

Carling) in Com., 1149 (ii).
Health Statisties, in Com of Sup., 1094 (il).
Northern Light, and winter communication with P.E.I.

(M. for Cor.) 845 (ii).
Oleomargarine, &c., on prop. Res. (Mr.Taylor) 1194 (ii).
Roche, M., of N.S., transfer of, on M. (Mr. Blake) for Sel.

Com., 1329 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, 4jc. (Eealth Statistics) 1094 (ii).

Kaulbach, Mr. 0. E., Lunenburg.
Cape Breton Island Ry. B. 143 (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 1495 (ii).
Mining Law Amt. (Ques.) 844 (ii).
Navigable Waters protection (fisheries, &c.) B. 96

(Mr. Foster) on M. for 2', 949 (i).
Nictaux and Atlantic Ry. (remarks) on intrdn. of B.

146, 1636 (i).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on iRes. (Mr. Landry, Mont-

magny) censuring Govt., 323-325 (i).
Subsidies to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) on M. to introd.,

1636 (ii).

Kilvert, Mr. F. E., Hamilton.
Northern and North-Western Junction Ry. Co.'s (B.

65, 1°*) 393 (i).

King, Mr. G. G., Queen's, N.B.
Dredging, in Com. of Sup., 1269 (i).
Fruit, green, conc. in Ways and Means, 753 (i).
I.C. R., Stellarton and Pictou branch B. 57 (Mr. Pope)

in Com., 629 (i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 1413 (ii).
Jemseg Creek, N.B., Navigation (Ques.) 369 (i).
Logs, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means, 1590 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Immigration (general vote) 1413 (ii).
Public Work8-Income: Dredging, 1269 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 753 (i), 1590 (ii).

Kinney, Mr. J. R., Yarmouth.
Bank of Yarmouth (B. 69, 1°*) 393 (i).
I. C. R., Stellarton and Pictou branch B. 57 (Mr.

Pope) in Com., 626 (i).
Nova Scotia Steamship Co.'s inoorp. (B. 51, 10 *)

149 (i).
Subsidies to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) on M. to introd.,

1638; (personal explanation) 1639; in Com.,
1705 (i).

Western Counties Ry. (remarks) on intrdn. of B.,
146,1638; in Com., 1705 (ii).

Windsor Branch Ry., settlement (Ques.) 1240 (ii).
Yarmouth Steamship Co.'s incorp. (B. 91, 1> *) 599 (i).

Kirk, Mr. J. A., Guysborough.
Baddock, N. S., Custom House (Ques.) 1379 (ii).
Canals, in Com. of Sup., 1752 (ii).
Canso and Port Hood steamship subvention, in Com.

of Sup., 1371 Cii).
Cape Breton Island Ry. B. 143 (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com. on Res. (Ques. of Order) 1491, 1494 (ii).
Caraguet Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on Res., 1604 (ii).
Clergyman in Inverness Co., on personal explanation

(remarks) 1541 (ii).
Culling Timber, in Com. of Sup., 1544 (ii).
Custoims, in Com. of Sup., 1454 (ii).
Dufferin Gate, Quebec, claims of H. J. Beemer (Ques.)

1661 (ii).
Fisheries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1542 (ii).
Fish Importations (M. for Rot.) 370 (i).
Flag Treaty between U.S. and Spain, on M. for Cor.,

701 (i).
Flour and Coal duties, abolition of, on Res. (Mr. Mit.

chel) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1429 (il).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1469 (i).
Fruit, green, cone. in Ways and Means, 755 (i).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1261 (ii).
I. C. R., McCann Station to Joggins Ry. Subsidy in

Com. on Res., 1615 (ii).
Stellarton and Pictou branch B. 57 (Mr. Pope)

in Com., 607, 612, 616, 622; on M. for 30 , 666 (i).
Stellarton and Pictou branch, O. C., Pets.,

&c. (M. for copies*) 802 (i).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1652 (ii).
Ingersoll, London and Chatham Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in

Com. on Res., 1604 (ii).
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Kirk, Mr. J. A. -Continued.

Lighthouses and Fog alarms, in Coin. of Sup., 1376 (ii.)
McDonald, Angus, appointment as Census enumerator

(M. for copy *) 438 (i).
Public Buildings generally, in Com. of Sup., 1166 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of, Official Reps. and headings to extra

copies, 630 (i).
Quebeo and Lake St. John Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com.

on Res., 1623 (ii).
Rys. or Repeal, telegram to Halifax Mail (read) 1615

1628 (ii).
Seatterie Fog-whistle Superintendent, M. for Cor.,786 (i).
Short Line Ry. in N.S., on M. for copies of Cor.,

445 (i).
Short Line Ry., Montreal and Salisbury (Ques.) 1240;

(M. for copy of contract) 1309 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (5fr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1615 (ii).
Subsidy to N.S., readjustment (M. for Ret.) 449 (i).
SUPPLY:

Canala-Income (Kiscellaneous) 1453, 1752 (ii).
Collection ol Revenues-(Cullers' salaries, &c.) 1544; (Oustoms)

1454 (ii).
Fisheries (salaries, &c.) 1542 (ii).
Indian. (N.B.) 1652 (il).
Lighthouse and Coat Service (Lighthouses and Fog alarms)

1376 (il).
Mail Subsidies, ge. (Canso and Port Hood) 1371 (ii).
-Public Works-Income: Buildings (generally) 1166; Harbors

Rivers (N.S.) 1261 (ii).
Truro to Newport Ry.Subsidy, in Com.on Res.,1620 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 755 (i).

Kirkpatrick, Hon. G. A., Frontenac. See SPEAirER, Mr.

Iranz, ]Kr. H., North Waterloo.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 104 (Mr. Orton) M. to

place on Govt. Orders, 1218; neg. (Y. 35, N. 134)
1223 (ii).

German representation in Sonate (Ques.) 1661 (ii).

Labrosse, Mr. S., Prescott.
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res (Mr.

magny) censuring Govt., 366 (i).
Landry, Mont-

Landerkin, Mr. G., South Grey.
Animals Contagious Diseases B. 19 (Mr. Mulock) on M.

for 29, 861; in Com., 864 (ii).
Bonds, counterfeit, Govt. (Ques.) 121 (i).
Calgary and Fort Macleod Mail Service, Tenders for

(M. for Ret.*) 35 (i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Bs. 92, 99 and 118, on Amt. (Mr.

Cameron, Victoria) to place on Govt. Orders, 1222 (ii).
Census of N.W.T., names, &c., of employés (M. for

Stmnt.*) 66 (i).
Corinth, Post Office at (Ques.) 843; in Com. of 1 Sup.,

885 (ii).
Dom. Lands, in Com. of Sup., 534 (i).
Farm or Real Estate Banks, in Com. on Res. (Mr.

Orton) 433 (i).

Landerkin, Mr. G.-Continued.
Franchise Act, instructions to revising offlcers, on M.

for copies, 53 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1504, 1672 (ii).
Fruit, green, conc. in Ways and Means, 752 (i).
Haldimand, issue of Writ (9.) 912; (Ques ) 1015, 1077,

1141, 1171 (ii).
appointment of returning officer (Ques.) 1144,

1172 (ii).
Half breed Claims Commission, 1877, Reps. of (M. for

Ret.) 634 (i).
Harbor Master of Sarnia (Ques.) 692 (i).
Hay tax in the N.W.T. (Ques.) 121 (i).
Heney, John, claim of, for refund of tolls (M. for Ret.*)

392 (i).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Amt. (Mr. McMullen) to

Amt (Mr. Costigan) to Res. (Mr. Blake) 1111 (ii).
Inspection Act Amt. (Ques ) 7c4.
Inspectors or Commissioners of Indian Affairs in N.W.

(M. for copy of O.C.*) 438 (i).
Land Improvement Fund, amount due Ont. (Ques.)(266,
Land Sales in N.W., 1884-85 (Ques.) 120 (i).
Military Branch and District Staff, salaries, in Com. of

Sup., 1298 (ii).
Mongrain, Louison, papers in connection with trial, &o.

(M. for copies*) 392 (i).
Naturalisation Act Amt. (Ques.) 709 (i).
N. W. Central Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. 17 (Mr. Beaty)

on Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) to M. for Com., 998 (ii).
Oleomargarine, on prop. Res. (Mr. Taylor) 1193 (ii).
Palmerston and Georgian Bay Ry. (remarks) on M.

that Com. rise, 1627 (ii).
Peterborough Post Office site (Ques.) 843 (ii).
Printing and Stationery Bureau B. 132 (àfr. Chapleau)

in Com., 1556 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Bryson) on quotation from

"Parliamentary Companion," 1077, 1078 (ii).
Rideau Hall, additions, alterations, repairs, &c., on M.

for Stmnt., 800 (i).
Settlers in Saugeen Peninsula, on M. for Com. of Sup.,

1540 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1627 (ii).
Summary Proceedings before Justices, &c., B. 84 (Mr.

Thompson) in Com., 806 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Civil Gove. (Interior, Dept. of) 525 (i); (Post Office, contingen-
cies) 885 (ii) ; (Sec. of State, Dept. of) 524 (1).

Collection of Revenues (Weights and Measures an'd Gas, salaries,
&c.) 1544 (ii).

Militia (Salaries, District and Branch Staff) 1298 (ii).
Timber sales on Georgian Bay Islands (Ques.) 898 (ii).
Trent Valley Canal, fees paid to Poisett and Roger

(Ques.) 843 (ii).
-- payments for right of way (Ques.) 843 (ii).
Union Suspension Bridge B. 72 (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com., 518 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 752 (i).
Weights and Measures and Gas, in Com. of Sup., 1544.
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Landry, Mr. P. A., Kent, NB.
Can. Atlantic Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act Amt. B. 43 (Mr.

Mackintosh) in Com., 558 (i).
Easter, Adjnmt. for (remarks) 748 (i).
Moncton and Buctouche Ry. Co.'s Subidy, in Com. on

Res., 1597 (ii).
Returns, expense in producing (M. for Ret.) 386 (i).
Revised Statutes of Canada B. 9 (Mr. Thompson) in

Com., 1225 (ii).
Rideau Hall, contingencies, on M. for Ret., 794 (i).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont-

magny) censuring Govt., 213-223 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1597 (ii).
Timber Land and Coal Leases in N. W. T., on Res.

(Mr. Charlton) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1062 (ii).

Landry, Mr. P., Montmagny.
Central Board of Agriculture (Ques.) 631 (i).
La Canadienne and Alliance, collision (Ques.) 1660 (ii).
Riel, Louis, Execution of (Res. of regret) 59 ; Order

read, 62; (M.) 68 (i).
-- Medical Commissioners (M. for Cor.) 814 (ii).

- - Sanitary Commission, Reps., &c. (M. for copies)
693 (i).

Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction limitation (B.
13, 10) 11 (i).

Langelier, Mr. F., Mégantic.
Brigade Majors alaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1302 (ii).
Citadel, drainage- and water supply (Ques.) 843 (ii).

in Com. of Sup., 1742 (ii).
Cod Liver Oil and Guano industries, in Com. of Sup.,

1758 (ii).
Calling Timber, in Com. of Sup., i544 (ii).
Dom. Lands Act, 1883, Amt. B. 94 (Mr. White, Card-

well) in Com., 923, 925, 928 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt., B. 138 (Mr. Thonpson)

in Com., 1511, 1670 (ii).
Fisheries, salaries, &c., in Cam. of Sup., 1542 (ii).
Fishing Bounties, claims for (M. for copies) 697 (i).
Flour and Coal duties, abolition of, on Res. (Mr.

Mitchell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1129 (ii).
France and Quebec Steamship subsidy; in Com. of

Sup., 1370 (ii).
Govt. Buildings, Quebec, water supply (Ques.) 843 (ii).
Hamond, E., employment ofby Govt. (Ques.) 1379 (ii).
Harbors ànd Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1265 (ii).
Hébert, Hubert, Revising Offcer of Montmagny

(Ques.) 569 (i).
I. C. R., Marois, Elzéar, claim of (Ques.) 784 (i).

-- oil barrels, sale of (M. for Rot. *) 802 (i).
St. Charles branch, in Com. of Sup., 1451 (ii).

Interest in B.C., B. 22 (Mr. Thonpson) in Com., 1245
(ii).

Observatories, in Com. of Sup., 1377 (ii).
Mail Subsidies, in Com. of Sup,, 1370.

Langelier, Mr. F.-Continued.
Manitoba Penitentary, in Com. of Sup., 896 (ii).
Nataskowan River, estuary of, rent paid (Ques.) 1379

(ii).
Navigable Waters, works in, B. 130 (Sir Bector Lange-

vin) in Com., 1270 (ii).
Quarantine, in Com. of Sup., 1417 (il).
Quebec and Lake St. John Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com.

on Res., 1623 (ii).
Quebec Harbor Improvements further Loan B. 140 (fir.

McLelan) in Com. on Res., 1384 (ii).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont

magny) censuring Govt., 139-149 (i).
Sir Alex. Campbell's Memo., amounts paid news-

papers (Ques.) 67 (i).
St. Lawrence River Navigation (B. 46, 1Q) 119 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1623 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Collection of Revenues (Oullers' salaries, &c.) 1544 (ii).
Fisheries (Cod Liver Oil and Guano industries) 1758; (salaries,

&c.) 1542 (ii).
Mail Subsidies, ec. (France and Que.) 1370 (ii).
Militi2 (Brigade Majors salaries) 1302; (draining zCitadel of

Que.) 1742 (ii).
Pmnitenti2ries (Man.) 896 (ii).
Public Works : Harbors and Rivers (Que.) 1265 (il).
Quarantine (general vote) 1417 (ii).
Railways-Capital : I.O.R (St. Charles Branch) 1451 (ii).
Scient4fic Institutions (Observatories) 1377 (ii).

Wurtele, Hon. J. S., appointment as Judge (Ques.)
E65, 912, 1342 (ii).

Langevin, Hon. Sir Hector, Three Rivers.
Address, on the, His Ex.'s reply (presented) 92 (i).
Advances to P.E.I. (Ans.) 1378 (ii).
Annunciation Day, renarks on adjamt., 301; (M.)

368 (i).
Ash-Wednesday, adjmnt. for (M.) 66 (i).
Aspy Bay Fisheries, despatches, &c., Mess. from Ris

Ex. (presented) 807 (ii).
As-iniboine River improvements (Ans.) 784 (i).
Baddeck, N.S., Custom house (Ans.) 1379 (il).
Baie des Chaleurs Ry. Co. (Ans.) 1482 (ii).
Baie des Chaleurs iRy. Co.'s (B. 144) prop. Res., 1455;

M. for Com. on Res., 1482; in Com. 1496 ; M. to
conc. in Res., 1515 ; 1°* of B., 1516; on 20, 1630 (ii).

Bayfield Harbor repairs, on. M. for Cor., 383 (i).
Boucherville Islands, obstructions in channel (Ans.)

495 (i).
Brooklyn Breakwater, N.S., Repairs (Ans.) 265 (i).
Budget, the (Ans.) 330 (i).
Burlington Bay Canal (B. 76, 1') 426; 2 m., 518 (i).
Business of the Session (remarks) 691 (i).
Butternut Ridge, N.B., Postmaster (Ans.) 1075 (if).
Cab-hire, in Com. of Sup., 881 (if).
Cabinet representation for B.C. (Ans.) 369 (ii).
C. P. R. bonds, application for (remarks) 704 (i).

tariffs (Ans.) 1076 (ii).
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Langevin, Hon. Sir Hector-Continued.
Can. Temp. Act, legislation respecting (Ans.) 912 (ii).
Canso and Port Hood steamship subventions, in Com.

Of Sup., 1372 (ii).
Cape Breton Island Ry. (B. 143) prop. Res., 1455,

1485; in Com., 1486; M. to conc. in Res. and 10* of
B., 1515 (ii).

Cape Tormentine Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 1158 (ii).
Central Ont. Ry. Co.'s B. 67 (Mr. White, Hastings) in

Com, 783 (i).
Claims of P.E.I., settlement of, in Coni. of Sup.,

1263 (ii).
Copyright, laws relating to, on M. (Mr. Edgar) for Sol.

Com., 380, 382 (i).
Còrinth Post Office (Ans.) 843 (ii).
Criminal Law Amt (seduction, &c.) B 20 (Mr. Charl-

ton) on M. to conc.in Sen. Amts. (objection) 1326 (ii).
Oruelty to Animals Prevention B. Il (Mr. Charlton)

names added to Sel. Com., 439 (ii).
Digby Pier, rebuilding of (Ans ) 31, 42 (i).
Disturbance in the N.W., confidential papers, Mess.

from His Ex. (presented) 368 (i).
- - duty of Govt. to bring down further papers, on

Res. (Mr. Blake) 498 (i).
--- report of operations and war claims (remarks)

1343 (ii).
Dom. Elections Act. Amt., on M. to introd. B., 877 (ii).
Dredging, in Com. of Sup., 1269 (ii).
Dufferin Gate, Quebec, claims of H. J. Beemer (Ans)

1661 (ii).
Dunnville Dam and Bridge tolls (B. 139, 1°) 1378 (ii).
Easter, adjnmt. for (remarks) 718 (i); (M.) 865 (ii).
Engineers' certificates, Mess. from His Ex. (pre-

sented) 599 (i).
Esquimalt Graving Dock, in Cem. of Sup., 1156, 1752&
Fabre, Hector, Rep. from (Ans.) 1661 (ii).
Farm or Real Estate Banks, on M. (Mr. Orton) for Com.

on Res., 432 (i).
Father Point deep-water pier (Ans) 633 (i).
Fishing Rights of Indians on Lakes Huron and Nipis-

sing, Pets. &c., on M. for copies, 695 (i).
Flying column for N.W., on M. for Cor., 635 (i).
Gov. Gen. and StafF's salaries, on M. for Stmnt., 795 (i).

travelling expenses, on M. for Ret., 792 ().
Govt. Buildings, Quebec, water supply (Ans.) 844 (ii).
Govt. Business (M. to take in Thursdays) 512 (i);

Wednesdays, 1014; M. to take in Saturday and Mon-
day, 1592 (ii).

Graham, Mr., appointment of as Legal Agent at Halifax
(Ans.) 1514 (ii).

Haldimand, issue of Writ (Ans.) 1144, 1171 (ii).
retnrning officer (Ans.) 1144 (ii).

Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sap, 1261, 1264,
1266, 1269, 1754 (ii).

Home Rule for Ireland (M.) appointing day for dis-
cussion, 1075 (ii).

Langevin, Hon. Sir Hector--Continued.
Home Rule Res., inperfect dispatch to English

press (remarks) 1381. (ii).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 1387 (ii).
Indemnity to Members, on prop. Rcs. (Ur. Parrow)

(Amt.) to proceed to consdn. "f Ros. (Mr. Landry,
Montmagny) censuring Govt. for execution of Louis
Reil, 121 (i).

Independence of Parlt. Act, breach of, on M. to ref. to
Sel. Com. (Amt.) 1595 (ii).

Indian Administration of the N. W., on Res. (Mr.
Cameron, Euron) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 730-733
(personal explanation) 745 ().

Indian Lands, Letters Patent (B. 102, 1°) 2Q m., 807;
20 and in Com., 808 (ii).

Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1650 (ii).
Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 101 (Mr. Costigan) in

Com., 1205 (ii).
Insolvent Banks, Insurance Co.'s, &c., B. 15 (Mr.

Edgar) in Com., 908; M. to place consdn. of Sen.
Amts. on Govt. Orders, 1592 (ii).

I. C. R., St. Charles branch, in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ii).
Interpretation Act Amt. (B. 80, 1°¥) 488; 2° m., 519;

M. for Com., 712 (i).
Jemseg Creek, N.B., navigation (Ans.) 369 (i).
Justice, Administration of, in Com. of Sup., 1698 (ii).
Kaministiquia River, in Com. of Sup., 1157 (ii).
Kingston Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 1164, 1745 (ii).
Lake Man. navigation (Ans.) 369 (i).
Lanoraie, construction of wharf at (Ans.) 1173 (ii).
Legal services in connection with Pub. Works, 1159 (ii).
Letters Patent for Indian Lands (B. 102, 1°) 692 (i).
London Infantry School, in Com. of Sup., 1753 (ii).
Lotbiniére Mail Service (Ans.) 709 (i).
Macdonald, Sir John, illnoss of, letter from physician

(read) 543 (i).
Man. Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 1754 (ii).
Metapediac to Paspebiac Ry. See "Baie des Chaleurs."
Montreal Armories, in Com. of Sup., 1162 (ii).
-- Board of Trade Acts Amt. B. 90 (Mr. Curran)

on M. for 2°, 856 (ii).
Mounted Police, in Com of Sup., 1656, 1746; barracks,

1754 (ii).
Mount Middleton, N. B., Postmaster (Ans.) 1075 (ii).
Mud Creek Dams, raising of (Ans.) 1746 (ii).
Navigable Waters, construction of works (B. 130, 10)

1075; 2° m., 1246 (ii).
Navigation in Man. waters (Ans.) 1217 (ii).
Nerepis Station, N. B., Postmaster (Ans.) 1075 (ii).
Northern Pacific Junction Ry. Co.'s B. 25 (Mr.

McCarthy) on Sen. Amts., 1605 (ii).
Northumberland Straits Ry. Tunnel Co.'s B. 128 (Mr.

Backett) in Com., 1466 (ii).
N. W. Central Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. 17 (Mr. Beaty)

on Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) to M. for Com., 983 (ii).
Olcomargarine, in Com. on B. 10!, 1205 (ii).
Pensions, Robellion of 1885, in Com. of Sap., 1154;

(Ans.) 1198 (ii).
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INDEX.
Langevin, Hon. Sir Hector-Continued.

Peterborough Post Office site (Ans,) 843 (ii).
Photographs of Pub. Works, in Com. of Sup., 1160 (ii).
Pickering Post Office irregularities, on M. for copies

of Reps., 60 (i).
Plante, Jean Baptiste, claim of, on M. for copies,

697 (i).
Port Arthur Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 1157 (ii).
Port Rowan or Port Royal harbor of refuge, on M. for

Ret., 65 (i).
Postmaster General's Deptl. Rep. (presented) 58 (i).
Post Office Act., 1875, Amt. (B. 77, 10*) 437; 20 m.,

519; M. to ref. back to Com., 710 (i).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 1547 (ii).

Savings Banks in Man. (Ans.) 62 (i).
Post Offices in Muskoka, &c., established, on M. for

Ret., 43 (i).
-in North Wellington (Ans.) 1173 (ii).

Prince Albert Colonisation Co., on M. (Mr. Edgar)
for Sel. Com., 489 (i).

Printing and Stationery Bureau B. 132 (Mr.~Chapleau)
in Com., 1554 (ii).

Printing of Parlt., on M. to conc. in Fourth Rep. of
Com., 1197 (ii).

Private Bills, Reps. from Com. (Ms.) to extend time,
543 (i), 897 (ii).

Privy Couneil Office, in Com. of Sup., 1697 (ii).
Publie Accounts Com. meeting of (remarks) 1514 (ii).
Public Buildings, in Comof Sup., 1154, 1158, 1160, 1162,

1165, 1745.
Public Officials and outside employment, on M. for

Ret., 383 (i).
Public Works, DeptI. Rep. (presented) 21 (i).
Quebec and Lake St. John Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com.

on Res., 1621 (ii).
Quebec Harbor improvements further Loan (B. 140)

prop. Res., 1342; in Com., 1383; 1°* of B., 1385
(ii).

Queen's Birthday, prop. M. for adjnmt, 1431; (M.)
1455 (ii).

Red River improvements (Ans.) 1240 (ii).
Registered Letter-s, compensation for (Ans.) 1378 (fi).
Repairs, furniture, &c., public buildings, in Com of Sup.,

1261 (if).

Repentigny wharf expenditure (Ans.) 634 (i).
Representation of the N.W.T. in Pailt., joint Address

agreed to, 1013 (ii).
- (B. 115) prop. Res. (fees and expenses) 1143,

conc. in, 1223. (ii).
--- English legislation (Ans.) 1514 (i).
Return, incomplete, shareholders in Co.'s (remarks)

1168 (ii).
Returns, enquiries for (remarks) Indians of Ft. Wil-

liam reserve, 119 (i).
Rice, increased duty on (Ans.) 369 )i).
Rideau Hall, additions, alterations, repairs, &c., on M.

for Stmnt., 797 (i).
-- contingencies, on M. for Ret., 794 (i).

Langevin, Hon. Sir Hector-Continued.
Rideau Hall, fuel and light, on M. for Ret., 795 (i).
-- gardening and grounds, amounts paid, on M.

for Stmnt., 796 (i).
Rideau River floods (Ans.) 1076 (ii).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont-

magny) censuring Govt., 73 (Amt.) previous Ques-
tion, 77 ; (M.) to make Res. first Order of the day,
119; (Amt.) to proceed to consdn. of Res (Mr.
Landry, Montmagny) censuring Govt., 121; Ms. to
resume adjd. deb., 149, 186 (i).

--- Medical Commissioners, on M. for Cor, 844 (ii).
Rivière aux Lievres improvements (Ans.) 426 (i).
Roads and Bridges, in Com. of Sup., 1270, 1745 (ii).
Sable and Spanish Boom and Slide Co.'s B. 36 (Mr.

Sutherland, Oxford) on Order for Com., 494; in Com.,
782 (i).

St. Andrews Rapide, improvements (Ans.) 495 (i).
St. Lawrence River Navigation B. 46 (Mr. Langelier)

on M. to introd., 119 (i).
St. Lawrance River overflow (Ans.) 865 (ii).
St. Mauri o, Faucher de, on Parliamentary Procedure,

in Com. f Sup., 1740 (ii).
St. Patrick', Day (M. for adjnmt.) 185 (i).
St. Peter's il rbor, P.E.I. (Ans.) 1514 (ii).
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup.,

1162 (ii).
Sanitary Commission, &c., Reps., &c., on M. for copies,

693 (i).
Select Standing Coms., on.M. to add names, 36; (Amt.)

to Amt., 37 (i).
Settlers in Saugeen Peninsula, on M. for Com of S ip

1539 (ii).
Slides and Booms, in Com. of Sap., 1270 (ii).
Speeches in Parlt., on prop. Res. (Mr. Charlton) limit-

ing, 791 (i).
Squaw Island, fishing privileges, &c. (An .) 784 (i).
Strathlorne, N.S., Postmaster, dismissal o'f, on M. for

Cor., 59 (i).
Subsidies (land) to Rys. B 147 (Mr. W'e, Cardwell) on

M. for 30, 1714 (ii).
-- (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) prop. Res.,

1551; in Com. on B., 1704 (fi).
to Rys. (Ans.) 68; (remarks) 1514 (ii).

Sultan, steam-tug, award of Dom. Arbitrators on M.
for copy, 904 (ii).

Summary Proceedings before Justices, &o., B. 84 (Mr.
Thompson) in Com., 807 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Charges of Management (remarks on going intt Com. 519;

(A sst. Financial Inspector) 520 (i).
Civil Govt. (Indian Affairs, Dept. of)688; (Post Office Dept.)690

(i), 883 (ii); (Privy Council Office) 522 (i), 842, 1697 (ii);
(Public Works, Dept. of) 691 (i), (contingencies) 881 (fi);
(Rys. and Canals, Dept. of) 691 (i).

Collection f Revenues (Post Office, Mail Service, salaries, &c.)
1547 (i).

Immigration (general vote) 1387 (ii).
Indians (B. 0.) 1652; (grant to suppi. fund) 1

N.W.T.) 1653; (N.B.) 1651 ; (N.B.) 1651 (ii).
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INDEXs
Langevin, Hon. Sir Hector-Continued.

SUPPLY-Continued.
Justice, Administration of, 1698 (ü).
Legislation : Miscellaneous (Faucher de St. Maurice on Parlia-

mentary Procedure) 1740 (ii).
Mounted Police, 1656, 1746 (ii).
Mail Subsidies, c. (Canso and Port Hood) 1372 (ii).
Pnssions (Rebellion of 1885) 1154 (ii).
Public Works-Capital: Buildings (Kingston Penitentiary)

1745; (Ottawa) 1154. Cape Tormentine Harbor, 1158 ; Esquimalt
Graving Dock, 1156, 1752; Port Arthur and Kaministiquia
River, 1157; Roads and Bridges, 1270, 1745; Repairs, &c., 1745
(ii). Income: Buildings (B.C.) 1166; (Ont.) 1163,1745, 1753;
(Que.) 1162, 1753; (Man.) 1165, 1745; (N.B.) 1162; (N.W.T.)
1166, 1745; (N.S.) 1158; (P.E.I.) 1160. Dredging, 1269. Har-
bors and Rivers (B.C.) 1269; (Man.) 1269, 1754; (Mar. Provs.
generally) 1264; (N.B.) 1263; (N.S.) 1261, 1755; (N.W.T.)
1269, 1754; (Ont.) 1266, 1755; (P.E.I.) 1262; (Que.) 1264,
1755. Repairs, furniture, &c. (Public Buildings) 1261. Slides
and Booms, 1270. Telegraphs, 1755 (ii).

Railway8s-Capital: I.C.R. (8t. Charles Branch) 1452 (ii).

Telegraphs, in Com. of Sap., 1755 (ii).
Thompson, Mr., M.P., decease of (remarks) 802 (i).
Timber Island, Lake Ont., sale of (Ans.) 784 (i).
Timber Sales on Georgian Bay Islands (Ans.) 898 (ii).
Trent Valley Canal, on enquiry for iRet. (remarks)

1343 (ii).
Union Suspension Bridge (B. 72, 1°t-) 393; 2° m., 518 (i)•

War Claims Commission, N.W.T., fRep.(Ans.) 1421 (ii),
Wharf at Selkirk (Ans.) 495 (i).

Laurier, Hon. W., East Quebec.
Administration of the N. W.T., on Rest (Mr. Mills) in

Amt to Com. of Sup., 1735 (ii).
Amnesty, general, in the N.W.T (prop. Res.) in Amt.

to Com. of Sup., 1257 (ii).
Batoche, papers found at, diary of Riel, minute book,

&c., of insurgent Council (M. for copies*) 58 (i).
C. P. R. and North Shore Ry. correspondence (M. for

copies) 60 (i).
Disturbance in the N.W., Amnesty, general (prop.

Res.) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1257 (ii).
Her Majesty vs. parties tried in connection with

Rebellion, &c. (M. for Ret.*) 60 (i).
- Scrip to Half-breeds who took part in Rebellion

(Ques.) 1075 (ii).
lalf-breed Claims (remarks) on presentation of

Stmnt., 746 (i).
-- enumeration of, Rep. of Commission (M. for

copiee*) 58 (i).
Harbors and Rivera, in Com. of Sup., 1265 (ii).
Indemnity to Members, on Res. (Mr. Farrow) and Mr.

Blake's Ques. of Order, 124 (i).
Indian Title, extinguishment of in N. W. T. (Res.) in

Amt. to Com. of Sap., 809-818 ; neg. (Y. 64, N.
106) 841 (ii).

New Glasgow to Montcalm Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on
Res., 1614 (ii).

Prince Albert Colonisation Co., suggestion to add
members to Select Com. and precedents, 491 (i).

Laurier, Hon. W.-Continued.
Privilege, Ques. of (personal explanation) re alleged

omission from Official Reps., 186 (i).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landru, Mont.

magny) censuring Govt., 174-185 (i).
-- Petitions for commutation of Sentence (Ques.)

35 ; (M. for copies*) 58 (i).
- Sir Alex. Campbell's Memo., cost of publishing
(Ques.) 66; amounts paid newspapers (Ques.)
67 (i).

St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup.,
1692 (ii).

Senate, constitution of, on Res. (Mr. Mills) in Amt. to
Com. of Sup., 1291 (ii).

Short Line Ry., Montreal, St. John and Halifax Sub-
sidy (M. for copies of 0. C., &c.) 65 (i).

Subsidies to .Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com. on Res.,
1614 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Penitentiaries (St. Vincent de Paul) 1692 (ii).
Public Works Income : Harbors and Rivers (Que.) 1265 (ii).

Treston, Jas. and others, receipt of Pet. (Ques.) 785 (i).

Lesage, Mr. C. A., Dorchester.
1. C. R., Reservoir, &c., at Lévis (Ques.) 1378 (ii).
Piton, Septimus and Arless Soptimus (Ques.) 544 (i).
Quebec and Lévis Ferry service (Ques.) 121 (i).
Smith, R., of Quebec, Wood purchases from *(Ques.)

544 (i).

Lister, Mr. J. F., West Lambton.
British American Bank Note Printing Co., charges

against (Ques.) 62 (i).
Cape Breton Island Ry. B. 146 (Sir Hector Langevin)

remarks and Cor. road on intrdn. of B., 1637 (ii).
Dominion Ry. Act. Amt. B. re compensation (Ques.)

426 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1468, 1668, 1670 (ii).
Franchise Act, instructions to Revising Officers, on M.

for copies, 52 (i).
Grape Vines imported under valuation (Ques.) 370 (i).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1268 (ii).
Harbor Master of Sarnia (Ques.) 692 (i).
Immigration, assisted and unassisted, on M. for Ret.,

648 (i).
Maritime Court of Ont. Jurisdiction B. 5 (Mr. Allen) in

Com., 561 (i).
Moody, John, employment by Govt. (Ques.) 1379 (ii).
Northern and Pacific Junction Ry. Co.'s B. 25 (&fr.

McCarthy) on Sen. Amts. 1609; on Amt. (Mr.
Mulock) to M. to conc. in Son. Amts., 1682 (ii),

N. W. Central Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. 17 (Mr. Beaty) on
Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) to M. for Com., 993 (ii).

Point Pelee Naval Reserve (Ques.) 120 (i).
Rideau Hall, contingencies, on M. for Ret., 795 (i).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont-

magny) censuring Govt., 367 (i).

xxxi
- -i



INDEX.

Lister, Mr. J. P.-Continued.
St. Catharines Milling Co. law costs, in Com of Sup.,

178 (ii).
St. Maurice, Faucher de, on Parliamentary Procedure,

in Com. of Sup., 1741 (i).
Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 103 (Mr. Foster) in

Com., 1087 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) on M. to

introd., 1637 (ii).
Sammary Proceedings before Justices, &c., B. 84 (Mr.

Thompson) in Com., 806 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Legislation : Miscellaneous (Faucher de St. Maurice on Parlis-
mentary Procedure) 1741 (ii).

Miscellaneous (St. Catharines Killing Co. law costa) 1768 (ii).
Public Work-Income : Harbors and Rivers (Ont.) 1268 (ii)

Timber, Land and Coal Leases in N. W. T., on Res.
(Mr. Charlton) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1059-1062 (ii).

Windsor, Ont., Harbor Master at (Ques.) 785 (i).

Macdonald, Mr. A. C., King's, P. E.1.
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (]&r. Thompson)

* in Com., 1477 (ii).
Navigable Waters, works in, B. 130 (Sir Hector

Lûngevin) in Com., 1271 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Public Works-Income: Buildings (P.E.I.) 1161.
and Rivers (P.E.I.) 1262 (ii).

Harbors

Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A., Carleton, Ont.
Adams, David J., schooner, seizure of, on M. for Com.

of Sup., 1255 (ii).
Address, on the, 1, 30; M. for Com. to draft, 30 (i).
Administration of Oaths of Office (B. 1, 1°*) 1 (i).
AlbertIRy. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com. on Res., 1627 (ii).
Amnesty, general in the N. W. T., on prop. Res. (Mr.

Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1258 (ii).
Bakor, I. G.'& Co.'s coutract (Ans.) 1076 (ii).
Boundaries of Ont., legislation respecting (Ans.) 59 (i).
Canada Atlantic Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com. on Res.,

1617 (ii).
C. P. R Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr. McLelan) in Com., 1201;

on Amt. (Mr. Watson) to M. for 3°, 1347; on Amt.
(Mr. Trow) 1358; on Amt. (Mr. McCarthy) 1361 (ii).

and North Shore Ry. correspondence, on M.
for copies, 60 (i).

-- bonds, release of (Mr. McLelan) in Com., 1019 (ii).
Cape Breton Island Ry. B. 143 (Sir Bector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 1496 (ii).
Caraquet Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on Res., 1604 (ii).
Catholics and Politics, on objection (Mr. Mills) to

Ques. (Ans.) 1380 (i).
Chinese Immigration Act Armt. B. 106 (Mr. Chapleau)

in Com., 1231 (ii).
Chippewa lIndians, Pets. from (Ans.) 1659 (ii).
Cod Liver Oil and Guano industries, in Com. of Sup.,

1757 (ii).
Cook, Mr. H., Timber Dues (Ans.) 1380 ; on M. to ref.

to Pub. Acote. Com., 1420 (ii).

Macdonald, Rt. Hon, Sir John A.-Ctîine4d.
Criminal Law Amt. (law of evidence) B. 141 (Mr.

Thompson) in Com., 14b5 (ii).
Disturbanoe in the N. W., Amnesty,.gençral (Ans.) 61

(i) ; on prop. Res. (Mr. Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of
Sup., 1258 (il).

Indians who took part in Rebellion (Ans.)
1075 (ii).

-Rets. respecting (remarks) 34 (i).
Dom. Lands Act, 1883, Amt. B. 94 (Mr. White, Card-

well) in Com., 1080 (i).
Fire-arms in N.W.T. (Ans.) 1076 (ii).
Fishing by Foreign Vessels in Can. Waters B. 136

(Mr. Foster) in-Com., 1423 (ii).
Flour Supply to N. W. Indians (Ans.) 43 (i).
Franchise Act Amts.,(Ans.) 61 (i).

-- instructions to Revising Officers, on M. for
copies,. 47 (i).

Fredericton o Prince William Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on
Res., 1624 (i).

Frech Cqnadians, appeals against (Ans.) 1378 (ii).
French Canadian representation for Ont. in Senate

(Ans.) 1633 (ii).
Gananoque, Perth and James' Bay Ry. Co.'s Subsidy,

in Com. on Res., 1624 (ii).
German representation in Senate (Ans.) 1661 (il).
Glenannan to Wingham Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on Res.,

1615 (ii).
Gaol and Lunatic Asylum at Regina, in Com. of Sup.,

1747 (ii).
Graham, Mr. W., appointment as legal agent at Hali-

fax (Ans.) 1633 (ii).
Haldimand, appointment of returning officer (Ans.)

1172 (ii).
Writ for (Ans.) 1015, 1077 (ii).

Hereford to International Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on Res.,
1614 (ii).

Home Rule for Ireland, on prop. Res. (Mr. Blake) in
Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1024; on Amt. (Mr. Blake)
1136; on Amt. (Mr. Coughlin) 1138; (Amt.) 1139 (ii).

dispatch of Res.(remarks) 1178; (Ans.) 1380 (ii).
Imperial Federation (remarks on M. for adjnmt) 34 (i).
Independence of Parlt. Act, breach of, on M. to ref. to

Sel. Com., 1594 (ii).
Indian Affairs, Deptl. Rep. (presented) 37 (i).
I. C. R., McCann Station to Joggins Ry. Subsidy, in

Com. on Res., 1615 (ii).
Internal Economy Commission, Mess. from Ris Ex.

(presented) 60 (i).
Lacombe, Father, payment to, on conc., 1774 (ii).
Lake Erie, Essex and Detroit River Ry. Co.'s Subsidy,

in Com. on Res., 1610 (ii).
Lands, Timber and Mineral, in northern Quebec (Ans.)

1173 (ii).
L'Assomption to L'Epiphanie Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on

Res., 1615 (ii).
Letters Patent for Indian Lands (B. 102, 1°) 692 (i).
Logs, cono. in Ways and Means, 1725 (ii).

ii



INDEX.
Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Continued.

Mississagua Indians, amount due (Ans.) 1633 (ii) .
Montreal and Western Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on Ros.,

1616 (ii).
Mounted Police barracks, in Com. of Sup., 1154 (ii).
Napanee, Tamworth and Quebec Ry. Subsidy, in Com.

on IRes., 1627 (ii).
Newcastle to Douglastown Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on Res.,

1625 (ii).
New Glasgow to Montcalm Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on

Res., 1614 (ii).
Northern and Pacific Junction Ry. Co.'s B. 25 (Mr.

McCarthy) in Com., 1324; on Amt. to M. to conc. in
Sen. Amts., notice given to trans. to Govt. Orders,
1610; (M.) 1662 (ii).

N.W. Central Ry. deposit by Co. (&ns.) 1747 (ii).
Northern and Western Ry., N. B., Co.'s Subsidy, in

Com. on Res., 1604 (ii).
N.W.T. Law Amt. B. 133 (Mr. Thompson) on Amt.

(Mr. Weldon) to M. for 30, 1484 (ii).
O')onohoe, Hor.Senator, Cabinet arrangements (Ans.)

59, 61 (i).
Orangeville and Clandeboye, outrages under Scott Act

(Ans.) 1661 (ii).
Parry Sound Colonisation Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com.

on Res., 1614 (ii).
Perth Çentre Station to Plaster Rock Island Ry. Sub.

sidy, in Com. on Res., 1624 (ii).
Police Vessels for protection of Fisheries, in Com. of

Sup., 1757 (ii).
Printing and Stationery Bureau B. 132 (Mr. Chapleau)

in Con, 1555 (ii).
Printing.of Parlt. (M.) for Mess. to Sen. 37 (i).

- Privilege, Ques. of (personal explanation) report by
Opposition press on Northern Ry. B., 1482 (ii).

-repudiation of statements made in speech by
member on Timber Limits, 1702 (ii).

Prorogation (remarks) in Ans. to Ques., 1703 (ii).
Quebec and Lake St. John Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com.

on Res., 1621 (ii).
Renfrew to Eganville Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on Rs.,

1626 (ii).
Representation of the N. W. T. in Parlt. (B. 115, 10)

866; 2° m., 1205; reply, 1209; M. for Com., 1213;
in Com., 1213-1216,1249-1254; 3° m., 1271 (ii).

Returns, on enquiries for (remarks) 65 (i).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Order being called for Res.

(remarks) postponement, 62 (i).
Medical Commission (Ans.) 31 (i).
Rep. of Trial (remarks) 34 (i).

Roads and Bridges, in Com. of Sup., 1755 (ii).
Roche, M., N.S., transfer of, on prop. Res. (Mr. Blake)

for Sel. Com., 1177 (ii).
St. Andrews to Lachute Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on Res.,

1616 (ii).
St. Catharines Milling Co. law costs, in Com. of Sup.,

1770 (ii).
St. Félix and Lake Maskinongé Ry. Subsidy, in Com.

on Rae., 1614 (ii).
5

Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Si John A.-Continued.
Select Standing Coms. (M.) 2; M. for Sp. Com., to

prepare lists, 30; Committees appointed and lists
prepared (presented) 35; on M. to aid names, b7 (i).

Senate, constitution of, on Res. (Mr. Mills) in Amt.
to Com. of Sup., 1275-1277 (ii).

Stewiacke Valley and Musquodoboit Ry. Subsidy, in
Com. on Res., 1624 (ii).

Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146° (Mr. Pope) in Com.
on Res., 1604, 1610, 1624 (i).

SUPPLY:
Fisheries (Cod Liver Oil and Guano industries) 1757; (Police

vessels) 1757 (i).
Indians (B 0.) 1762 ; (Ian. and N. W.T.) 1760 ; (Ont , Que. and

Mar. Provs.) 1773 (ii).
Miscellaneous (Gaol and Lunatic Asylum at Regina) 1747;
(Lacombe, Father, payment to) 1774; (St. Catharines Milling
Co. law costs) 1770 (i).

Public Works-Income: Buildings (Ont.) 1753; (N.W.T.)
1754. Harbors and Rivers (N.S.) 1754. Roads and Bridges,
1755 (ii).

Ocean and River Service, 1771 (ii).

Thunder Bay Colonisation Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com.

on Res., 1613 (ii).
Truro to Newport Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on Res, 1617

(ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 1725 (ii).
Yamaska to River St. John Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on

Res., 1624 (ii).

Mackenzie, Hon. A., East York.
French Canadians, appeals against, objection taken to

Ques. 1378 (ii).
N. W. T. Law Amt. B. 133 (Mr. Thonpon) in Com.,

1383 (ii).
Quebec Harbor Improvements further Loan B. 140

(Mr. McLelan) in Com. on Res., 1384 (ii).
Select Standing Com., on M. to add names, 37 (i)

Mackintosh, Mr. O. H., Ottawa City.
Canada Atlantic Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. (B. 43, 10*) 93; in

Com., 613 (i).
Capital cases and the Crown (M. for Ret.*) 60 (i).
Immigration, assisted and unassisted, on M. for Rot.,

646 (i).
--- in Com. of Sup., 1411 (ii).

Insolvent Banks, Insurance Co.'s, &c., B. 15 (Mr. Edgar)
in Com., 1179 (ii).

Ottawa Board of Trade incorp. Act Amt. (B. 83, 10*)
511 (i).

Rideau Hall, additions, alterations, repairs, &c., on M.
for Stmnt., 799 (i).

Rideau River Floods (Ques.) 1076 (ii).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont-

magny) censuring Govt., 227.237 (i).
Roche, M., of N. S., transfer of, on M. (Mr. Bloke) for

Sol. Com., 1329, 1335 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Immigration (general vote) 1411 (ii).
Timber, Land and Coal Lea4os in N.W.T., on Res. (Mr.

Charlton) in Amt. to Com. of Sap., 1063-1066 (ii).
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Macmaster, Mr. D., Glengarry.
Can. Atlantic Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act Amt. B. 43 (Mr.

Mackintosh) in Com., 557 (i).
Farm and Real Estate Banks, in Com. on Res. (Mr.

Orton) 584 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)
. in Com., 1480, 1668 (ii).
Insolvent Ban ks, Insurance Co.'s, &c., B. 15 (Mr. Edgar)

in Com., 909 (ii).
Revised Statutes of (an. B. 9 (Mr. Thompson) in Com.,

1228 (ii).

Macmillan, Mr. D., East Middlesex.
Continental Bank of Can. (B. 60, 10*) 226; in Com.,

473 (i).
Dom. Exhibition, in com. of Sup., 1093 (ii).
Ingersoll, London and Chatham Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in

Coma. on Res., 1600 (ii).
Insolvent Debtors Assets, distribution, provision (B.

93, 1Q*) 599(i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1600 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, ec. (Dom. Exhibition) 1093 (ii).
Tecumseh Insurance Co of Canada incorp. (B. 26, 1°*)

67 (i).
West ountario, Pacific Ry. Co.'s Act Amt, (B. 27, 1°*)

67 (i).

McCallum, Mr. L., Monck.
Can. Atlantic Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act Amt. B. 43 (Mr.

Mackintosh) in Com., 559 (i).
Experimental Farm Stations establishment B. 124

(Mr. Carling) on M. for Com. on Ros., 964 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Aimt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1502 (ii).
Independence of Parlt., on charges made against men-

bers, 1582 (ii).
Maritime Court of Ont. Jurisdiction B. 5 (Mr. Allen)

in Com., i61, 567, 569 (i).
Medicine Hat, Dunmore and Benton Ry. Co.'s incorp.

(B. 16, 1°*) 48 (i).
Navigable Waters protection (fisheries, &c.) B. 96 (Mr.

Poster) on M. for 2°, 948 (ii).
N.W. Central Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. 17 (Mr. Beaty)

on Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) to M. for Com., 1002 (ii).
Rideau Hall, contingencies, on M. for Ret., 794 (i).
Roche, M., N.S., transfer of, on prop. Res. (Mr. Blake)

for Sel. Vom., 1176 (ii).
Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 103 (Mr. Poster)

in Com., 1086 (ài).

McOarthy, Mr. D., -orth Simcoe.
Animals Contagions Diseases B. 19 (Mr. Mulock) on

M. for L0, 861; in Com., 865 (ii).
Can. Temp. Act, 178, Amts. Bs. 92, 99 and 118, on

Amt. (Mr. Cameron, Victoria) to place on Govt.
Orders, 1220 (ii).

McCarthy, Mr. D.-Continued.
C. P. R. Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr. McLelan) on M. for 30

(Amt.) 1358, 1367; neg. (Y. 37, N. 120) 1369 (ii).
--- confirmation of Agreement, in Com. on Res.

(Mr. McLelan) 943-945 (ii).
Carriers by Land (B. 7, 1°) 3B; 2P m., 707 (i).
Consolid. Ry. Act Amt. (B. 8, 1°) 38; in Com., 858 (ii).
Court of Ry. Commissioners (B. 6, 1°) 37; 2° m., 585,

597; Order dschgd. and B. wthdn., 599 (i).
Criminal Law Amt. (seduction, &c,) B. 20 (Mr. Charl-

ton) on M. to conc. in Sen. Amts., 1327 (ii).
Dom. Elections Act, 1874, Ant. (B. 29, o) 67; 2° neg.

(Y. 42, N. 89) 1186 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1469, 1499, 1503, 1509, 1665, 1679 (ii).
High Court of Justice, Ont., Judge's salary, in Com.

on Res., 973 (ii).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Amt. (Mr. Mills) 1141 (ii).
Maritime Court of Ont. Jurisdiction B. 5 (Mr. Allen) in

Com, 563 (i).
Northern and Pacifie Junction Ry. Co.'s (B. 25, 1*)

66 (i); M. for Com., 1311; (remarks) 1314; in Com.,
1318; 30 m., 1325; M. to consdr. Sen. Amts., 1605;
M. for cono., 1610; on Amt. (Mr. Mulock) 1679 (ii).

Privilege, Ques. of, paragraph in Globe respecting con-
nection with Northern and Pacifie Junction Ry. Co.,
1310 (ii).

Ry. Act, Consolid., 1879, Act Amt. (B. 8, 0) 38 (i).
Stather, R., papers, re application for discharge, on M.

for copies, 376 (i).
Summary Proceedings before Magistrates B. 84 (Mr.

Thompson) in Com., 716 (i).

McCraney, Mr. W., Ralton.
Cab-hire and Travelling Expenses, in Com. of Sup.,

884, 878 (ii).
Fruit, green, conc. in Ways and Means, 752 (i).
Gov. Gen. and Staff's Salaries (M. for Stmnt.) 795 (i).

-- travelling expenses (M. for Ret.) 792 (i).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1268 (ii).
Life-boat service and rewards, &e., in Com. of Sup.,

1313 (ii).
Logs, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means, 1591 (ii).
Miall's pamphlet against Can. Temp. Act (Ques.) 121

(i) ; in Com. of Sup., 881 (ii).
Militia, Dept. of, contingencies, in Com. of Sup,, 878 (ii).
Orangeville and Clandeboye, outrages under Scott Act

(Ques.) 1661 (il).
Rideau Hall, additions, alterations, repairs, &o. (M. for

Stmnt.) 797 (i).
contingencies (M. for Ret.) 794 (i).
cost of, since Confederation (M. for Stmnt.)

801 (i).
-- fuel and light for (M. for Ret.) 795 (i).
-- gardening and grounds, amounts paid (M. for

Stmnt.) 796 (i).
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INDEX.
McCraney, Mr. W.-Çontinued.

SUIPPLY:
Civil Govt. (Gov. Genl.'s Sec.'s Office, contingencies) 869;

(faland Revenue, contingencies) 881 ; (Militia, Dept. of )878;
(Post Office, Dept. of, contingencies) 884 (ûi).

Ocean and River Bervice (Rewards and Life-boat service) 1373 (ii).
Public Worke-Income: Harbors and Rivera (Ont.) 1268 (i).

Ways and Means -The Tariff, 752 (i), 1591 (il).

MoDougald, Mr. J., Pictou.
I. C. R., Stellarton and Pictou branch

in Com., 611 (i).
B. 57 (Mr. Pope)

MoDougall, Mr. H. F., Cape Breton.
Coal interest in N. S. (M. for Stmnt.) 541 (i).
Public Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1160 (ii).
Roche, M., N.s., transfer of, on prop. Res. (Mr. Blake)

for Sel. Com., 1175 (ii).
Subsidy to NiS., readjustment, on Amt. (Mr. Cameron,

Inverness) to M. for Ret., 455 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.,

1708 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Public Worka-Incrme: Buildings (N .B.) 1160 (ii).
Western Counties Ry., in Com. on B. 146, 1708 (ii).

McIntyre, Mr. P. A., King's, P.E.I.
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 12j2 (ii).
Northern Light and winter communication with P.E .I.

on M. for Cor., 845 (ii).
P.E.1. and Terrms of Union, despatches, &c., respecting

(M. for copies*) 802 (i).
Public Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1161 (ii).
St. Peter's Hiarbor, P.EI. (Ques.) 1514 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Public Works-Income: Buildings(P.E.I.) 1161; Harbors and
Rivera (P.E.1.) 1262 (ii).

Terms of Union with P.E.I, (Ques.) 692 (i).

McLelan, Hon. A. W., Colckhester.
Advances to P.E.L (Ans.) 1378 (ii).
Almonds, conc. in Ways and Means, 748 (i).
Auditor General's Rep. (presented) 31 (i).
Baking powder, conc. in Ways and Means, 749 (i);

in Com., 1584 (ii).
Barbed wire-fencing, &c., conc. in Ways and Means,

772 (i).
Bonds, counterfeit, Govt. (Ans.) 121 (i).
Bolts and nuts, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means,

1584 (ii).
Bounty on Pig Iron (B. 150) prop. Res., 1661; M.

for Com. on Res., 1714; in Com., 1715; Res. conc.
in, and 1°*, 20*, 3°* of B., 1746 (ii).

B.C. Penitentiary, in Cam. of Sup.,896 (ii).
BUDGET, the (Annual Statement) 3J3-412 (i).
Butter, Substitutes for (B. 149) 14, 2°, in Com. and

30*, 1728 (i1).
Can. and Germany Mail Subsidy, in Com. of Sup.,

1756 (ii).

McLelan, Hon. A. W.-Continued.
Can. Temp. Act, in Com. of Sup., 1658 (ii).

return of fines collected (Ans.) 1172 (il).
C. P. R. Act Amt. (B. 131) in Con., 1200; 30 m.,

1343; on Amt. (Mr. Watson) 1352 (ii).
-- agreement, confirmation of (prop. Res.) 662

(i) ; M. for Com. on Res., 930 ; in Cm. 941-945 (ii).
bonds held by Govt. (Ans.) 495 (i).

--- bonds, release of, prop. Res., 913, M. for Con.,
1017; M tooconc. in Res., 1078; inCom., 1018 (ii).

-- expenditure in B. C., in Com. of Sup., 1449,
1744 (ii).
--- Port Arthur to Red River, in Com. of Sup.,
1449, 1693 (ii).

salaries, &c., of staff, in Com. of Sup., 1450 (i).
subsidy, in Com. of Sup., 1448 (ii).

Canals, in Com. of Sup., 1453 (ii).
Cape Race Lighthouse Transfer B. 100 (Mr. Poster)

in Com. on Res., 672 (i).
Carriage hardware, eno. in Ways and Means, 1719 (ii).
Cernent, Portland and Roman, cono. in Ways and

Means, 772 (i).
Cobourg, town of, relief (B. 122) prop. Res., 866; M.

for Com.,957; 1°* of B., 958; 2° and in Com.,
114t (ii).

Cooanut dessicated, in Com. on Ways and Means,
1584 (il).

Cod Liver Oil and Guano industries, in Com. of Sup.,
1758 (ii).

Cologne water, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 770 (i).
Commercial Agencies, in Com. of Sup., 1659 (ii).

Treaties, negotiations (Ans.) 844 (ii).
Consolidated Fund (Ans.) 1076 iii).
Cordage, manila and sisal, in Com. on Ways and Means,

1584 (ii).
Cornwall Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ii).
Cotton Fabries, printed or dyed, conc. in Ways and

Means, 769 (i).
Cotton wire, conc. in Ways and Means, 1721 (ii).
Crow, L. S., payment for services, in Cotn. of Sup.,

1763 (ii).
Culling Timber, in Con. of Sup., 1544 (ii).
Currants, dates, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 750 (i).
Custom Act Amt. (B. 148) 1°, 2° and 3°*, 1728 (ii).
Debt, public, net, gross and floating (Ans.) 31, 42, 59,

495 (i), 1076 (ii).-
Debts of Ont. and Quebec (Ans.) 974 (ii).
Deposits in Govt. and P.O. Savings Banks (Ans.) 495,

634 (i), 1218 (ii).
Disturbance in the N. W., claims paid (Ans.) 42 (i).
Dom. $. notes, counterfeit (Ans.) 865 (ii).
Earthenwaro, conc. in Ways and Means, 1719 (ii).
Estimates, The, for 1836-87, Mess. fromt His Ex.

(presented) 368 (i); 1885-86, 1550; suppl. for 1887,
1633 (ii).

Farm and Real Estate Banks, on M. (Mr. Orton) for
Com. on Bes., 431; in Com., 572 (i).
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McLelan, Hon. A. W.-Continued.
Fancy Goods, cono. in Ways and Means, 719 (i).
Feathers, Ostrich and Vulture, conc. in Ways and Means,

749 (i).
Felt, conc. in Ways and Means, 1721 (i).
Fisheries protection and Marine Police regulations

issued, on M. for copies, 459 (i).
Flag Treaty between U. S. and Spain, on M. for Cor.,

701 (i).
Flour and Coal duties, abolition of, on Res. (Mr.

Mitchell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1435 (i).
Foresters' deposits in Govt. Banks (Ans.) 1095 (ii).
Franchise Act, expenses under, in Com. of Sup., 1698,

1747 (ii).
Fruit, dried, conc. in Ways and Means, 750; green,

751, 754 (i).
Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 1543 (ii).
Gimps, cord, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 755 (i).
Gloves, Mitta, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 756 (i).
Grease, &c., cone. in Ways aud Means, 780 (i).
Grenville Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1453 (ii).
Hair cloth, conc. in Ways and Means, 756 (i).
Hlandkerchiefs, conc. in Ways and Means, 1722 (fi).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1268 (ii).
Hudson Bay Expedition, in Com. of Sup., 1658 (ii).
Immigration, assisted and unassisted, on M. for Ret.,

657 (i).
Inch Arran Hotel, on M. for Com. of Sup. (remarks)

1536 (ii).
Indians, in Comn. of Sup., 1651, 1745 (fi).
Insolvent Banks, Insurance Co.'s, &c., B. 15 (Mr.

Edgar) in Com., 908 (ii).
I.C.R., McCann Station to Joggins Ry. Subsidy, in

Com. on Res., 1615 (ii).
- - miscellaneous works, in Com. of Sup., 1451 (ii).

--- repairs, &o., in Com. of Sup., 1659 (ii).
St. Charles Branch, in Com. of Sup., 1451 (i).

--- Stellarton and Pictou Branch B. 57 (Mr.
Pope) in Com., 627 (i) ; in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ii).

Justice, Administration of, in Com. of Sup., 1698 (ii).
Laces, braid, fringes, &c., cono. in Ways and Means,

757 (i).
Lachine Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ii).
Land Improvement Fund, amount due Ont. (Ans.)

267 (i).
Laundry blueing, conc. in Ways and Means, 749 (i).
Lead pipes and shot, conc. in Ways and Means, 757 (i).
Logs, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means, 1587; cono.,

1725 (ii).
Lumber and saw logs, free export (Ans.) 634 (i).
Man. Claims Settlement (B. 123) prop. Res., 866; M.

for Coin. and in Com., 959; 1°* of B., 960; 2 m.,
1145; 3 'm., 1199 (ii).

Murray Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1453 (ii).
Mutual Life Association of Can. (Ans.) 1173, 1379 (ii).
Nail plate, iron or steel, cono. in Ways and Means,

1722 (ii).

McLelan, Hon. A. W.-Continued.
Northern Light and winter communication with P.E.I.,

on M. for Cor., 856 (ii).
N. W. Central Ry. Co.'s Act. Amt. B. 17 (Mr. Beaty)

on Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) to M. for Com., 990 (1i).
Oil cloth, in Com. on Ways and Means, 1587; cono.,

1719 (if).
Oleomargarine, &c., on Amt. (Mr.À

M. to conc, in Ways and Means,
Bowell) 165 (i).

Paterson, Brant) to
758; on Amt. (Mr.

Paper hangings, &c., conc. in Ways and Means,
1720 (if).

Pipes, gas and water, &c., conc. in Ways and Means,
755 (i).

Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 1549 (ii).
Printing of Parlt., on M. to conc. in Fourth Rep. of
Com., 1196; (Amt.) to refer back to Com., 1309 (fi).

Privy Council Office, in Com. of Sup., 1697 (ii).
Public Accounts (presented) 31 (i).
Public Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1166 (ii).
Quebec Harbor Commissioners further Loan (B. 140)

prop. Res., 1342 (ii).
Returns, on enquiries for (remarks) 65 (i).
Roche, M., N.S., transfer of, on prop. Res. (Mr. Blake)

for Sel. Com., 1178 (ii).
Rubber belting, conc. in Ways and Means, 1719 (if).
Savings Banks, Govt. deposits in (Ans.) 495, 634 (i),

1218 (ii).
Scatterie Fog-whistle Superintendent, on M. for Cor.,

787 (i).
Scythes, cono. in Ways and Means, 1721 (fi).
Spirits and strong waters, conc. in Ways and Means,

770 (i).
Stereotypes and electrotypes, conc. in Ways and Means,

1721 (ii).
Stellarton branch Ry. See "I. C. R."
Stove bolts and nuts, conc.uin Ways and Means, 1721 (ii).
Straw board, conc. in Ways and Means, 1719 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1615; on M. to introd. B., 1636, 1639 (fi).
Substitutes for Butter. See "Oleomargarine " and

" Butter."
Sugars, conc. in Ways and Means, 773 (i), 1724; in

Com., 1587 (ii).
Superannuation, Civil Service, on M. for Rot., 1181,

1184 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Canal-Capital (Oornwall) 1452; (Grenville) 1453; (Lachine)
1452; (Murray) 1453; (Tay Canal) 1453; (Welland) 1453;
(Williamsburg) 1452 (ii).

Charges of anagement (remarks on order of Business) 519
(Asst. Financial Inspector) 520; (Auditor and Receiver-Gen-
eral, Halifax, Victoria and Winnipeg) 521 (i), conc. 1773 (i).

Civil Govt. (Auditor Gen.'s office) 689; (Finance, Dept. of, and
Treasury Board) 689 ; (Gov. Gen.'s Sec.'a Office) 522 (i);
(Privy Council) 1697. Contingencies (Depts. generally) 886;
(Gov. Gen.'s Sec.'s Office) 868; (Privy Council Office) 870;
(Finance, Dept. of) 881 ; (Post Office, Dept. of)88 (ii).
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KcLelan, Hon. A. W.-Continued

SUPPLY-Continued.

Collection of Revenues (Cullers' salaries, &c.) 1544; (Oustome,
Polariscopic test) 1763. Rys. (I. C.R., repairs, &c.) 1659 ;
(Post Office Mail Service, salaries, &c.) 1549 (ii).

Fisheries (Cod Liver Oil aud Guano industries) 1758 (ii).
Geological Survey, 1543 (il).
Indians (Man. and N.W.T.) 1653, 1745 ; (N.B)1651 (ii).
Justice, Administration f, 1698 (ii).
Legislation. Miscellaneous (Franchise Act, expenses under)

1698, 1747 (ii).
Mail Subsidies, d-c. (Canada and Germany) 1756 (ii).
MIs8cellaneous (Can. Temp. Act) 1658 ; (Commercial Agencies)

1659, conc., 1773 ; (Forged Bond, payment for) 1763 ; (Hud-
son's Bay Expedition) 1658; (L. S. Orow, for services) 1763;
(printing) 1763 (ii).

Ocean and River Service, 1771 (ii).
Penitentiaries (B.C.) 896 (ii).
Public Work&-lncome : Buildings (N.W.T.) 1166. Harbors and

Rivers (N.S.) 1755; (Ont.) 1268 (ii).
Railways-Capital: 0. P. R. (expenditure in B. 0.) 1449, 1744;

(Port Arthur to Red River) 1449, 1693; (salaries, &c., of
staff) 1450; (subsidy) 1448. I. C. R. (miscellaneous works)
1451 ; (St. Charles branch) 1451; (Stellarton branch) 1452 (il).

Supply (B. 145) Res. from Com. of Ways and Means,
conc. in, and 1°*, 2°* and 3°¥ of B., 1775 (ii).

Syrups, cane-juice, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 779 (i).
Tay Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1453 (ii).
Telegraphing and Extra Clerks, in Com. of Sup., 88i(ii).
Temporary Loans by Govt., on M. for Rot., 56 (i).
Truro to Newport Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on Res.,

1619 (ii).
Tnbing, wrought.iron, conc. in Ways and Means, 770 (i).
Welland Canal, in Com of Sup., 1453 (ii).
West Indies, Trade Relations with (Ans.) 785 (i).
Western Counties Ry. (remarks) on intrdn. of B. 146,

1639 (i).
Whips, cono. in Ways and Means, 770 (i).
Williamsburg Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ài).
Wire, iron or steel, &c.,Conc. in Ways and Means, 770 (i).
Yeast cakes, &c., cono. in Ways and Means, 772 (i).
Ways and -Means-The Tariff, 748 (i), 1583, 1719 (ii).

TARiFF CHANGES: (almonds) 748; (baking powder) 749 (i); 1584
(il); (blueing) 749 (i) ; (boits, nuts, &c.) 1584; (carriage
hardware) 1719 (il); (cement) 772 (i); (cocoanut, dessicated)
1584 ; (cologne) 770 ; (cotton) 769 (i) (cotton wire)
1721; (earthenware) 1719; (felt) 1721 (ii); (fancy goods)
749 ; (feathers) 749 ; (fruit, dried) 750 ; (fruit, green)
751; (gas pipes, iron) 755; (Geneva gin) 770 ; (gimps,
&c.) 755; (gloves) 756; (grease) 780 ; (hair cloth) 756 (i);
(handkerchiefs) 17Z2 (ii); (laces, braids, &c.) 757; (lead)
757 (i); (logs) 1587, 1725; (manila cordage, sisal) 1584;
(nail plate, iron or steel) 1722 (il) ; (oleomargarine) 758 (i) ;
(paper hanging, &c.) 1710 (ii); (peaches) 755 (i); (rubber
belting) 1719; (scythes) 1721 ; (stereotypes and electrotypes)
1721; (stove bolts and nuts) 1721; (straw board) 1719 (ii) ;
(sugar) 773 (i), 1724 (ii); (syrups) 779; (tubing) 770 ; (union
collar cloth paper) 17à0 (ii) ; (wire) 770 ; (wire fencing)
772; (yeast) 772 (Q).

Union collar cloth paper, conc. in Ways and Means,
1720 (i).

McMullen, Mr. J., North Wetlingto.
Barker, P.M., amounts paid to (M. for Ret.*) 653 (i).
Cab-hire, in Com. of Sup., 871 (i).
Can. Temp. Act, convictions under (M. for Ret.*) 912
Currants, dates, &c., cono. in Ways and Means, 756 (i).
Disturbance in the N. W., Services of Members of Par-

liament and Senators in connection with, amounts
paid (M. for Ret.*) 392 (i).

Dominion Exhibition, in Com. of Sup. 1092 (ii).
---- Lands, in Con. of Sup. 529, 538 (i), 1550 (ii).
-- Notes in circulation and gold held by Govt. (M.

for Ret.*) 438 (i).
Durham to Georgian Bay Ry. (remarks) on M. that

Com. rise, 16 38 (ii).
Experimental Farm Stations establishment B. 124

(Mr. Carling) on M. for Com. on Res., 966 (ii).
Farm or Real Estate Banks, on M. (Mr. Orton) for

Com. on Res., 431 ; in C>rm., 582 (i).
Fisheries, salaries, &o., in Com. of Sup., 1542 (ii).
Fog-whistles, maintenance, in Com. of Sup., 1375 (ii).
Franchise Act Ants. (Ques.) 61 (i).

instructions to Revising Officers, on M. for
copies (explanation) 55 (i).

-- expenses under, in Com. of Sup., 1747 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1506, 1510, 1666, 1669, 1672 (ii).
Fruit, dried, conc. in Ways and Means, 750; green,

754 (i).
Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 1650 (ii).
Gloves, Mitts, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 756 (i).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Amt. (Mr. Costigan) to Res.

(Mr. Blake) Amt. to Amt., 1104, 1108; neg. (Y. 60,
.N. 118) 113.5 (ii).

Immigration, assisted and unassisted, on M. for Ret.,
642 (i).

in Con. of Sap., 1385, 1392 (ii).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1653 (ii).
Inte-ost on money secured by mortgage (B. 12, 1°) 41;

°0 m., 439 (i).

I. C. R., Stellarton and Pictou branch B. 57 (Mr. Pope)
in Com., 609, 616 (i).

Justice, Administration of, in Com. of Sap, 1698 (ii).
Kingston Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 1164 (i).
Legal services in connection with Pub. Works, in Com.

of Sup., 1160 (ii).
Mortgages on Real Estate Act Amt. (B. 12, 10) 41 (1).
Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 1656 (ii).
Navigable Waters protection (fisheries, &c.) B. 96 (Mr.

Foster) in Com., 9*5 (ii).
Newspapers and Travelling Expensos, in Com. of Sap.,

877, 879 (ii).
Northern and Pacific Junction Ry Co.'s B. 25 (Mir.

McCarthy) in Com., 1319; on Amt. (Mr. Mulock) to
M. to conc. in Sen. Amts., 1677 (ii).

Oleomargarine, &c., on Res. (Mr. Taylor) respecting
legislation, 552; on Amt. (Mr. Bowell) to Amt. (Mr.
Paterson, Brant) to M. to conc. in Ways and Means,
762 (i).
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McMullen, Mr. J.-Continued.
Pipes, gas and water, &c., conc. in Ways and Means,

756 (i).
Post Offices in North Wellington (Ques.) 1173 (ii).
Printing and Stationery Bureau B. 132 (Mr. Chapleau)

in Com., 15à5 (ii).
Printing, on M. to refer item to Public Acets. Com.,

460 (i).
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 1160, 1163 (ii).
Rideau Hall, contingencies, on M. for Ret., 795 (i).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont-

magny) censuring Govt., 367 (i).
Returns, enquiry for, 570 (i).
Savings Banks and P. O. Savings Banks amount held

by Govt. (M. for Ret.*) 438 (i).
Scott Act Enforcement (Ques.) 438 (i).
Sac. of State, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 1697 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1628 (ii).
Summary Proceedings before Magistrates B. 84 (Mr.

Thompson) in Com., 718 (i).
Superannuation, M. for Rot., 905; deb. rsmd., 1180;

reply, 1183 (ii).
-- names, date, and amounts paid under list (M.

for Ret.*) 58 (i).
SUrPPLY:

Arts, 4riculture, <fc. (Dom. Exhibition) 1092 (ii).
Charges of Management (Auditor and Rec. Genl., Winnipeg)

521 (i).
Civil Gout. (Finance, Dept. of, contingencies) 881 ; (Gov. Gen.'s

Sec. 's Office, contingencies) 869 (ii) ; (Interior, Dept. of) 524;
(Justice, Dept. of) 523 (i) ; (Militia, Dept. of, contingencies)
877, 879; (Post Office, contingencies) 885; (Privy Gouncil
Office, contingencies) 871; (Public Works, contingencies)
882 (i); (Sec. of State, Dept. of) 524 (i), 1697 (ii).

Callection of Revenues (Dom Lands) 1550 ; (Weights and Mea-
sures and Gas, salaries, &c.) 1545 (ii).

Fisheries (salaries, &c.) 1542 (ii).
Geological Survey, 1650 (ii).
Immigration (general vote) 1385 (ii).
Indians (Man. and N. W.) 1653 (ii).

Justice, Administration of, 1698 (i).
Legislation: House of Commons (salaries) 1089. Miscellaneous

(Franchise Act, expenses under) 1747 (ii).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Fog-whistles, &c., maintenance)

1375 (ii).
Mounted Pojice, 1656 (ii).
Public Work-Income : Buildings (N. S.) 1160; (Ont.) 1163:

Telegraphing, 881 (ii).

Travelling Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 872, 885 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, on 1° of Res., 484 ; on

conc., 750, 754, 756, 762 (i). _
Weights and Measures Act, 1879, Amt. B. 109 (hir.

Costigan) on prop. Res. and in Cam, 74; (i).
Weights and Measures and Gas, in COm. of Sup.,

1545 (ii).

McNeill, Mr. A., Yorth Bruce.
Animals, Contagious Diseases B. 19 (à1r. Mulock) in

Cnom., 864 (ii).
C>urt of Ry. Commissioners B. 6 (Mr. McCarthy) on

M. for 2°, 585 (i).

McNeill, Mr. A.-Continued.
Experimental Farm Stations establishment' e 124

(Mr. Carling) on M. for Com. on Res., 963 (ii).
Franchiser , Iectoral, Act Ant. B. 139 (Mr. Thomp-

son) in Com., 1601, 1505 (ii).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Amt. (Mr. McMullen) to

Amt. (Mr. Costigan) to Res. (Mr. Blake) 1114; on
Amt. (Mr. Coughlin) 1187 (i).

Land Grants to Militia Force B. 142 (Mr. Wdite, Card
well) in Corm. on Res., 1457; on M. for 2°, 1571 (ii).

Navigable Waters protecion (fisheries, &c.) B. 96 (gr.
Foster) in Com., 953 (ii).

Oleomargarine, &c., on Amt. (Mr. Bowell) to Amt.
(Mir. Paterson, Brant) to M. to conc. in Ways and
Means, 767 (i).

Roche, M., N.S., transfer of, on prop. Res. (Mr.
Blake) for Sel. Com., 1177 (ii).

Senate, constitution of, on Res. (Mir. MEUs) in Amt. to
Com. of Sup., 1284 (ii).

Settlers in Saugeen Peninsula, on M. for Com. of Sup.,
1538 (ii).

Sugars, cone. in Ways and Means, 776, 778 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 773, 776, 778 (ii).

Massue Mr. L. H., Richelieu.
Life-saving apparatus, &c. (Ques.) 783 (i).
Richelieu County, sale of Govt. properties in (Quies.)

185 (i).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mir. Landry, Mont.

magny) censuring Govt., 341 (i).
St. Gabriel Levee and Ry. Co.'s B. 116 (Mr. Curran)

in Com., 1153 (ii).
School Savings Bank incorp. (B. 75, 1°*) 426 (i).

Mills, Hon. D., B'thwell.
Adams, David J., schooner, seizure of, on M. for Com.

of Sup., 1257 (ii).
Administration of the N.W.T. (Bes.) in Amt. to

Com. of Sup., 1729; neg. (Y. 51, N. 71) 1740 (i).
Boundaries of Ont., legislation respecting (Ques.) 59;

(M. for Cor.*) 66 (i).
Bounty on Pig Iron B. 150 (Mr. McLelan) in Com.

on Res., 1718 (ii).
B. C. Penitentiary, in Cm. off Sup., 896 (i).
Canada Atlantic Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act Amt. B. 43

(Mr. Mackintosh) in Com., 613 (i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amts. Bs. 92, 99 and 118, on Ant.

(Mr. Cameron, Victoria) to place on Govt. Orders,
1219 (ii).

C.P.R. Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr. McLelan) on Amt.
(Mr. Watson) to M. for 3°, 1348; on Amt. (Mr.
McCarthy) 1362 (ii).

- - bonds, release of, Res. (Mr. McLelan) in Com.,
1021 (ii).

Cape Breton Island Ry. B. 143 (Sir Hector Langevin)
on Res, 1485; in Com., 1486, 1495, (ii).

Cape Race Lighthouse Transfer B. 100 (Mr. Poster)
in Com. on Res., 672 (i).
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Mille, Hon. D.-Continued.

Catholics and Politics, Ques. (Mr. Tassé) objected to,
1379 (ii).

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B. 106 (Mr. Chapleau)
in Com., 1230 (ii).

Ced Liver Oil and Guano industries, in Com. of Sup.,
1757 (ii).

Commission to Public Officers B. 110 (Mr. Chapleau) on
M. for 20, 958; in Com., 958, (ii).

Copyright, laws relating to, on M. (Mr. Bdgar) for Sel.
Com., 381 (i).

Criminal Law Amt. (law of evidence) B. 141 (Mr.
Thompson) in Com., 1464; (objection) 1465 (ii).

Dominion Lands Act, 1883, Amt. B. 94 (Mr. White,
Cardwell) in Com., 917, 925, 928, 1079, 1083,
1085 (ii).

Experimental Farm Stations establishment B. 124
(Mr. Carling) on M. for Com. on Res., 962 ; in Com.
on B., 1146, 1150 (ii).

Farm or Real Estate Banks, in Com. on Res. (Mr.
Orton) 432, 435, 572 ().

Flour and Coal duties, abolition of, on Res. (Mr.
Mitchell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1436, 1443 (ii).

Franchise Act, 1835, Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson) on
M. to introd., 1342; in Com., 1467, 1505, 1509, 1665,
1672; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 1672; neg. (Y. 51, N. 92)
1673 (ii).

-- expenses under, in Com. of Sup., 1699 (ii).
instructions to Revising Officers, on M. for

copies, 55 (i).
working of Act, on presentation of Cor.

(remarks) 1482 (ii).
Fruit, green, cono. in Ways and Means, 753 (i).
Graham, Mr. W., appointment as Legal Agent at

Halifax (Ques.) 1514, 1633 (ii).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Amt. (Mr. Blake) 1136; on

Amt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1339; (Amt.) 1140;
neg. (Y. 19, N. 87) 1142 (i).

Home Rule Resolution, imperfect dispatch to English
press (remarks) 1381 (ii).

Immigration, asisted and unassisted, on M. for Ret.
614 (i).

Immigrants settled in Canada, number (Ques.) 61 (i).
Indian Lands, Letters Patent B. 102 (Sir Hector Lan-

gevin) on M. for 2°, 808; in Com., 809 (ii).
Indian Title, extinguishment of, in N. W. T., on Res.

(Mr. Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 836.839 (ii).
Indemnity to Members, on Res. (Mr. Parrow) and Mr.

Blake's Ques. of Order, 123 (i).
Inlependence of Parlt., on M. for Com. on Ways and

Means, 1582 (ii).
Ingersoll, London and Chatham Ry.Subsidy, in Com.

on Res., 1598 (ii).
Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 101 (Mr. Costigan) in

Com., 1204 (ii).
Interest in B. C., B. 22 (Mr. Thompson) on M. for 2°,

1243; in Com., 1245 (ii).

Mills, Hon. D.-Continued.
I. C. R., Stellarton and Pictou branch B. 57 (Mr. Pope)

in Com., 604, 620; on M. for 30, 665 (i).
Interpretation Act B. 80 (Mr. Pope) on M. for 2°,

670; in Com., 712 (i).
Justice, Administration of, in Com. of Sap., 889, 891 (ii).
Lake Brie, Essex and Detroit River Ry. Co.'s Subsidy,

in Com. on Res., 1610 (ii).
Land Grants to Ry. Co.'s B. 117 (Mr. White, Cardwell)

on M. for 3°, 1016 (ii).

Lands in North and West Ont. (Ques.) 1172 (ii).
-- timber and mineral, in northern Que. (Ques.)

1173 (ii).
Library of Parlt., in Com. of Sup., 1153 (ii).
Logs, conc. in Ways and Means, 1728 (ii).
Maritime Court of Ont. Jurisdiction B. 5 (Mr. Allen)

in Com., 565, 568 ().
Militia, Dept, of, in Com of Sup., 878 (ii).
Moncton and Buctouche Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com. on

Res., 1597 (ii).
Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 1656 (i).
Navigable Waters protection (fisheries, &c.) B. 96 (Mr.

Foster) on M. for 1', 630; on M. for 2°, 947; in
Com., 952, 956 (ii).

Northern and Pacifie Junction Ry. Co.'s B. 25 (Kr.
McCarthy) on Ques. of Order, 1316; in Comn., 1320
(ii).

Northumberland Straits Tunnel Ry. Co.'s B. 128 (Mr.
flackett) in Com., 1467 (ii).

N. W. T. Law Amt. B. 133 (Mr. Thompson) in Com.,
1382, 1458; on Amt. (Mr. Weldon) to M. for 3°,
1483 (ii).

Oleomargarine, &c.,on Res.(Mr. Taylor)respecting logis.
lation, 553 ; on Amt. (MIr. Paterson, Brant) to M. to
conc. in Ways and Means, 758 (i); in Con. on B.
101, 1204 (ii).

Pipes, gas and water, &c., conc. in Ways and Means,
756 (i).

Printing and Stationery Bureau B. 132 (Mr. Chapleau)
on M. for 20, 1531; in Com., 1552; 1554, on M. for
3° (Amt.) 1567 (ii).

Printing of Parlt., on M. to conc. in Fourth Rep.
of Com., 1309 (ii).

Printing pamphlets, immigration, in Coa. of Sup.,
1393 (ii).

Public Lands of B.C., B. 120 (Mr. White, Oardwell) on
M. for 30, 1223 (ii).

Queen's Counsel appointments (M. for Cor.) 392 (i).
Real property in the N.W.T. B. 10 (Mr. Thompson) on

M. to introd., 41 (i); in Com., 1516 (ii).
Representation of the N.W.T. in Parlt. B. 115 (Sir

John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2', 1210 ; on M. for

Com., 1212; in Com., 1213-1216, 1249; on M. for
30 (Amts,) 1271 (ii).

Returns, expense in producing, on M. for Ret., 389 (i).
Revised Statutes of Can. B. 9 (Nir. Thompson) in (l>m.,

1227Y(ii).
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Mils, Hcon. D.-Oontinued.
Rideau Hall, additions, alterations, repairs, &c., on M.

for Stmnt., 800 (i).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont.

magny) censuring Govt., 291-300 (i).
Roche, M., N.S., transfer of, on prop. Res. (Mr. Blake)

for Sel. Com., 1177 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Administration of Justice, 889 (il).
Charges of Management (remarks on order of Business) 520 (i).
Civil Govt. (Militia, Dept. of, contingencies) 878 (ii).
Fisheries (Cod Liver Oil and Guano industries) 1757 (ii).
Immigration (printing pamphlets) 1393 (il).
Legislation: Miscellaneous (Franchise Act, expenses under)

1699; (Library of Parlt.) 1153 (ii).
Miscellaneous (St. Catharines Milling Co. law costs) 1770 (ii).
Mounted Police, 1656 (ii).
Penitentiaries (B.O.) 896 (ii).

St. Catharines Milling Co. law costs, in Com. of Sup.,
1770 (ii).

Senate, constitution of (Res.) in Amt. to Com. of Sup.
1272.1275; (explanation) 1286; neg. (Y. 57, N. 89)
1295 (ii).

Stather, R., papers, re application for discharge, on M.
for copies, 375 (i).

Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 103 (Mr. Foster) in
Com., 1089 (ii).

Stibsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mir. Pope) in Com.
on Res., 1597, 1610 (ii).

Summary Proceedings before Magistrates B. 84 (Mr.
Thompson) in Corn., 715, 805 (i).

Supreme Court, extra reporter, in Com. of Sup., 891 (hi).
of Judicature for N. W.T., in Com. on Res.

(Mr. Thompson3 1203 (ii).
Timuber, Land and Coal LeaFes in N.W .T., on Res. (Mr.

Charlton) in Amt. to Com. of Sup. (remarks) 1071
(ii).

Travis, Judge, in Com. of Sup., 889 (ii).
Treason. Felony Trials at Regina, &c. (M. for Cor.,

&c.) 696 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 753, 756, 758 (i), 1728

(ii).

Mitchell, Hon. P., Northumberland, N.B.
Address, on the, 29 (i).
Adams, David J., schooner, seizure of (remarks) on M.

for Com. of Sup., 1254 (ii).
Aspy Bay Fisheries dispute
Bounty on Pig Iron B. 150

Res., 1718 (ii).
Business of louse, on M.

(remarks) 691 (i).
Butter, Substitutes for, B.

for 20, 1728 (ii).

(Ques.) 1076 (ii).
(Mr. McLelan) in Com.on

to take Thursdays, 512;

149 (Mr. McLelan) on M.

Can. Atlantic Ry. Co.'s incorp. Aot. Amt. B. 43 (Mr.
Mackintosh) in Com., 556 (i).

Qan. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 104 (Mr. Orton) on
Amt. (Mr. Eranz) to place on Govt. Orders, 1218 (i).

Mitchell, Hon. P.-Continued.
C. P.. R. Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr. MeLelan) on Amt. (Kr.

Watson) to M. for 3°, 1354; on Amt. (Mr. McCarthy)
1364, 1366, 1368 (ii).

expenditure in B. C., in Com. of Sup., 1744 (ii).
Cape Breton Island Ry. B. 143 (Sir Rector Langevin)

on Res. 1486 (ii).
Cape Race Lighthouse Transfer B. 100 (Mr. Foster) in

Com. on Res., 673.(i).
Caraquet Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on Res., 1605 (ii).
Chignecto Marine Transport Ry. B. 105 (Mr. Pope) on

prop. Res., 674, 677; in Com., 681 (i); on M. to

conc. in Sen. Amts., 1381 (ii).
Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B, 106 (Mr. Chapleau)

in Com., 1229; on M. for 30 (Armt.) 1240; neg.
(Y. 60, N. 114) 1242 (ii).

Citadel, draining of, ln Com. of Sup., 1743 (ii).
Cocoanut, dessicated, in Com. on Ways and Means,

1584 (il).
Copyright, laws relating to, on M. (Mr. Edgar) for

Sel. Com., 380 (i).
Disturbance in the N. W., duty of Govt. to bring down

papers, on Amt. (Mr.Ball) to Res. (Mr.Blake) 511 (i).
Dom. Elections Act, 1874, Amt. B. 29 (Mr. Mc-

Carthy) on M. for 2°, 1186 (ii).
Lands in B. C., Administration B. 120 (Mr.

White, Cardwell) on M. for 1°, 912 (ii)é
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1498; on M. for 30, 1673 (ii).
Act, expenses under, in Com. of Sup., 1698 (ii).
working of Act, on presentation of Cor.

(remarks) 1482 (ii).
Fisheries, Joint Commission respecting (M. for Ret.)

392 (i).
-- protection and Marine Police regulations, &0.,

issued (M. for copies) 456 (i).
-- regulations, violation of by Americans (M. for

Ret.*) 392 (i).
Fish importations, on M. for Ret., 370 (i).
Fishing by Foreign Vessels in Can. Waters B. 136

(Mr. Foster) on M. for 20, 1422; in Com., 1423 (ii).
Fishery negotiations, (Ques.) 120 (i).
Flour and Coal duties, abolition of, Res. in Amt. to

Coma. of Sup., 1425; (reply) 1444; neg. (Y. 46, N.
119) 1447 (ii).

Govt. business, on M. to take Wednesdays (remarks)
1014 (ii).

Home Rule for Ireland, on Amt. (Mr. McMullen) to
Amt. (Mr. Costigan) to Res. (Mr. Blake) 1131; on
Amt. (Mr. Blake) 1136; on Amt. (Mr. Coughlin)

1137; on Amt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1139;
(remarks) 1143 (ii).

Indemnity to*Members, on Res. (Mr. Farrow) and Mr.
Blake's Ques. of Order, 124 (i).

Indian Title, extinguishment of in N. W. T., on Res.
(Mr. Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 840 (ii).

I. C. R., claims arising out of construction, in Com. of
Sup., 1752 (ii).

il
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Mitchell, Hon. P.-Continued.
Land Grants to Rys. in Man. and the N.W.T. B. 147

(Mr. White, Cardwell) in Com. on Res., 1631 (ii)4
Marine and Fisheries, Rep. of Min. to Privy Council in

1869 (M. for copy) 391 (i).
Marine Police Force of Can. (X. for Rot.) 383, 386 (i).
Militia, contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 1744 (ii).
Miramichi Mail Subsidy, ref. to in Com. of Sup., 1756 (ii).
Moncton and Bactouche Ry. Co.'s Sirbsidy, in Com. on

Res., 1597.(ii).
Navigable Waters protection (fisheries, &c.) B. 96 (Mr.

Poster) on M. for 2°, 948 (ii).
Navigable Waters, works in, B. 130 (Sir -Hector

Langevin) on M. for 2%, 1246 ; in Com., 1270 (ii).
Neguac, construction of wharf at (remarks) 1610; ref.

to in Com. of Sup., 1754 (ii).
Newcastle to Douglastown Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on

Res., 1625 (ii).
Northern Light and winter communication with P.E.I.,

on M. for Cor., 854 (ii).
Northern and Pacifie Junction Ry. Co.'s B. 25 (Mr.

McCarthy) on M. for om., 1315; in Com., 1318.
on Sen. Amts., 1608; on M. to trans. Son. Amts. to
Gavt. Orders, 1664 (ii).

N. W. Central Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. 17 (Mr. Beaty)
on M. for Com. (Amt.) 978; (personal explanation)
1000; on M. to adjn. deb., 1003; (Amt.) neg. (Y. 59
N. 86) 1011 (ii).

--- land Subsidy, in Com. on Res., 1631 (ii).
--- deposit by Co. (Ques.) 1747 (ii).

N. W. T. Law Amt. B. 133 (Mr. Thompson) on Amt.
(Mr. Weldon) to M. for 30, 1485 (ii).

Printing and Stationery Bureau B. 132 (Mr. Chapleau)
in Com., 1552; on Amt. (Mr. Mills) to M. to conc.
in Sen. Amts., 1728 (ii).

Prorogation, closing remarks, 1775 (ii).
Public Lands in B. C., B. 120 (Mr. White, Cardwell) in

Com., 1202 (ii).
Quebec Harbor Improvements further Loan B. (Mr.

McLelan) in Com. on Res., 1384 (ii).
Representation of N.W.T. in Parlt., on M. (Sir John A.

Macdonald) to ref. Res. to Sel. Com., 868 (ii).
Return, enquiry for, Sec. 36, I.C.R. (remarks) 1635 (ii)
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont

magny) censuring Govt., 366 (i).
St. Maurice, Faucher de, on Parliamentary Procedure

in Com. of Sup., 1741 (ii).
Shuswap and Okanagan Ry. Co.'s B. 33 (Mr. Komer)

on M. to conc. in Son. Amts., 1171. (ii)
Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 103 (Mr. Poster) in

Cor., 1087 (hi).
Subsidies (land) to Rys. B. 147 (Bfr. White, Cardwell)

in Com., 1710 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1597 (ii).
Sultan, steam-tug, award of Dom. Arbitrators (M. for

copy) 904 (ii).
6

Mitchell, Hon. P.-Continued.
Superannuation, Civil Service, on M. for Ret., 1182,

1184(i).
SUPPLY:

Charges q Management (Ast. Financial Inspector) 520 (i).
Civil Government (Militia, contingencies) 1744 (ii).
Legislation : Miscellaneous (Faucher de St. Maurice on Parlia-

mentary Procedure) 1741; (Franchise Act, expenses) uppl.,
1698 (i).

Mail Subsidie, c. (N.B. and P.E.I. to G.B.) 1756 (i).
Mlitia (draining Citadel) 1743 (ii).
Public Works-Income: Harbors and Rivers (N.S.) 1754 (ii).
Railways-Capital : C.P.R. (B.C.) 1744. I..R. (Claime)

1752 (ii).
United States fishing vessels and inshore fisheries (M.

for Ret.*) 392 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 1584, 1586 (ii).

Mulock, Mr. W., North York.
Ammunition, clothing, &c., in Com of Sup., 1304 (ii).
Animals Contagious Diseases Act Amt. (B. 19, 1°*) 58

(i); 2 m., 858; consdn. of B. M., 909 ; on M. to
adjn. deb., 911 (ii).

Brigade Majors salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1300 (ii).
B.C. Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 896 (ii).
Cab-hire and travelling expenses, in Com. of Sup., 872

(ii).
C. P. R. expenditure in B.C., in Com. of Sup., 1744 (ii).

Port Arthur to Red River, in Com of Sup.,
1697 (ii).

Cartridge Factory at Quebec (Ques.) 543 (i).
Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B. 106 Mr. Chapleau).

in Com., 1233; on Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) to M. for 30,
1242 (ii).

Citadel, draining of, in Com. of Sup., 1742 (ii).
Cod Liver Oil and Guano industries, in Com. of Sup.,

1757 (ii).
Consolid. Ry. Act, 1879, Amt. (B. 4, 1) 31; wthdn.,

858 (ii).
Consolid. Ry. Act, 1879, Amt., B. 8 (Mr. McCarthy) in

Com., 857 (ii).
Deposits' in Govt. and P. O. Savings Banks (Ques.)

634 (i).
Dom. Lands Act, 1883, Amt. B. 94 (Mr. White, Card-

well) in Com., 922 (ii)..
Extra Clerks, in Com. of Sup., 883 (ii),
Factory legislation (Ques.) 634 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1473, 1508, 1510, 1665, 1668, 1672 (ii).
-- Act, expenses under, in Com. of Sup., 1699,

1747 (ii).
-- instructions to Revising Officers, on M. for

copies, 55 (i).
Food Supply to Indians in the N.W. (M. for Ret.*)

58 (i).
Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 1649 (ii).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 1387 (ii).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1650 (ii).
Insurance B. 111 (Mr. T1hompson) in Come., 1385 (ii).
Justice, Administration of, in Com. of Sup., 887 (ii).

xli



INDEX.

Mulock, Mr. W.-Continued.
Land Claims Commission, N.W., Rep. (Ques.) 1421 (ii).
Land Grants to Militia Force B. 142 (Mr. White, Card-

well) in Com. on Bes., 1457 (ii).
Man. Penitentiary, in Coin. of Sup., 895 (ii).
Maritime Court of Ont. Jurisdiction B. 5 (Mr. Allen)

in Com., 563, 569 (i).
Military Branch and District Staff, salaries, in Com.

of Sup., 1298 (i).
Militia, in Com. of Sup., 1298, 1743 (ii).
Northern and Pacific Junction Ry. Co.'s B. 25 (Mr.

McCarthy) on M. for Com., 1311; in Com., 1318; on
M. for 3° (Amt.) 1325; neg. (Y. 48, N. 90) 1326; on
Sen. Amts. (objection) 1606; on conc. (Amt.) 1610;
on M. to trans. to Govt. Orders, 1662 ; on M. to conc.
in Sen. Anmts., 1673; (Amt.) 1676, 1683; neg., 1683 .
on second Amt. (Amt.) neg. (Y. 45, N. 90) 1684 (ii).

N.W. Central Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. 17 (Mr. Beaty) on
M. for Com. (Ant.) 1011; nog. (Y. 55, N. 82) 1012
(ii).

N.W.T. Law Amt. B. 133 (Mr. Thompson) in Com.,
1460 (if).

Obscene Publications (remarks) on M. for Com. of
Sup., 1746 (ii).

Powder imported for Cartridgos (Ques.) 898 (ii).
Printing and Stationery Bureau B. 132 (Mr.. Chapleau)

in Com., 1557, 1560 (ii).
Quebec and Lake St. John Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com.

on Res., 1621 (ii).
Ry. Act Consolid., 18î9, Act Amt. (B. 4, 10) 31 (i).
Reprosentation of N. W.T. in Parlt., on M. (Sir John

A. Macdonald) for Address to Her Majesty, 867 (ii).
Representation of the N. W. T. in Parlt. B. 115 (Sir

,John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2>, 121L (ii).
Returns, enquiry for, 570 (i).
-- incomplete, Shareholders in Co.'s (renarks)

1168 (ii).
Revised Statutes of Can. B. 9 (Mr. Thompson) in Com.,

1226 (ii).
Rideau Hall, additions, alterations, repairs, &c., on M.

for Stmnt., 797 (i).
R>yal Military Colloge, in Com. of Sup., 1308 (ii).
St. Cathuirines Milling (lo. law costs, in Com. of Sup.,

1769 (ii).
Savings Banks, Govt. deposits in (Ques.) 495 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mir. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1621 (ii).
Superannuation, Civil Service, on M. for Ret., 1184 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Administration of Justice, 887 (ii).
Civil Government (C. S. Board of Examiners) 841 (ii); (Interior,

Dept. of) 525 (i), contingencies 881; (Militia, Dept. of, contin-
gencies) 1743; (Pust Office and Finance Depts., computing
interest, %c.) 841; (Post Office, Dept. of, contingencies) 883;
(Privy Council Office, contingencies) 872 (ii); (Sec. of State,
Dept. of) 524 (i), 880 (ui); (Public Works, Dept. of, contin-
gencies) 882 (ii).

Fisheries (Ood Liver Oil and Guano industries) 1758 (ii).

Mulock, Mr. W.-Continued.
SUPPLY-Continued.

Geological Survey, 1649 (ii).
Immigration (general vote) 1387 (ii).
Indians (grant to suppl. fund) 1650; (Man. and N. W. T.) 1653;

(N. B.) 1651 (ii).
Legislation : Miscellaneous (Franchise Act, expenses under)

1699, 1747; (Faucher de St. Maurice) 1763 (ii).
Militia (Ammanition, clothing, &c.) 1304; (Brigade Majors

salaries, &c.) 1300; (draining Citadel) 1742; (permanent
batteries, &c.ý1771; (Royal Military College) 1308; (salaries,
District and Branch Staff) 1298 (ii). .

Miscellaneous (Forged Bond, payment for) 1764 ; (St.Catharines

Milling o. law costs) 1769 (i).
Penitentiaries (B. C.) 896 ; (Man.) 895 (ii).
Public Workls-Income : Buildings (Ont.) 1753 (ii).
Railways-Capital: . P. R. (B. C.) 1744; (Port Arthur to

Red River) 1697 (ii).

Temperance Colonisation Co. (remarks) 1633 (ii).
Travis, Judge, ref. to in Com. on B. 133, 146 L ; in Com.

of Sup., 887 (ii).
War Claims Commission, N. W., Rep. (Ques.) 1421 (ii).

O'Brien, Mr. W. E., Mukoka.
Ammunition, clothing, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1305 (i)
Animals Contagious Diseases B. 19 (Mr. Mulock) on M.

for 21, 864 (ii).
Brigade Majors salaries, &c., in Coin. of Sup., 1300 (ii).
C. P. R. Act. Amt, B. 131 (Mr. McLelan) on Amt. Mr.

McCarthy) to M. for 30, 1353 (ii).
Court of Ry. Commissioners B. 6 (Mx. .McCarthy) on

M. for 2°, 594 (i).
Dom. Lands, in Com. of Sup., 529, 533 (i).
Drill instruction and drill pay, in Com. of Sup. 1306 (ii).
Farm or Real Estate Banks, in Com. on Res. (Mr. Orton)

576 (i).
Franchise, Blectoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (MIr. Thompson)

in Com., 1479, 1667, 1669 (ii).
Franchise Act, expenses under, in Com. of Sup., 1699 (ii).
Fishing Rights of Indians on Lakes Huron and Nipis.

sing, Pets. &c. (9. for copies) 693 (i).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Amt. (Mr. McMullen) to

Amt. (Mr. Costigan) to Res. (Mr. Blake) 1109 (ii).
Indian administration of the N. W., on Res. (Mr.

Caneron, Huron) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 741 (i).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1650 (ii).
Land Grants to Militia Force B. 142 (lir. White, Card.

well) on M. for 2°, 1571 (ii).
Logs, conc. in Ways and Means, 1726 (ii).
Military Branch and District Staff, salaries, in Com. of

Sup., 1295 (ii).
Militia, in Coin. of sup., 1295 (ii)
Navigable Waters protection (fisheries, &c.) B. 96 (Kr.

Poster) on M. for 20, 948; in Com., 954 (ii).
works ir, B. 130 (Sir .Hector Langevin) on M.

for 20, 1248 (ii).
Parry Sound Colonisation Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com.

on Res., 1614 (fi).
Public Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1163, 1166 (ii).
Robellion losses, claims, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1766 (ii).
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INDEX.
O'Brien, ,Mr. W. E.--Continued.

Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in
Com. on Res., 1614 (ii).

STJPPLY:
Civil Goet. (Interior, Dept. of) 529 (i).
Indiamn (B.O.) 1652 ; (grant to suppl. fund) 1650 ; (Man. and

N.W.T.) 1653 (ii).
Legislation: Miscellaneous (Franchise Act, expenses under)

1699 (ii).
XiIitia (Ammunition, clothing, &c.) 1305; (Brigade Majors

salaries, &c.) 1300; (Drill instruction and Drill pay) 1306;
(salaries, Branch and District Staff) 1295 (ii).

Niselaneous (Rebellion, loBses, &c.) 1766 (ii).
.Public Works-Income: Buildings (N.W.T.) 1166; (Ont.) 1163

(ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 1726 (ii).

Orton, Mr. G. T., Centre Wellington.
Animals Contaglous Diseases Act Amt. B. 19 (Mr.

Mulock) on M. for 20, 859 (ii).
C. P. R. Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr. MeLelan) on Amt.

(Mr. Watson) to M. for 30, 1345 (ii).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. (B. 104, 1°) 710 (i).

legislation respecting (Ques.) 912 (ii).
Chinese Immigiation Act Amt. B. 106 (Mr. Chapleau)

in Com., 1233 (ii).
Farm or Real Estate Banks (M. for CDm. on Res.) 427;

in Com., 432-436, 571, 577, 583 ; 1°* of B. 88, 585 (i).
Franchise Act, instructions to Revising OfiCers, on NI.

for copies (remarks) 54 (i).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Amt. (Mr. McMullen) to

Amt. (Mr. Costigan) to Res. (Mr. Blake) 1113; on
Amt. (Mr. Thompson) 1142 (ii).

Interest in B. C., B. 22 (Mr. Baker, Victoria) in Com.,
1245 (ii).

Interest on Money secured by Mortgage B. 12 (Mr.
lcMullen) on M. for 2°, 441 (i).

N. W. Central Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. 17 (Mr. Beaty) on
Amt. (Mr. .Mitchell) to M. for Con., 992 (ii).

Oleomargarine, on prop. Res. (Mr. Taylor) 1192 (i).
Post Office Savings Banks in Man. (Ques.) 62 (i).
Privilege, Ques. of (personal explanation) paragraphs

in Globe) 513, 601 (i).
]Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont.

magny) censuring Govt., 301-307 (i).
Roche, M., of N.S., transfer of, on M. (Mr. Blake)

for Sel. Com. (Amt.) to substitute Order for 2° of
Can. Temp. Act Ant. B. 104, 1335 (ii).

Saskatchewan Land and Homestead Co.'s (B. 42, 1°*)

93 (i),
Timber, Land and Coal Leases in N. W. T., on Res.

(Kr. Charlton) in Amt. to Con. of Sup., 1072 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 772 (i).

Paint, Mr. N., Richmond, N.S.
Bounty on Pig Iron B. 150 (Mr. McLelan) in Com.

on Res., 1719 (ii).
C.P.R., salaries, &c., of Staff, in Com. of Sup., 1451 (ii).
Canso and Port Hood Steainship Subsidies, in Com. of

Sup., 1371 (ii).
Cape Breton Island Ry. B. 143 (Sir Hector Langevin)

Paint, Mr. N.-Oontinued.
in Com. on Res., 1490; (remarks) on intrdn. of B.,
1638 (ii).

Cod Liver Oil and Guano industries, in Com. of Sup.,
1758 (ii).

Fog-whistles, &c.. maintenance, in Com. of Sup., 1376
(ii).

Flour and Coal duties, abolition of, on Res. (Mr.
Mitchell) on Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1431 (ii).

Govt. Steamers, maintenance and repairs, in Com. of
Sup., 1372 (ii).

Lennox Passage Bridge Co.'s (B. 81, 1°*) 487 (i).
Obstructions in Nav. Rivers, in Con. of Sup., 1374 (ii).
Port Hood f.arbor, closing of, on M. for Cor., 788 (i).
Port Mulgrave and East Bay Steamship Subsidy, in

Con. of Sup., 1371 (ii).
Privilege, Ques of (personal explanation) re paragraph

in Globe, 460 (i).
Rideau Hall, contingencies, on M. for Rot., 794 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) on M. to

introd., 1636, 1638 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Fisheries (Cod Liver Oit and Guano industries) 1758 (ii).
Lighthoue and Coast Service (Fog-whistles, maintenance, &c.)

1376 (ii).
Mail Subsidies, 4c. (Canso and Port Hood) 1371; (Port Mul-

grave and East Bay, 0.B ) 1371 (ii).
Ocean and River Service (Govt. Steamers) 1372; (Water and

River Police) 1374; (Obstructions in Nav. Rivera) 1374 (ii).
Railways-Capital: O.P.R. (salaries, &c., of Staff) 1451 (ii).

Water and River Police, in Com. of Sup., 1374 (ii).

Paterson, Mr. W., South Brant.
Animals Contagious Diseases Act Amt. B. 19 (Mr.

Mulock) on M. for 2, 860 ; in Com., 864; on M. to
consdr. B., 909 (ii).

Colonial and Indian Exhibition, in Com. of Sup.,
1741 (ii).

Commercial Agencies, in Com. of Sup., 1659 (ii).
Consolid. Inland Rev. Acts Amt. B. 101 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com. on Res. (malt) 684 (i).
Customs Seizures at Montreal, on M. for Com. of Sup.,

1688 (ii).
_ at Winnipeg (M. for Ret.*) 392 (i).

Fishing Rights of Indians on Lakes Huron and Nipis-
sing, Pets., &c., on M..for copies, 696 (i).

Flour Supply to N.W. Indians (Ques.) 43; (M. for
. Reps.*) 65 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1471, 1503, 1666, 1667 (ii).
--- Act, expenses under, in Com. of Sup., 1752 (ii).

instructions to Revising Officers, on M. for
copies, 54 (i).

Home Rule for Ireland, on Amt. (Mr. Mc Mullen) to Amt.
(Mr. Costigan) to Res. (Mr. Blake) 1128; on imperfect
dispatch sent to English press (rernarks) 1381 (ii).

Immigration, in Com of Sap., 1389 (ii).
Indian Administration of the N.W., on Res. (Ur.

Cameron, Euron) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 733-739 (i).
Indian Lands Letters Patent B. 102 (Sir Hector

Langevin) on M. for 2°, 808 (ii).
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Paterson, Mr. W.-Coninued.
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1654 (ii).
Ingersoll, London and Chatham Ry. Subsidy, in Com.

on Res., 1598 (ii).
Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 101 (Mr. Costigan) in Com.,

1204 (ii).
Lake Erie, Essex and Detroit River Ry. Co.'s Subsidy,

in Com. on Res., 1610 (ii).
Land Grants to Ry. Co.'s B. 117 (Mr. White, Cardwell)

in Com., 973 (ii).
Mississagua Indians, amount due (Ques.) 1633 (il).
Oleomargarine, &c., on conc. in Ways and Means (Amt.)

758; on Amt. (Mr. Bowell) 767 (i); on prop. Res.
(Mr. Taylor) 1188, 1195; in Com. on B. 101, 1204 (ii).

Poest Office, in Com. of Sup., 1549 (ii).
Printing and Stationery Bureau B. 132 (Mr. Chapleau)

inGCom., 1559 (ii).
Public Buildings generally, in Com. of Sup., 1166 (ii).
Quarantine, in Com. of Sup., 1420 (ii).
Returns, enquiry for, 570 (i).
Rideau Hall, additions, alterations, repairs, &c., on M.

for Stmnt., 798 (i).
Senate, constitution of, on Res. (Mr. Mills) to Amt. of

Com. of Sup., 1277-1280 (ii).
Six Nation Indians, Minutes of Councils (M. for copies*)

58 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1598, 1610; in Com. on B., 1708 (il).
Sugar, conc. in Ways and Means, 773, 775 (i), 1772 (ii).
Summary Proceedings before Magistrates B. 84 (Mr.

Thompson) in Com., 718 (i).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, ec. (Colonial and Indian Exhibition) 1741 (il).
Charges of Management (remarks on going into Com.) 519 ().
Collection of Revenues (Post Office Mail Service, salaries, &c.)

1549 (ii).
Immigration (Agents, contingencies) 1393; (general vote)

1389 (ii).
Indians (Man. and N.W.T.) 1654, 1758 (il).
Legislation (Franchise Act, expenses under) 1752 (ii).
Miscellaneous (Commercial Agencies) 1659 (il).
Eublic Works-Income : Buildings (generally) 1166 (ii).
Quarantine (general vote) 1420 (ii).

Ways and Means--The Tariff, on 1° of Res., 470-480;
on conc., 758, 767, 773, 775, 780 (i), 1772 (ii).

Patterson, Mr. J. C., Yorthl Essex.
Forbes' Trochilic Steam Engine Cenitral Co. of-Can.

incorp. (B. 66, 1°*) 393 (i).
Lake Brie, Essex and Detroit River Ry. Co.'s Subsidy,

in Com. on Res., 1613 (ii).
Maritime Court of Ont. Jurjadiction B. 5 (Mr. Allen) in

Com., 561, 568.
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1613 (ii).

Platt, Mr. J. M., Prince Edward, Ont.
Barbed wire fencing, &c., cond. in Ways and Moans,

772 (i).
C.P.R. Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr. McLelan) on M. for 3°

(Amt.) 1369 (ii).

Platt, Mr. J. M.-Continued.
Life-boat service, Rewards, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1373

(il).
Oleomargarine, &o., on Amt. (Mr. Bowell) to Amt (Mr.

Paterson, Brant) to M. to conc. in Ways and Means,
759 (i); on prop. Res. (Mr. Taylor) 1194 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Ocean and River Service (Rewards, &c., and Life-boat service)

1373 (ii).
Timber Island, Lake Ont., sale of (Ques.) 784 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 759, 770 (i).
Whips, conc. in Ways and Means, 770 (i).
Wire, iron or steel, &c., conc. in Ways and Means,

770 (i).

Pope, Hon. J. H., Compton.
Agriculture, Deptl. Rep. (presented) 60 (i).
Animals Contagious Diseases Act Amt. B. 19 (Mr.

Mulock) on M. for 2°, 862; in Com., 865; on Amt.
(Mr. White, Renfrew) to M. for 39, 910 (ii).

Annapolis and Digby Ry. extension (remarks) 1743 (ii).
Baie des Chaleurs Ry. Co., (prop. Res.) 1455 (ii).
C. P. R., B. C. contracts (Ans.) 709 (1).

B. C. Section (Ans.) 121 ().
leaQed lines, amounts paid by Co. as rent, &c

(Ans.) 368 (i).
--- Northern Pacfic Ry., agreement (Ans.) 633 (i).

operation of main ine, cost of (Ans.) 121 (i).
Canal tolls, reduction (Ans.) 494 (').
Cape Breton Island Ry., survey of routes (Ans.) 296

(i); prop. Res., 1455 (ii).
Caraquet Ry. Co.'s Subsidy (Ans.) 494 (i).
Chignecto Marine Transport Ry. Co.'s Subsidy (B. 105)

prop. Res., 513; M. for Com. on Res., 673; Res.
conc. in and 10 * of B., 712 (i); 30 m., 1015 (ii).

Consolid. Ry. Act, 1879, Amt. B. 4 (Mr. Mulock) on
M. for 2°, 858 (ii).

Consolid. Ry. Act Amt. B. 8 (Mr. McCorthy) in Com.,
857 (ii).

Dom. Ry. Act Amt., re ocmpensation (Ans.) 426 (i).
Edmonstone and Riviêre du Loup Ry. Subsidy (Ans).

570 (i).
Elgin Station, L'Islet (Ans.) 544 (i).
Esquimalt and Nanaimo Ry., inspection, &c. (Ans.)

369 (i).
(B. 47, 10) 119; 2° m., 515; 3° m., 602 (i).

Hebert, H., Revising Officer at Montmagny (Ans.)
570 (i).

Ingersoll, London and Chatham Ry. Subsidy, in Com.
on Res., 1598, 1602 (il).

I.V.R., Buctouche and Moncton branch (Ans.) 330 (i).
- Canso to Sydney, extension, &c. (Ans).

843 (ii).
--- claims arising out of construction, in Com. of
Sup., 1752 (ii).

-- earnings and working expenses (Ans.) 62 (i).
-- Marois, Elzéar, claim of (Ans.) 784.

oil contracts (Ans.) 897 (ii).
--- Paspebiac branch (Ans.) 186 (i).
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Pope, Hon. J. H.-Continued.
I.C.R., private and official cars built or purchased,

on M. for Ret., 57 (i).
Stellarton and Picton branch (B. 57, 10) 185;

20 m. and in Com., 604, 647; 30 m., 663 (i).
-- wire fencing contract (Ans.) 544 (i).

- wood purchases from R. Smith, 544 (i).
Interpretation Act (B. 80) 2 m., 670 (i).
Lachine Canal, crossing in Montreal (Ans.) 426 (i).

lots on basins (Ans.) 633 (i).
Metapediac and Cross Point Ry. Survey (Ans ) 426 (i).
Moncton and Buctouche Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com. on

Res., 1596 (ii).
Oil Contracts for I.C.R. (Ans.) 897 (ii).
Piton Septimus and Arless Septimus (Ans.) 544 (i).
Quebec and Lake St. John Ry. Subsidy (Ans.) 331 (i).
-- and Lévis Ferry Service (Ans.) 121 (i).

Central Ry. Co.'s Subsidy (Ans.) 783 (i).
Restigouche River, Ry. Bridge across (Ans.) 426 (i).
Richibucto and St. Louis iRy. Subsidy (Ans.) 494 (i).
Richélieu River, obstructions, on M. for copies of Pets.,

&c., 33 (i).
Rivière du Loup and Edmonstone Ry. Subsidy (Ans.)

331 (i).
St. John's, Q., railway wharf (Ans.) 897 (ii).
Smith, R., from Quebec, Wood purchases from (Ans.)

544 (i).
Stellarton and Pictou branch Ry. See "I.C. R."
Subsidies to Rys., on M. for Rot., 391 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. (B. 146) prop. Res., 1551;

M. for Com. on Res., 1595; in Com., 1590-1599 ; M.
to introd., 1636; 1°* of B., 1639 (i).

SUPPLY:
Canale-Capital (Trent River Nav.) 1752. Income (miscellane.

ous) 1752 (ii).
Railway&--Capital: 0. P. R. (B.C.) 1774. I. O. R. (Claims)

1752 (ii).
Trent River Nav., in Com. of Sup., 1752 (ii).

--- Valley Canal, on M. for Rot., 903 (ii).
payments for right of way (Ans.) 843 (ii).

Wire fencing, from Lévis to Rivière du Loup (Ans.)
544 (i).

Pruyn, Mr. M. W., Lennox.
Emerson and North-Western Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 39,

1°*) 93 (i).

Ray, Mr. W. H., Annapolis.
Convict Labor in Dorchester Penitentiary (Ques.)

107b (ii).

Rinfret, Mr. C. J., Lotbinière.
Les Fonds, establishment of Post Office at (M. for Cor.,

&c.*) 802 (i).
Lotbinière Mail service (Ques.) 709 (i).

Robertson, Mr. A., West Bastings.
Bow River Coal Mine and Transportation Co.'s incorp.

(B. 44, 10*) 119 (i).
Criminal Law Amt. (burglars,) &c. (B. 28, 11) 67 (i);

2ç m., 1185 (ii).
Trent Valley Canal, on M. for Rot., 902 (ii).

Robertson, Mr. T., Hamilton.
Birrell, Flora, Relief (B. 129, 1° on a div.) 1014; 2°,

agreed to (Y. 85, N. 33) 1172 (ii).
Criminal Law Amt. (law of evidence) (B. 3, 10)31 (i);

2 agreed to (Y. 86, N. 52) 858; 3° m., 911.
-- (openings cut in the ice, &c.) (B. 2, 10) 31; 2°

M.., 707 (i).
Franchise Act, instructions to Revising Officers, on M.

for copies (remarks) 50 (i).
Ingersoll, London and Chatham Ry. Subsidy, in Com.

on Res., 1599 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1599 (ii).

Robertson, Mr. T., Shelburne.
American fishermen, depredations by (Ques.) 783 (i).
Liquor 'manufactured in Can., exports, imports and

labor employed (Ms. for Stnnts.*) 912 (ii).
Sugar in Bond in Montreal (Ques.) 783 (i), 843 (ii).

Ross, Mr. A. W., Lisgar.
Assiniboine River improvements (Ques.) 784 (i).
Churchill and Nelson Rivers surveys (Ques.) 266 (i).
Customs Office at Yukon (Ques.) 266 (i).
Disturbance in the N. W., non-combatants, recogni.

tion of services (Ques.) 633 (i).
Half-Breeds, Claims proved before Commission (X, for

Ret.*) 58 (i).
Hudson's Bay Exploration (Ques.) 266 (i).
Immigration, assisted and unassisted, on M. for Rets

639 (i).
Man. and North-Western Ry. Co. of Can. (B. 70, 1°*)

393 (i).
National Parks in the N. W. T. or B. C. (Ques.) 266 (i).
Pensions to Volunteers wounded at Duck Lake (Ques.)

633 (i).
Prince Albert Volunteers, Scrip for (Ques.) 633 (i).
St. Andrews Rapids improvements (Ques.) 495 (i).
Wharf at Selkirk (Ques.) 495 (i).
Yukon River Explorations (Ques.) 266 (i).

Royal, Mr. J., Provencher.
C. P. R. Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr. McLelan) on Amt.

(Mr. Watson) to M. for 30, 1346 (ii).
Disturbance in the N. W., distribution of Medals

(Ques.) 1661 (ii).
Fisheries protection in Man. (Ques.) 692 (i).
Hudson's Bay Exploration (Ques.) 1378 (ii).
Winnipeg and Hudson's Bay Ry. and Steamship Co.'s

Act Amt. (B. 119, 1°*) 912 (ii).
Immigration from Dakota and Texas (Ques.) 1217 (ii).
Medals, distribution of (Ques.) 1661 (ii).
Navigation in Man. Waters (Ques.) 1217 (ii).
Ontario, Minnesota and Manitoba Ry. Co.'s incorp.

(B. 49, 1°*) 149 (i).
Representation of the N.W.T. in Parlt. B. 115 (Sir

John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2°, 1211; in Com.,

1215, 1251 (ii).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landr, Mont-

magny) censuring Govt., 93-96 (ii).
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Royal, Mr. J.-Continued.
Sisters, "Faithful Companions of Jesus," incorp. (B.

32, 1°*) 92 (i).
Winnipeg and Hudson's Bay Ry. and Steamship Co,'s

(B. 119) 21 m., 1085 (ii).

Rykert, Mr. J. C., Lincoln and Niagara.
Leduc, Rev. H., and Danl. Maloney, Pets. and Letters

(M. for copies*) 438 (i).
Niagara Frontier Bridge Co.'s Act Amt. (B. 48, 1')

149 (i).
iBiel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont-

magany) censuring Govt., 150--169 (i).

Scott, Mr. T., Winnipeg.
Census of Man. (Ques.) 1240 (ii).
]Red River Improvements (Ques.) 1240 (ii).

Scriver, Mr. J., luntingdon
Can. Atlantic Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act Amt. B. 43 (Mr.

Mackintosh) in Com., 556 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

on M. to introd., 1342; in Com, 1468 (ii).
Fruit, green, conc. in Ways and Means, 752 (i).
Harness and saddlery, conc. in Ways and Means,

757 ().
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 752, 754, 757, 772 (i).
Wire, iron or steel, &c., cono. in Ways and Means, 772

(i).

Shakespeare, Mr. 1., Victoria, B.C.
Cabinet Representation for B.C. (Ques.) 369 (i).
C.P.R., salaries of staff, in Com of Sup., 1451 (ii).
Çhinese Immigration Act Amt. B. 106 (Mr. Chapleau)

in Com., 1229; on M. for 30 (Amt.) 1243 (i).
Dom. Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1091 (ii).
Dom.ILaands in B.C., settlement of (M. for Cor.) 496 (i).
Esquimalt and Nanaimo Ry. B. 47 (Mir. Pope) on M.

for 2ç, 517 (i).
Fisheries, deep-water, in B.C. (M. for Cor.) 495 (i).
Liquor License Act, 1883, Commissioners and Inspec-

tors' emoluments, refund of fees (Ques.) 266 (i).
Rice, increase of duty (Ques.) 369 (i).
StUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, e. (Dom. Exhibition) 1091 (ii).
Railway-Çapital: 0. P. R. (salaries of Staff, &c.,) 1451 (ii).

Shanly, Mr. W., South Grenville.
Alberta Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 31, 10*) 92 (i).
Can. Atlantic Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act Amt. B. 43 (Mr.

Mackintosh) in Com., 556, 558 (i).
Subsidy, in Com. on Res, 1617 (il).

Carriage hardware, conc. in Ways and Means, 1720 (ii).
Cape Tormentine Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 1158 (ii).
Court of Ry. Commissioners B. 6 (Mr. McCarthy)

on M. for 2°, 593 (i).
Kaministiquia River, in Com. of Sup., 1157 (ii).
Lake Erie, Essex and Detroit Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in

Com. on Res., 1612 (ii).
Nictaux and Atlantic Ry., in Com, on B. 146,1619 (ii).
Northumberland Straits Tunnel Ry. Co.'s B. 128 (Mr.

Hackett) in Com., 1467 (ii).

Shanly, Mr. W.-Continued.
Parry Sound Colonisation Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com. on

Res., 1614 (ii).
Port Arthur Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 1157 (ii).
St. Gabriel Levee and Ry. Co.'s B. 116 (Mr. Curran) in

Com., 1153 (ii).
Subsidies (money) t gRys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1612; on M. to introd. B., 1636 (ii).
SUPPLY.:

Canals-Capital(Williamsburg) 1452 (i).
Public Work--Capital (Cape Tormentine Harbor) 1158; (Port

Arthur and Kaministiquia River) 1157 (ii).

Truro to Newport Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on Res.,
1619 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 1720 (ii).
Williamsburg Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ii).

Small, Mr. J., East Toronto.
Calvin Co.'s incorp. (B. 53, 1°*) 149 (i).
Can. Permanent Loan and Savings Bank Co.'s (B. 98,

10*) 644 (i).
Court of Ry. Commissioners B. 6 (Mr. McCarthy) on

M. for 2*, 592 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1498,1666 (ii).
Kootenay Ry. Co. of B.C. incorp. (B. 89, 1*)

599 (1).
Medicine Hat Ry. and Coal Co.'s incorp. (B. 54, 1°*)

149 (i).
Privilege, Ques. of, Franchise B., letter read from Re-

vising Officer's clerk, denying charge in Globe,
1635; (remarks) 1703 (ii).

Rock Lake, Souris and Brandon Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B.
63, 1Q*) 301 (i).

Toronto Board of Trade Acts Amt. (B. 85, 10*) 519 (i).

Somerville, Mr. J., North Brant.
Baker, I. G. & Co.'s contract (Qaes.) 1076 (ii).
Franchise Act, expenses under, in Com. of Sup., 1717

(ii).
Independence of Parlt., on M. for Com. on Ways and

Means, 1579, 1581 (ii).
- Act, breach of, charge against a member (M.)

to ref. to Sol. Com., 1594 (ii).
Kah-ke-wa-quo.na.by, Chief, amounts paid to (M. for

Ret.*) 57 (i).
Printing and Stationery Bureau B. 132 (Mr. Chapleau)

on M. for 20, 1524-1528; in Com., 1554, 1560, 1564
(ii).

SUPPLY:
Legislation. Miscellaneous (Franchise Act, expenses under)

1747 (ii).
Travelling Expenses of Members of Govt. (M. for

Ret.*) 57 (i).
Tupper, Sir Charles,Travelling Expenses (M. for Ret.*)

57 (i).
Woodruff, J. A., Amounts paid to (Ques.) 68 (i).

Speaker, Mr., (HON. GEo. A. KIRKPATRIOK) Frontenac.
Address, The, His Ex's. reply (read) 92 (i).
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Speaker, Mr.-Continued.
Antigonish Electoral Dist., Vacancy and Return of

Member, 1 (i).
Çan. Temp. Act, 1878, Amts. Be. 92,99 and 118, on Amt.

(Mr. Cam3ron, Victoria) to place on Govt. Orders
(ruling) 1220 ; Member requested to confine himself
to question, 1221; on dividing ques. (rule read)
1222 (ii).

Cape Race Lightship and fog-whistle, Mess. from Ilis
Ex. (read) 226 (i).

Cardwell Electoral District, Vacancy and Return of
Member, 1 (i).

Catholics and Politics, on objection (Mr. Mills) to Ques.,
1879 (ii).

Criminal Law Amt. (seduction, &c.) B. 20 (Mr. Charl-
ton) Sen. Amts. rep., 1326; (rule read) 1327 (ii).

Customs seizure at Montreal, settlement (remarks) on
Ques., 1343 (ii).

Debates, publishing of, in Com. of Sup., 1089 (ii).
Disturbance in the N. W., confidential papers, Mess.

from is Ex. (read) 368 (i).
Durham, East, Electoral District, Vacancy and Return

of Member, 1 (i).
Engineers' Certificates, Mess. from His Ex. (read)

599 (i).
Estimates, The, for 1886-87, Mess. from His Ex. (read)

368 (i); suppl., 1885-86, 1550; suppl., 1886-87,
1633 (ii).

Experimental Farm Stations establishment B. 124 (Mr.
Carling) on M. for Com. on Res. (irrelevancy of deb.)
968, 973 (ii).

French Canadians, appeals against, on objection (Mr.
.Mackenzie) to Ques., 1378 (ii).

Haldimand, issue of Writ for, irrelevancy of remDrks,
member callod to order, 1171 (i).

Home Rule for Ireland, on prop. Amt. (Sir John A.
Macdonald) 1139 (ii).

- imperfect dispatch sent to Englimh press
(remarks) 1381 (ii).

House of Commons, salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup.,
1089 (ii).

Immigration, assisted and unassisted, irrelevancy of
remarks, 637, 640, 641, 643 (i).

on Ques. of Order, deb. objected to by (Mr. White
(ardwell) ruled member justified in replying, 653 (i)•

Indemnity to Members, on Res. (Mr. Farrow) and Mr'
Blake's Ques. of Order, 122 (i).

I.C. R., Stellarton and Pictou branch B. 57. (Mr. Pope)
on M. for 3° (remarks) 665, 666, 667, 668 (i).

Internal Economy Commiss., Mess. from Ris Ex. (read)
60 (i).

Irrelevancy of debate, 637, 640, 641, 643 (i), 968, 973,
1002, 1009, 1171 (ii).

King's, N. B., Electoral District, vacancy and return
of Member, 1 (i).

Library of Parlt., in Com. of Sup., 1153 (ii)ý
Librarians' joint Rep. (presented) 2 (i).
New Members (announcement) 1 (i).

Speaker, Mr.-Continued.
Members Indemnity Act Amt., on prop. B. (Mr.

, Farrow) ruled not in order, 38 (i).
requested to confine themselves to Ques. before

Chair, 1221, 1317 (il).
Messages from Ris Ex., 60, 92, 226, 368, 59 (i), 1550,

1633 (ii).
Middleton, Maj. Gen., communication from, re vote of

thanks by Parlt., 630 (i).
Northern and Pacifie Junction Ry. Co.'s B. 25 (Mr.

McCarthy) on Ques. of Order, 1316; on Son. Amts.
(remarks) 1605; (ruling) 1607 (ii).

N. W. Central Ry. Co.'s B. 17 (Mr. Beaty) on Amt.
(Mr. Mitchell) to M. for Com. (relevancy of debate)
1002, 1009; (remarks) on members not voting, 1011,
1013 (ii).

Notice of Motion, momber anticipating (remarks)
1541 (ii).

Oleomargarine, member called to order, referring to
previous deb., 1193 (ii).

Parliamentary language, mombers called to order
(rule quoted from May) 1580, 1582, 1635, 1701, 1704

Personal explanations by members (remarks) 1198 (ii)
Prince Albert Colonisation Co., on M. to add mombers

to Sol. Com., 492; (ruling) 494 (i).
Printing of Parlt., on M. (Mr. Bergin) to conc. in

Fourth Rop., 1239 (ii).
Printing, printing paper, in Com. of Sup., 1090 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Charlton) application for Tim-

ber Limits (remarks) 1515 (ii).
Ques. of (Mr. Kirk) Official Reps. and head-

ings to extra copies, 631 (i).
Prorogation, Lotter from Gov. Gen.'s Sec. (read) 1775
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on M. (Sir Ilector Langevin)

to place Res. (Ur. Landry, Montmagny) first Order
of the Day (rnling) 119 (i).

on Amt. (Sir Hector Langevin) to rame. adjnd.
deb. on Res (Mir. Landry, Montmagny) censuring
Govt., 149 (i).

-- on Amt. (Mr. Edgar) to Amt. (Sir Ilector
Langevin) to M. for Rets., 187 (i).

Rules of the flouse, on prop. Amt., 842 (ii).
St. John, N.B, City and County Electoral District,

Return of member elect, 1 (i).
-- City Electoral District, Vacancy and Return of

member, 1 (i).
Senate, salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1089 (ii).
Shuswap and Okanagan Ry. Co.'s B. 33 (Mr. Bomer)

on M. to conc. in Sen. Amts., certificate from law
clerk, 1171 (ii).

Speech from the Throne (reported) 1 (i).
Supply B. 145, passing of by Commons announced in

Sen., 1777 (i).
SUPPLYI

Legulation.: Miscellaneous (Library of Parit.) 1089, 1153;
(printing, paper, &c.) 1090. .Senate and House of Commons,
1089.(ii).
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Speaker, Mr.-Continued.
Temperance Colonisation Co. (remarks) 1634 (ii).
Timber, Land and Coal Leases in N.W.T., on Res. (Ur.

Charlton) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., relevancy of deb.,
1057; member requestod to withdraw statement,
1061; unparliamentary language, 1071, 1074 (ii).

Vacancies (announcement) 1 (i).

Sproule, Mr. T. S., East Grey.
Animals Contagious Diseases Act Amt. B. 19 (Mr.

.Mulock) on M. for 211, 860 (ii).
Can. Atlantic Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act Armt. B. 43 (Mr.

Mackintosh) in Com., 559 (i),
Court of Ry. Commissioners B. 6 (Mr. McCarthy)

on M. lor 2°, 589 (i).
Disturbance in the N. W., police scouts (M. for Rot.)

738 (i).
Dom. Lands Act, 1883, Amt. B. 94 (Mr. White, Card.

well) in Com., 917, 922 (ii).
Dom. Lands, in Com. of Sup., 538 (i).
Experimental Farm Stations establishment B. 124

(Mr. Carling) on M. for Com. on Res., 969 (ii).
Farm or Real Estate Banks, in Com. on Res. (Mr.Orton)

434 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Tlhompson)

in Com., 1474, 1507, 1509, 1666, 1669 (ii).
Immigration, assisted and unassisted, on M. for Ret.,

657 (i).
Justice, Administration of, in Com. of Sup., 1698 (ii).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1654 (ii).
Insolvent Banks, Insurance Co.'s, &c., B. 15 (Mr.

Edgar) in Com., 909 (ii).
Logs, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means, 1591; conc.,

1728 (ii).
Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 1657 (ii).
Navigable Waters protection (fisheries, &c.) B. 96

(Mr. Foster) in Com., 955 (ii).
N.W. Central Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. 17 (Mr. Beaty)

on Amt. (Mr..Mitchell) to M. for Com., 990 (ii).
Oleomargarine, &c., on Res. (Mr. Taylor) respecting

legislation, 550 (ii); on Amt. (Mr. Bowell) to Amt.
(Mr. Paterson, Brant) to M. to conc. in Ways and
Means, 768 (i); on prop. Res. (Mr. Taylor) 1189 (ii).

Printing and Stationery Bureau B. 132 (Mr. Chapleau)
in Com., 1558 (ii).

Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Cook) on personal explana.
tion, 1167 (ii).

IRiel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont-
magny) censuring Govt., 325-330 (i).

Settlers in Saugeen Peninsula, on M. for Com. of Sup.,
1540 (ii).

Speeches in Parlt., on prop. Res. (Mr. Charlton) limit-
ing, 792 (i).

SUPPLY :
Civil Govt. (Interior, Dept. of) 538 ().
Collection ofRevenues (Weighta and Measures and Gas, salaries)

1545 (i).

Sproule, Mr. T. S.-Continued.
SuPrLY-Continued.

Indians (Man. and N. W. T.) 1654 (ii).
Justice, Administration 0, 1698 (i).
Iounted Police, 1657 (fi).

Timber, Land and Coal Leases in N. W. T., on Res.
(Mr.Charlton) in Amt. toCom.of Sup., 1070-1072 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 768 (i), 1228, 1591 (ii).
Weights and Measures and Gas, in Com. of Sup.,

1545 (ii).

Stairs, Mr. J. Fitz-William, West Halifax.
Can. Temp. Act, Returns of Fines collected (Ques.)

1172 (ii).
Flag Treaty between U. S. and Spain, on M. for Cor.,

701 (i).
Pictou Goal and Iron Co.'s Act A.mt. (B. 64, 10*)

368 (i)ý
Sugar Dnties paid at Halifax and Montreal (Ques.)

898 (ii).
Sugars, conc. in Ways and Means, 774, 777, 779 (i).
Union Bank of Halifax, Capital Stock reduction

(B. 52, 1°*) 149 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 774, 777, 779 (i).

Sutherland, Mr. J., North Oxford.
Ingersoll, London and Chatham Ry. Subsidy, in Com.

on Res., 1599 (if).
Lake Nipissing and James' Bay Ry. Co.'s Act Amt.

(B. 35, 10*) 92 (i).
Sable and Spanish River Slide and Boom Co.'s (B. 36,

1°*) 92; Order for Com. read, 494; in Com., 782 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys'. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1599 (ii).

Taschereau, Mr. T. L., Beauce.
Riel, Louis, case of, Pets. froin Provincial Govts. (Ques.)

634 (i).

Tassé, Mr. J., Ottawa City.
Catholies and Politics (Ques.) 1379 (il).
Dom. $2 Notes, counterfeit (Q aes.) 865 (ii).
French Canadians, appeals against (Ques.) 1378 (ii).

-- representation for Ont. in Sen. (Ques.) 1633 (ii).
Labelle, Rev. M., Immigration Rep. (Ques.) 1633 (ii).
Medals, distribution of (Ques.) 1661 (ii).
Prorogation, closing remarks, 1775 (ii).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont-

magny) censuring Govt., 364-366 (i).

Taylor, Mr. G., South Leeds.
Consolid. Inland Rev. Acts Amt. B. 101 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com. on Res. (oleomargarine) 687 (i).
Cook, Mr. H., Timber Dues (Ques.) 1380; (M. to ref.

to Pub. Aects. Com.) 1420 (ii).
Edmonton and St. Albert Land Surveys (I. for Cor.,

&c.*) 802 (i).

Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 1415 (ii).
Fruit, green, conc. in Ways and Means, 752 (i).
North American Tel. Co.'s incorp. (B. 86, 1°*) 543 (i).
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Taylor, Mr. G.-Continued.

Oleomargarine, &c. (Res.) legislation, 547, 554; in
Com. on B. 101, 687; on Amt. (Mr. Bowell) toAmt.
(Mr. Paterson, Brant) to M. to conc. in Ways and
Means, 762 (i); deb. rsmd., 1187; on Amt. (Mr.
Bergin) to M. (Mr. Blake) fQr Sol. Com. re M.
Roche, 1341 (il).

Rideau Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1453 (ii).
Riel, Louis, Pets. from Orange Lodges respecting

(Ques.) 196 (i).
SUPPLY:

Canal-Income (Rideau) 1453 (il).
Immigration (general vote) 1415 (ii).

Timber, Land, and Coal, Leases in N. W. T., on Res.
(Mr. Charlton) in Amt. toCom. of Sup., 1055-1057 (i).

Timber Limita, &c., refutation of charges, on M. for
Com. on Ways and Means, 1583 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 753, 762.

Temple, Mr. T., York, -N. B.
Experimental Farm Stations estalishment B. 124 (Mr.

Carling) in Com., 1149 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1474 (ii).
Fredericton to Prince William Ry. Subsidy, in Com.

on Res., 1625 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1625 (ii).

Thompson, Hon. J. S. D., Antigornsh.
Animals Contagious Diseases B. 19 (Mr. Mulock) on

M. for 20, 861; in Com., 864 (ii).
Bankruptcy and Insolvency, legislation (Ans.) 59 (i).
B. C. Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 896 (ii).
C.P.R. Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr. McLelan) in Com.,

1201 (ii).
Cape Race Lighthouse Transfer B. 100 (Mr. Foster)

in Com. on Res., 672 (i),
Carleton City of St. John branch Ry. B. 137 (Mr.

Hackett) on M. to introd., 1310; on M. for 2° and in
Com., 1424 (ii).

Carriers by Land B. 7 (Mr. McCarthy) on M. for 2,
707 (i).

Chignecto Marine Transport Ry. (B. 105) M. to conc.
in Sen. Amts., 1381 (ii).

Convict Labor in Dorchester Penitentiary (Ans.)
1075 (ii).

Court of Ry. Commissioners B. 6 (Mr. McCarthy)
on M. for 2°, 596 (i).

Criminal Law Amt. (burglars) B. 28 (Mr. Robertson,
Eastings) on M. for 20, 1185 (ii).

(law of evidence) B. 23 (Mr. Cameron, Huron)
or M. for 2', 707 (i).
-- (law of evidence) B. 3 (Mr. Robertson, Hamilton)
in Com., 911 (ii).

-- (law of evidence) (B. 141, 10*) 1385; in Com.,
1464 (ii).

(offences against the person) (B. 125, 1°*)
1254; 2° m., 12'2; in Com., 1882 (ii).

Thompson, Hon. J. S. D.-Continued.
Criminal Law Amt. (seduction, &c.) B. 20 (Mr. Charl-

ton) on M. for Com., 571 ; in Com., 705 (i).
Crown Cases reserved Act Amt. (B. 126) 1 m., 974;

20 m., 1202 (ii).
Cruelty to Animals Prevention B. Il (Mr. Charlton) on

M. for 2°, 439 (i).
Disturbance in the N.W., Half-breeds, Indians, &o.,

committals and convictions (Ans.) 61 (i).
Reps. from Govt. Counsel on Trials, &c. (Ans.)

185 (i).
- - Trial of Half-breeds, Indians, &c. (Ans.) 58 (i).
Dorchester Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 892 (ii).
Esquimalt and Nanai mo Ry. B. 47 (Mr. Pope) on M.

for 2°, 517 (i).
Factory Legislation (Ans.) 634 (i).
Fines and Forfeitures (B. 82, 1P) 488; 2° m., 671; in

Com,, 713 (i).
Fishing by Foreign Vessels in Can. Waters B. 136

(Mr. Foster) on M. for 2' and in Com., 1423 (ii).
Fisheries protection and Marine Police regulations

issued, on M. for copies, 459 (i).
Franchise Act, Amts. (Ans.) 543 (i).

- Electoral, Act Amt. (B. 138) M. to introd.,
1342; in Corn., 1467, 1504, 1507, 1510; M. to ref.
back to Cem., 1664; in Com., 1665 (ii).

Govt. measures (remarks) 913, 1194 (ii).
High Court of Justice, Ont., Judge's salary (Aus.)

898; (B. 125) prop. Res., 877; in Com. and 19* of
B., 973; in Com., 1204 (ii).

Home Rule for Ireland, on Amt. (Mr. McMullen) to
Amt. (Mr. Costigan) to Res. (Mr. Blake) 1125; on
Amt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1139; on Amt. (hir.
Mills) 1140; (Amt.) agreed to (Y. 80; N. 70)
1142 (ii).

Indemnity to Members, on Res. (Mr. Farrow) and Mr.
Blake's Ques. of Order, 122 (i).

Insolvent Banks, Insurance Co.'s, &c., Act Amt. B. 15
Mr. Edgar) on M. for 2°, 460 (i); in Cem., 1179 (ii).

Insurance (B. 111, 1*) 842; 2° m., 957; in Com.,
1385 (ii).

I. C. R., Reservoir, &c., at Lévis (Ans.) 1378 (ii).
-- Stellarton and Pictou branch B. 57 (Mr. Pope)

in Com., 617, 623 ; on M. for 30, 665 (i).
Interest in B. C., B. 22 (Mr. Baker, Vic.) M to place

on Govt. Orders, 1218 ; 2 m., 1243; in Com.,
1244 (ii).

on Money secured by Mortgage B. 12 (Mr.
Mc Mullen) on M. for 20, 440 (i).

Interpretation Act Amt. (B. 80) in Com, 712 (i).
Judge's Salary, additional (Ont.) prop. Res., 877 (ii).
Judiciary in the N.W.T. (B. 133) Res. conc, in and 1*

of B., 1223 (ii).
Justice, Administration of, in Cem. of Sup., 886, 889-

891, 1698 (ii).
-- Penitentiaries branch, Deptl. Rep. (presented)
31 (i).

xlix



INDEX.

Thompson, Hon. J. S. D.-Continued.
Keewatin, boandaries extension (B. 127, 10) 974 (ii).
Kingston Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 891, 1165 (ii).
Lands in North and West Ont. (Ans.) 1172 (ii).
Law of Evidence. See "Criminal law."
Legal Services in connection with Revision of Statutes,

in Com. of Sup., 1159 (ii).
Manitoba, increased representation in Parlt. (Ans.)

784 (i).
- Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 893 (ii).

Maritime Court of Ont. Jurisdiction B. 5 (Mr. Alen)
in Cor., 560, 562, 565-569 (i).

Naturalisation Act Amt. (Ans.) 709 (i).
Navigable Waters protection (fisheries, &c.) B. 96 (Mr.

Foster) on M. for 20, 948; in Com., 955 (ii).
-- works in, B. 130 (Sir Hector Langevin) on M.

for 2°, 1216 ; in Com., 1270 (ii).
Northern and Pacifid Junction Ry. Co.'s B. 25 (Mr. Mc

Carthy) in Com., 1323; on Son. Amts., 1606 (ii).
N.W.T. Law Amt. (B. 133) prop. Res., 1015 ; in Com.,

1203; 1°* of B., 1223 ; in Com., 1382, 1459 ; on
Amt. (Mr. Weldon) to M. for 3°, 1483 (ii).

Prince Albert Colonisation Co., on M. to add members
to Sel. Com., 492 (i).

Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Kirk) Official Reps. and head-
ings to extra copies, 631 (i).

Public Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1159 (ii).
Queen's Counsel, appointments, on M. for Cor., 392 (i).
Real Property in the N. W. T., transfer (B. 10) M. to

introd., 40; 10*, 41; 2 m., 668 (i); in Com., 1516;
prop. Res., 1532; M. to conc. in Res., 1552 (ii).

Reformatory for Juvenile Offenders Halifax (B. 134)
10*, 1254; in Com., 1381 (ii).

Revised Statutes of Can. (B. 9) M. to introd,, 38; 1°*,
40 (i); in Com., 1224 (ii).

Riel, Louis, case of, authority to exorcise mercy (Ans.)
59; Pets. from Provincial Govts. (Ans.) 634 (i).

Execution of, Reps., &o., in favor of meray
(Ans.) 266 (1).
-- Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Montmagny)

eensuring Govt., 267-291 (i).
-- Medical Commission, Reps. (Ans.) 68 (i).

O. C. ordering execution (Ans.) 59 (i).
- Pets, for hanging (Ans.) 266 (i).

recommendation to mercy by jury (Ans.) 62 (i).
Reps. of Drs. Valade and Lavell (Ans.) 120 (i).
respites granted, motive for (Ans.) 59 (i).

---- respites granted, O. C., re execution and letters
&c., of Kedical Commission, on M. for copies, 59 (i).

respites granted, on M. for copies of 0.0., 43 (i).
trial of, instructions sent to Mr, Justice Richard-

son, on M for copies, &c., 59 (i).
trialof, on M. for copies of documents, &c.,

43 (i).
Rys. or Repeal (remarks) on telegram in Halifax Mail,

1628 (ii).
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup.,

1692 (ii).

Thompson, Hon. J. S. D.-ontinued.
Scott Act, enforcement (Ans.) 438 (i),
Short Line Ry., Montreal and Salisbury (Ans.) 1240 (ii).
Stather, R, transfer from Dorchester Penitentiary

to Kingston (Ans.) 68 (i).
-- papers, re application for discharge, on M. for
copies, 373 (i).

Statutes, Revised (B. 9) in Com., 513 (i).
-- M. to ref. to Sel. Com., 555.(i).
- - M. to add name to Com., 599 (i).

Stipendiary Magistrate at Calgary (Ans.) 427 (i).
Stoney Mountain Penitentiary, prisoners' health (Ans.)

1173 (ii).
Summary Proceedings before Justices of the Peace (B.

84, 10*) 519; 2° m., 671 ; in Com, 715, 805 (i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govi. (Inlian Affairs, Dept. of) 689; (Justice, Dept, of)
523 (i), (contingencies) 877 (ii); (Railways and Canals, Dept.
of) 691 (i).

Justice, Administration of, 886, 1698 (ii).
Penitentiaries (B. 0.) 896; (Dorchester) 892; (Kingston) 891;

(Man.) 893; (St. Vincent de Paul) 1692 (ii).
Publie Works: Buildings (N.B.) 1159 (ii).

Supreme Court, extra reporter, in Com. of Sup., 891 (ii).
Travis, Judge, in Com. of Sup,, 886-889 (ii).
- - ref. to in Com. on B. 133, 1463 (ii).
Treason-felony Trials at Regina, &c., on M. for Cor.,

&c., 696 (i).
Trent Valley Canal, Fees paid to Poisett and Roger

(Ans.) 843 (ii).
Windsor Branch Ry. Settlement (Ans.) 1240 (ii).
Wurtele, Hon. J. S., appointment as Judge (Ans.) 866

Townshend, Mr. 0. J., Cumberland.
Chignecto Marine Ry. B. (Mr. Pope) on prop. Res., 676

Trow, Mr. J., South Perth.
American Fishormen, depredations by (Ques.) 783 (i).
C. P. R. Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr. McLelan) on M. for 30,

1357; in Com., 1358 (ii).
B. C. contracts (Ques.) 709 (i).

-- Northern Pacific Ry. Agreement (Ques.) 633 (i).
---- salaries, &c., of Staff, in Com. of Sup., 1450 (ii).
Deposits in Govt. and P. O. Savings Banks (Ques.)

634 (i).
Disturbance in the N. W., Anderson, James, Cor. re

purchase of supplies, &o. (M. for copies) 427 (i).
Batoche, battle of, Rep. of Officer second in Com-

mand (Ques.) 369 (i).
instructions to non-combatants (M. for copies,

&c.) 427 (i).
transport contractors (M. for Ret.) 427 (i).

Dom, Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1092 (ii).
Lands Act, 1883, Amt. B. 94 (Mr. White, Card-

well) in Com., 918, 921, 926 (ii).
-- Lands, in Com. of Sup., 541 (i).

-- Ry. Act Amt. re compensation (Ques.) 426 (i).
Factory Legislation (Ques.) 634 (i).
Franchise, lectoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com ,1469 (ii).



INDEX. 1
Trow, Mr. J.-Continued.

Grapo Vines imported under valuation (Ques.) 370 (i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 1387 (ii).
Jarvis, P. R., amount paid to as returning officer under

Can. Temp. Act (M. for Ret.*) 393 (i).
Kaministiquia River, in Com. of Sup., 1157 (ii).
Oleomargarine, &c., on Amt. (Mr. Bowell) to Amt. (Mr.

Paterson, Brant) to M. to conc. in Ways and Means,
763 (i).

Port Arthur Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 1157 (ii).
Printing and Stationery Bureau B. 132 (Mr. Chapleau)

in Com., 1565; on M. to conc. in Son. Armts. (Amt.)
1728 (ii).

of Parlt., on M. to cono. in Fourth Rep. of Com.
1197 (ii).

Privilege, Ques. of, on personal explanation (Mr. Orton)
re paragraph in Globe, 602 (i).

Prorogation, closing remarks, 17î6 (ii).
Publie Buildings, Ont., in Com. of Sup., 1163 (ii).
Squaw Island, Fishing Privileges, &c. (Ques.) 784 (i).
Sugar in Bond in Montreal (Ques.) 78 1 (i), 843 (ii).
Subsidies (land) to Rys. B. 147 (Mr. White, Cardwell)

in Com., 1713 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Arta, Agriculture, f-c. (Dom. Exhibition) 1092 (ii).
Civil Govt. (Interior, Dept. of) 541 (i).
Immigration (general vote) 1387 (ii),
Public Works-Capital (Port Arthur Harbor and Kaministiquia

River) 1157. Income: Buildings (Ont.) 1163 (ii).
Railway--Capital: 0. P. R. (salaries, &c., of staff) 1450 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 763 (i).

Tupper, Mr. U. H., Pictou.
Columbia Valley Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 87,1°*) 569 (i).
I. C. R., Stellarton and Pictou branch B. 57 (Mr. Pope)

in Com 604, 608, 611, 621 ; on M. for 30, 664 (i).
Navigable Waters, works in, B. 130 (Sir -Hector

Langevin) in Com., 1271 (ii).
Pictou Bank (B. 50, 1°*) 149; in Com., 614 (i).
Short Lino Ry. in N.S. (M. for copies of Cor.) 444 (i).
Stather, R., re application for discharge of, on M. for

copies, 375 (i).
Timber, Land and Coal Leases in N.W.T., on Res.

(Mr. Charlton) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1073 (ii).

Tyrwhitt, Mr. R., South Simcoe.
Timber, Land and Coal Leases in N. W. T., on Res.

(Mr. Charlton) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1074 (ii).

Vail, Hon. W. B., Digby.
A, B and C Batteries, in Com. of Sup., 1309 (ii).
Adams, David J., schooner, seizure of, on M. for Com.

of Sup., 1255 (ii).
Archives, care of, in Com. of Sup-.,1090 (ii).
Annapolis and Digby Ry. Extension (remarks) 1746 (ii).
Bounty on Pig Iron B. 150 (Mr. McLelan) on M. for

Com. on Res., 1715 (ii).
Briar and Long Islands télegraph communication, Gis-

borne's Rep. (M. for copy*) 393 (i),
Brigade Majors salaries, &o., inCom. of Sup., 1302 (ii).

Vail, Hon. W. B.-Continued.
Buoys and Beacons, in Com. of Sup., 1377 (ii).
Burlington Bay Canal B. 76 (Sir Hector Langevin) on

M. for 20, 518 (i).
Canal Tolls, amount colgcted (Ques.) 781 (i).
Cape Breton Island Ry. B. 143 (Sir Hector Langevin)

on Res., 1486; in Com., 1488 (ii).
Cape Race Lighthouse Transfer B. 100 (Mr. Foster) in

Com. on Res., 672 (1).
Chignecto Marine Transport Ry. B. (Mr. Pope) on

prop. Res., 677 (i).
Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B. 106 (Mr. Chapleau)

in Com., 1236; on Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) to M. for 3°,
1242 (ii).

Cobourg, town of, Relief B. 122 (Mr. McLelan) o M.
for Com. on Res., 958; in Com., 1141 (ii).

Cod Liver Oil and Guano industries, in Com. of Sup.,
1758 (ii).

Contingencies, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1307 (ii).
Commissions to Public Officers B. 110 (Mr. Chapleau)

in Com., 959 (ii).
Cordage, manila and sisal,in Com. on Ways and Means,

1584 (ii).
Criminal Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1091 (ii).
Customs Seizures at Montreal, on M. for Com. of Sup.,

1690 (ii).
Digby Pier, rebuilding of (Ques.) 31, 42 (i).•
Dredging, in Com. of Sup., 1269 (ii).
Easter, adjnmt. for (remarks) 748 (i).
Esquimalt Graving Dock, in Com. of Sap., 1157 (ii).
Farm or Real Estate Banks, on M. (Mr. Orton) for Com.

on Res., 432; in Com., 583 (i).
Fisheries protection and Marine Police regulations

issued, on M. for copies, 458 (i).
Flag Treaty between U. S. and Spain (Y1. for Cor.)

700 (i).
Flour and Coal duties, abolition of, on Res. (Mr.

Mitchell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1430 (ii).
Franchise Act, expenses under, in Com. of Sup., 1747

(ii).
Franchise, Blectoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Comr., 1469, 1504 (ii).
Fruit, green, cono. in Ways and Means, 752 (i).
Geological Survey, in Com. of Sap., 1649 (hi).
Govt. Steamers, maintenance and repairs, in Com. of

Sup., 1372 (ii).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1261, 1264 (ii).
Health Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1095 (ii).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1651 (ii).
I. C. R., St. Charles branch, in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ii).
-- Stellarton and Pictou branch B. 57 (Mr. Pope)

in Com., 607, 724, 626; on M for 3°, 663 (i).
-- Stellarton branch, in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ii).

Westinghouse Brakes, amonsîts paid for apply-
ing (M. for Ret.*) 393 (i).

Lighthouses and Fog Alarms, in Com. of SUp., 1376
(ii).

Logs, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means, 1587 (ii),



INDEX.

Vail, Hon. W. B.-Contnued.
Lylian, schooner, seizure of (Ques.) 912 (i).
Marine Police Force in Can., on M. for Ret., 385 (i).
Military works in B.C., in Com. of Sup., 1752 (ii).
Militia, contingencies, iCom. of Sup., 878, 1744 (ii).
Montreal Armories, in Com. of Sup., 1163 (ii).
Navigable Waters protection (fisheries, &c.) B. 96

(Mr. Poster) on M. for 2°, 949 (i).
-- works, in B 130 (Sir -Hector Langevin) on M.

for 2ç, 1246 (ii).
Nictaux and Atlantic Ry., in Com. on B. 146, 1619 (ii).
Printing and Stationery Bureau B. 132 (Mr. Chapleau)

in Com., 1553 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Kirk) Official Reps. and head-

ings to extra copies, 631 (i).
Royal Military College, in Com. of Sup., 1308 (ii).
Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 103 (Mr. Poster)

in Com., 1087 (ii).
Public Buildings at Ottawa, in Com. of Sup., 1156,

1160, 1163 (ii).
Stewiacke and Musquodoboit Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on

Res., 1624; (remarks) on intrdn. of B. 146, 1636 (ii).
Sugars, cono. in Ways and Means, 773, 778 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1617; on intrdn.of B., 1636, 1638; in Com.,
1704, 1707 (ii).

SUPPLY

Arts, Agriculture, 4c. (Archives, care of) 1090; Oriminal Statis-
tics) 1091; (Health Statistics) 1095 (il).

Charges of Management (Asst. Financial Inspector) 520; (Auditor
and Roc. Gen , Vic.) 521 (i).

Civil Govi. (Agriculture, Dept. of) 691 ; (Indian Affaire, Dept.
of) 689 ; (Interior, Dept. of) 524; (Marine, Dept. of) 691 (),
(contingencies) 886 ; (Militia, contingencies) 878, 1307,
1744 (ii); (Railways and Oanals, Dept. of) 691; (Secretary
of State. Dept of) 524 (i).

Collection of Revenues (Oustoms) 1454 (ii).
Fisheriea (Cod Liver Oil and Guano industries) 1758 (ii).
Geological Survey, 1649 (ii).
Indiana (N.S.) 1651 (ii).
Legislation: House of Commons (salaries) 1089; Miscellaneous

(Franchise Act, expenses under) 1747 (ii).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Buoys and Beacons) 1377 ; (Light-

houses and Fog alarme) 1376 (ii).
Militia (A, B, and 0, Batteries) 1309; (Brigade Majors salaries,

&c.) 1302; (Royal Military College) 1308 (il).
Ocean and River Service (Govt. Steamers) 1372 ; (Wrecks and

Casualties) 1374 (ii).
Public Works-Capital (Esquimalt Graving Dock) 1157; (Mili-

tary works, B.C.) 1752; (Public Buildings, Ottawa) 1156.
Income: Buildings(N.S.) 1160; (Ont.) 1163; (P.E.I.) 1161 ;
(Que.) 1163. Dredging, 1269. Harbore and Rivers, 1754;
(N.B.) 1264; (N.B.) 1261; (Mar. Provo. generally) 1264 (ii).

Raikeaya-Capital. I. .R. (St. Charles Branch) 1452; (Stellai-
ton Branch) 1452 (il).

Truro to Newport Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on Res., 1617
(ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 752, 754, 773 (i), 1583 (ii).
Weights and Measures Act, 1879, Amt. B. 109 (Mr.

Costigan) on M. for 21, 957 (ii).
Western Counties Ry., in Com. on B. 146, 1707 (ii).
Wrocks and Casualties, in Com. of Sap., 1374 (ii).

Valin, Mr. P. V., Montmorency.
Returns, expense in producing, on M. for Rot., 386 (i).
Valin, Mr., M.P., Grants of land to, in N.W., on M. for

Rot., 32 (i).

Vanasse, fr. F., Yamaska.
Riel, Louis, Pets. praying for clemency, &c. (Ques.)

120 (i).

Wallace, Mr. N. C., West York, Ont.
Dom. Lands Act, 1883, Amt. B. 94 (Mr. White, Card-

well) in Com. 1081 (ii).
Dom. Lands, in Com. of Sap., 536 (i).
Experimental Farm Stations establishment B. 124

(Mr. Carling) on M. for Com. on Res., 961 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1469,1506,1509, 1511, 1670 (ii).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Amt. (Mr. McMullen) to

Amt. (Mr. Costigan) to Res. (Mr. Blake) 1117 (i).
Printing and Stationery Bureau B. 132 (Mr. Chapleau)

in Com., 1556-1560 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Edgar) re supposed telegrams

read in House, 782 (i).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. Landry, Mont.

magny) censuring Govt., 99-104 (i).
Sugars, conc. in Ways and Means, 777 (i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Indian Affaira, Dept. of) 689; (Interior, Dept. of)
536 (Î).

Timber Land and Coal Leases in N.W.T., on Res. (Mr.
Charlton) in Amt. to Com. of Sup. (remarks) 10171(ii.)

Licenses in disputed Territory (Ques.) 41(i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 777 (i).

Ward, Mr. H. A., East Durham.
Address, The, seconded, 6 (i).
Midland Bank of Canada incorp. (B. 18, 1°*) 58 (i).

Watson, Mr. R., Marquette.
Ammunition, clothing, &o., in Com. of Sup., 1302 (i).
Assiniboine River improvements (Ques.) 784 (i).
Bai bed wire fencing, &c., con. in Ways and Means,

772 (i).
C. P. R. Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr. McLelan) on M.

for 30, 1343; (Amt.) 1345; neg. (Y. 49, N. 116)
1357 (ii).

Colonial and Indian Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1742
(ii).

Contingencies, &c., Militia, in Com. of Sup., 1308 (ii).
Cordage, manila and sisal, in Com. on Ways and Means,

1586 (ii).
Disallowance of Ry. charters in Man. (M. for Ret.*)

802 (i).
Dom. Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1091 (ii).
Dom. Lands Act, 1883, Amt. B. 94 (Mr. White, Card

well) in Com., 914, 917, 919, 921, 1081-1084 (ii).
Dom. Lands, in Com. of Sup., 528, 534, 539, 542 (),

1550 (ii).

lii
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Watson, Mr. R.-Continued.

Dredging, in Con. of Sup., 1269 (ii).
Experimental Farm Stations establishinent B. 124

(Mr. Carling) on M. for Com. on Res., 961 (ii).
Flying Column for N. W. (M. for Cor.) 634 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Kr. Thompson)

in Com., 1672 (ii).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1269 (ii).
Hudson Bay Expedition, in Com. of Sup., 1658 (ii).
Immigration, assisted and unassisted, on M. for Rot.,

660 (i).
- in Com. of Sup., 1388 (ii).
Indian Administration of N.W., on Res. (Mr. Cameron,

Euron) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 745 (i)
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1653 (ii).
Justice, Administration of, in Com. of Sup., 887, 890

(ii).
Lake Manitoba navigation (Ques.) 369 (i).
Land Grants to Militia Force B. 142 (Mr. White, Card-

well) on M. for 2°, 1570; in Com, 1572 (ii).
Land Grants to Rys. in Man. and the N.W.T. B. 147

(Mr. White, Cardwell) in Com. on Res., 1632 ; M. to
conc. in Res., 1639; in Com. on B., 1710 (ii).

Man. Claims settlement B. 123 (Mr. .McLelan) on M.
to conc. in Res., 960; on M. for 2°, 1145 (ii).

Man., increased representation in Parlt. (Ques.) 784 (i).
Man. Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 895 (ii).
Memorial of the N.W. Council (M. for copy) 703 (i).
Militia organisation in N.W.T (Qaes.) 84 i (ii).
Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 1657 (ii).
N.W. Central Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. 17 (Mr. Beaty) on

Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) to M. for Com., b85; on M. to
adjn. deb., 1004; in Com., 1013 (ii).

- Land Subsidy, in Com. on Res., 1632 (i).
N.W.T. Law Amt. B. 133 (Mr. Thompson) in Com.,

1464 (ii).
Portage la Prairie and Lake of the Woods Ry. and

Nav. 0o.'s incorp. (B. 55, 1°*) 185 (i).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 1549 (i).
Pre-emptions in Man., reduction in price (Ques.)

369 (i).
Public Works, Man., in Com. of Sup., 1165 (ii).
Quarantine, in Com. of Sup., 1419 (ii).
Representation of the N.W.T. in Parlt. B. 115 (Sir John

A. Macdonald) on M. for 20, 1211; in Com., 1216,
1251; on M. for 30 (Amt.) 1271 (ii).

Returns, expense in producing, on M. for Rot., 390 (i).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, 4-c. (Oolonial Eihibition) 1742 ; Dom. Exhibi-
tion) 1091 (il).

Charges of Management (Auditor and Rec. Gen., Winnipeg)
521 (i).

Civil Govt. (Interior, Dept. of) 527 (1); (Militia, &c., contingen.
cies) 1308 (ii.)

Collection of Revenues (Dom. Lands) 1550; (Post Office, Mail ser-
vice, salaries, &c.) 1549 (il).

Immigration (general vote) 1388; (agricultural implements)
1401 (ii).

Watson, Mr. R.-Continued.
SUPPLY-Continued.

Indians (Man. and N. W. T.) 1653 (il).
Justice, Administration of, 887 (il).
Militia (Ammunition, clothing, &c.) 1302 (ii).
Miscellaneoui (Hudson Bay Expedition) 1658 (il).
Mounted Polie., 1657 (il).
Penitentiaries(Man.) 895 (il).
Pensions (conc.) 1771 (il).
Public Works-ncome: Buildings (Man.) 1165. Dredging,

1269. Harbors and Rivers (Man.) 1269 (ii).
Quarantine (general vote) 1419 (i).

Travis, Judge, in Com. of Sup., 887 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 712 (i), 1586 (ii).
Wire, iron or steel, &c., cone. in Ways and Means,

772 (i).

Weldon, Mr. C. W.,"St. John, N. B., Oity and County.
Administration of Justice, in Com. of Sup., 886, 890 (ii).
Bank of N. B., Capital Stock reduction (B. 14, 10*)

48 (i).
B. 0. Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 896 (fi).
Buoys and Beacons, in Com. of Sup., 1377 (ii).
Butternut Ridge, N. B., Postmaster (Ques.) 1075 (ii).
C. P. R., Port Arthur to Red River, in Com. of Sup.,

1694 (ii).
Caraquet Ry. Co.'s Subsidy (Ques.) 494 (i).
Carleton City of St. John branch Ry. B. 121 (Mr.

Hacketi) on M. for 2°, 1424 ; in Com., 1425 (ii).
Chinese Inmmigration Act Amt. B. 106 (Mr. Chapleau)

in Com., 1229 (ii).
Cordage, manila and sisal, in Com. on Ways and

Means, 1594 (ii).
Colonial and Indian Exhibition, in Com. of Sup.,

1742 (ii).
Criminal Law Amt. (law of evidence) B. 141 (Mr.

Thompson) in Com., 1465 (ii).
Crown Cases Reserved Act Amt. B. 126 (Ur. Thompson)

in Com., 1202 (ii).
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 1454 (ii).
Edmonstone and Rivière du Loup Ry. Subsidy (Ques.)

570 (i).
Fairfield, N.B., Postmastership (Ques.) 1661 (ii).
Fisheries, salaries, &o., in Com. of Sup., 1542 (ii).
Fishing by Foreign Vessels in Canadian Waters B.

136 (Ur. Foster) on M. for 20, 1423 (ii).
Flour and Coal duties, abolition of, on Res. (Mr.

Mitchell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1431 (if).
Franchise Act, instructions to Revising Officers, on M.

for copies, 55 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1468, 1498, 1509, 1666, 1671 (ii).
Fredericton to Prince William Ry. Subsidy, in Com. on

Res., 1625 (ii).
Harbors and Rivera, N. B., in Com. of Sup., 1263 (ii.)
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1651 (ii).
InsolventBanks, Insurance Co.'s, &c., B. 15 (Mr. Edgar)

in Com., 908(ii). *

I. C. R., casualties, &c., damage and amount of claims
(M. for Ret.*) 58 (i).

i1il



INDIEX.
Weldon, Mr. C. W.-ontinued.

I. C. R. claims arising out of construction, in Com. of
Sup., 1752 (ii).

- - earnings and working expenses (Ques.) 62;
(h. for Ret.*) 392 (i).

employees between Campbellton and Halifax,
&c. (M. for Ret.*) 58 (i).

Indiantown branch, amount paid for land
damages (M. for Rot.,#) 392 (i).

-- oil contracts (Ques.) 897 (ii).
private and official cars built or purchased (M.

for Ret.) 57 (i).
- - rolling stock purchased (M. for Ret.*) 58 (i).
-- rolling stock repaired at Govt. workshops, &c.

(M. for Ret.*) 58 (i).
--- Stellarton branch, in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ii).

Interest in B. C., B. 22 (Mr. Thompson) in Com.,
1245 (ii).

Justice, Administration of, in Com of Sup., 890 (ii).
Land Grants to Militia B. 142 (Mr. White, Cardwell) in

Com. on Res ,1456; on M. for 20, 1570 ; in Com.,
1572 (ii).

Legal Services in connection with Public Works, in
Com. of Sup., 1159 (ii).

Lighthouses and Fog-alarms, in Com. of Sup.,
1376 (ii).

Marine Police Force in Can., on M. for Ret., 385 (i).
Maritime Court of Ont. Jurisdiction B. 5 (Mr. Allen)

in Coma., 560, 564, 567 (i).
Metapedia and Cross Point Ry. Survey (Ques.) 426 (i),
Meteorological Observatories, in Com. of Sup.,

1377 (ii).
Moncton and Buctouche Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com. on

Res., 1597 (ii).
Mount Middleton, N.B., Postmaster (Ques.) 1075 (ii).
Navigable Waters protection (fisheries, &c.) B. 96

(Mr. Foster) on M. for 20, 946; in Com., 950 (ii).
Navigable Waters, works in, B. 130 (Sir Hector Lan-

gevin) M. for 29 1246; in Com., 1270 (ii).
Nerepis Station, N.B, Postmaster (Ques.) 1075 (ii).
N.W.T. Law Amt. B. 133 (Mr. Thompson) in Comi.,

1383, 1458; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 1483; neg. (Y. 42,
N. 70) 1485 (ii).

Oil Contracts, I.o. R. (Ques.) 897 (ii).
Paper Hangings, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means,

1587 (ii).
Printing and Stationery Bureau B. 132 (Mr. Chapleau)

in Corn., 1556 (ii).
Public Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1155, 1159, 1162 (ii).
Queen's Birthday, on M. (Sir Hector Langevin) for

Adjnmt., 1431 (ii).
Ry. station buildings in St. John, N. B., cost, &c. (M.

for Ret.*) 58 (i).
Real Property in the N. W.T. B. 10 (Mr. Thompson) in

Com, 1516 (ii).
teformatory for Juvenile Offenders, Halifax, B. 134

(Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1381 (ii).

Weldon, Mr. C. W.-ontinued.
Representation of the N.W.T. in Parlt, B. 115 (Sir

John A. Macdonald) in Com., 1251 (ii).
Restigouche River, Ry. bridge across (Ques.) 426 (i).
Richibucto and St. Louis Ry. Subsidy (Ques.) 494(i).
St. John Bridge and Ry. Extension Co. (M. for Ret.*)

66 (i).
Senate, Constitution of, on Res. (Mr. Mills) in Amt.

to Com. of Sup., 1294 (ii).
Stather R., papera, re application for discharge (Ques.)

68; (M. for copies) 371, 376 (i).
Statutes, Revised, B. 9 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 514

(i), 1224 (ii).
Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 103 (Mr. Poster)

in Com., 1086 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1597, 1625 (ii).
Summary Proceedings before Justices, &c., B. 84 (Mr.

Thompson) in Com., 807 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, te. (Colonial and Indian Exhibition) 1742 (il).
Collection cf Revenues (Oustoms) 1454 (ii).
Fisheries (salaries, &c.) 1542 (ii).
Indians (N.B.) 1651 (ii).
Justice, Administration oJ, 890 (ii).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Buoys and Beacons) 1377; (Light-

houses aod Fog alarms) 1376 (ii).
Penitentiaries (B.0.) 896 (il).
Public Works-Capital: Buildings (Ottawa) 1155; (Que.)

1162. Income : Harbors and Rivers (N.B.) 1263; (N.S.)
1159 (ii).

Railways-Capital: 0. P. R. (Port Arthur to Red River) 1694.
I. 0. R. (claims) 1752 ; (Stellarton Branch) 1452 (i).

Scientific Institutions (Meteorological Observatories) 1377 (il).

Supreme Court, extra reporter, in Com. of Sup., 891 (ii).
Travis, Judge, in Com of Sup., 890 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 1584,1585 (ii).

White, Mr. J., East Hastings.
Anglo-American Iron Co.'s incorp. (B. 62, 1°*) 301 (i).
Canadian Copper Co.'s (B. 61, 1°*) 301 (i).
Central Ontario Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 67, 1°*) 393 (i).
Cook, Mr. H.. Timber Dues, on M. to ref. to Pub.

Acets. Com., 1420 (i).
Dom. Lands, in Com. of Sup., 537 (i).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Amt. (Mr. Coughlin) 1137 (ii)
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1651 (ii).
Interest on moneys secured by Mortgage B, 12 (Mr.

McMullen) on M. for 2°, 440 (i).
Legal services in connection with Fishery Award, in

Com. of Sup., 1159 (ii).
Napanee, Tamwoýrth and QuebWe Ry. Co.'s (B. 79, 1°*)

460 (i).
-- Subsidy, in Com. on Res., 1627 (ii).
Northern and Pacifie Junction Ry. Co.'s B. 25 (Mr.

McCarthy) in Com., 1321 (ii).
Oleomargarine, on prop. Res. (Kr. Taylor) 1191 (ii).
Prince Albert Colonisation Co., on M. (Mr. Edgar) for

Sel, Com., 489 (i).

liv
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White, Mr. J.-Continued.

Public Buildings, In Com. of Sup., 1159 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1627 (i).
SUPgLY:

Civil Govt. (Interior, Dept. of) 537 (1).
Indiana (Man. and N.W. T.) 1654; (N.B.) 1651 (il).
Public Worke,-ncome: Buildings (N.S.) 1159 (ii).

White, Mr. P., North Renfrew.
Animais Contagious Diseases B. 19 (Mr. Mulock) on M.

to consdr. B., 909; on M. for 30 (Amt.) 9n; neg.
(Y. 36, N. 99) 911 (ii).

Parm or Real Estate Banks, in Com. on Res. (Mr.
Orton) 582 (i).

Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1266 (ii).
Insolvent Banks, Insuran ce Co.'s, &c., B. 15 (Mr.

Edgar) in Com., 908 (ii).
Kingston and Pembroke Mutual Aid and Insurance

Co.'s incorp. (B. 24, 1°*) 66 (i).
Navigable Waters protection (fisheries, &c.) B. 96

(Mr. Foster) on M. for 20, 949 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of, re Bonus to Ont. and Pacific Ry.,

&c., 1096 (ii).
Red River improventents (Ques.) 1240 (ii).
SUPPLYI

Public Works-incom: Harbors and Rivers (Ont.) 1246 (ii).
Trent Valley Canal, on M. for Ret., 902 (ii).

White, Hon. T., Cardwell.
Address, on the, 27 (i).
Administration of the N. W. T., on Res. (Mr. Mills) in

Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1733 (ii).
BUDGET, The. See " WAYS AND MEANS."
C. P. R., confirmation of Agreement, in Com. on Ros.

(Mr. XcLelan) 941 (ii).
-- lomesteads in Ry. Belt (Ans.) 120, 185 (i).
--- Lands, sale of by Co. (Ans.) 543 (i).

Churchill and Nelson Rivers surveys (Ans.) 266 (i).
Colonisation Co.'s and Settlers (Ans.) 330 (i).
Disturbance iii the N W., duty of Govt. to bring down

further papers, on e. (Mr. Blake) 502 (i).
--- Police Scouts, on M. for Cor., 789 (i).

Scrip to Half-breeds who took part in Rebellion
(Ans.) 1075 (ii).

-- Settlers on servies and homesteads (Ans.)
426 (i).

Dominion Lands Act, 1883, Amt. (B. 94, 11) 600 (i);
in Com., 913-930, 1078, 1081-1085 ; M. to cono. in
Sen. Amts., 1568 (i).

Dom. Lands in B. C. administration (B. 120, 10)
912 (ii).

--- settlement of, on M. for Cor., 496 (i).
- in Com. of Sup.,527, 530-533 (i) 1550 (ii).

Geological display and Colonial Exhibition (Ans.)
692 (i).

---- Survey, expenditure (Ans.) 633 (i).
- - in Com. of Sup., 524, 542 (i), 1649 (ii).

White, Hon. T.-ontinued.
Ilalf-breeds Claims Commission, 1871, Reps. of, on M.

for Rut., 634 (i).
-- Stmnt. respeeting (presented) 746 ().

Ilay tax in the N.W.T. (Ans.) 121 (i).
Homestead Entries, cancelled or abandoned in N. W.,

on M. for Ret., 801 (i).
Immigration, assisted and unassisted, on M. for Ret.,

651 (i).
Imperial Federation (remarks on M. for adjnmt.) 34 (i).
Indian Titie, extinguishment of in N.W.T., on Ros. (Mr.

Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 818-829 (ii).
Interior, Deptl. Rep. (presented) 60 (i).
Justice, Administration of, in Con. of Sup., 387 (hi).
Land Claims Commission, N.W., Rep. (Ans.) 1421 (il).
Land Grants to Militia (B. 142) M. to introd., 1420;

M. for Com. on Res., 1455; in Com., 1456, 1458; 2°,
m., 1568; 2° and in Com., 1572 (ii).

Land Grants to Rys. Act Amt. (B. 117, 1°) 876; 2° .
and in Com., 973 ; 3° m., 1015 (ii).

Lands, Public, in B. C. (B. 120, 10*) 912; in Com.,
1202 ; 30 m., 1223 (i).

Land Sales in IN .W., 1884-85 (Ans.) 120 (i).
Licenses to eut Timber in Dom. (Amt.) to M. for Ret.,

65 (i).
Man. and North-Western Ry. Co.'s land Subsidy, in

Com. on Res., 1630 (ii).
Man. Claims settlement B. 123 (Mr. McLelan) on M.

for 2°, 1145 (ii).
Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 1657 (ii).
Mining Law Amt. (Ans.) 844 (ii).
National Parks in N. W. T. or B. C. (Ans.) 266 (i).
N.W. Central Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. 17 (Mr. Beaty)

on Arnt. (Mir. Mitchell) to M. for Com., 995; on M.
to adjn. deb., 1004 (i).

Land Subsidy, in Com. on Res., 1631 (ii).
N. W. T. Law Amt. B. 133 (Mr. Thompson) in Com.,.

1462 (il).
Point Pelee Naval Reserve (Ans.) 120 (i).
Pre-emptions in Man., reduction in price (Ans.) 369 (i).
Printing and Stationery Bureau B. 132 (Mr. Chj1apleau)

in Com., 1566 (ii).
Printing Immigration pamphlets, in Com. of Büp.,

1894 (i).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Charlton) timber limits, 1515

(ii).
(Ur. ffaggart) re application for timber limita,

1144 (ii).
(Mr. Kirh) official Reps. and headings to extra

copies, 631 (i).
Rebellion losses, claims, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1764 (ii).
Returns, expense in producing, on M. for Rot., 388 (i).
Richelieu County, sale of Govt. properties in (Ans.)

185 (i).
Riel, Louis, deputation to (Ans.) 785 (i).

Execution of, on Amt. (Mr. Edgar) to Amt.
(Sir Hector Langevin) to M. for Rets., 190 (i).

IV
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White, Hon. T.-Continued
Rideau Hall, additions, alterations, repairs, &c., on M.

for Stmnt., 799 (i).
Rocky Mountain Rangers, issue of Scrip (Ans.) 544 (i).
Subsidies (lànd) to Rys. in Man. and N.W.T. (B.

147) prop. Res., 1551; in Com., 1630 ; M. to conc.
in Res., 1639; 19* of B., 1640 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Civil Govt. (Interior Dept. of) 524, 801 (i).
Collection of/Revenues (Dom. Lands) 1550 (il).
Immigration (Printing Pamphlets) 1394 (il).
Justice, Administration of, 887 (ii).
Miscellaneous (N.W. Rebellion losses, &c.) 1764 (ii).
Geological Survey, 1649 (ii).

.founted Police, 1657 (il).

Temperance Colonisation Co. (remarks) 1634 (ii).
Timber, Land, and Coal Leases in N.W.T., on Res. (Mr.

Charlton) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1041-1047 (ii).
Timber Licenses in disputed Territory (Ans.) 42 (ii).
Travis, Judge, in Com. of Sup., 887 (ii).
Treston, Jas., and others, receipt of Petitions (Ans.)

785 (i).
Valin, Mr., M.P., Grants of Land to in N.W., on M. for

Ret., 32 (i).
Vancouver Ry. Reserves, Squatters' pre-emption

Records (Ans.) 369 (i.)
Ways and Means-On 1° of Res., 460-470 (i).
Wood Mountain and Qu'Appelle Ry. Co.'s Land

Subsidy, in Com. on Res., 1633 (ii).
Yukon River Explorations (Ans.) 266 (i).

Wigle, Mr. L., South Essex.
Experimental Farm Stations establishment B. 124

(Ur. Carling) on M. for Com. on Res., 965 (ii).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1654 (ii).
Lake Erie, Essex and Detroit River Ry. Co.'s Subsidy,

in Com. on Res., 1611 (ii). .
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1611 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Indians (Xan. and N. W. T.) 1654 ( Il).

Wilson, Mr. J. H., East Elgin.
Arta, Agriculture, &c., Dom. Exhibition, 1093 (ii).
B. C. Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 897 (ii).
Can. Temp. Act., in Com. of Sup., 1658 (ii).
God Liver Oil and guano industries, in Com. of Sup.,

1758 (ü).
Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 876 (ii).
Gonvict vs. Free Labor, number employed in Dom.

Penitentiaries (M. for Ret.*) 47 (i).
Fabre, Mir., salary, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1658 (ii).
Harbors and Rivers, Ont., in Com. of Sup., 1267 (ii).
Riealth Statisties, in Com. of Sup., 1094 (ii).
mmigration, assisted and unassisted (M. for Rot.) 635,
661 (i).

Wilson, Mr. J. H.-Continued.
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 1387 (ii).
Ingersoll, London and Chatham Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in

Com. on ]Res., 1601 (ii).
Kingston Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 892, 1164 (ii).
Life-boat service, rewards, &c.,in Com of Sup., 1373 (i).
Manitoba Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 894 (ii).
Militia, Dept, of, contingencies, in Com . of Sup., 877,

879 (ii).
Morgan's ".Register," in Com. of Sup., 880 (ii).
Photographs of Public Works, in Qom. of Sup., 882 (ii).
Public Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1163 (ii).
Quarantine, in Com. of Sup., 1417;(ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on ]Res., 1600 (ii).

SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, c. (Dom. Exhibition) 1093; (Health Statis-
tics) 1094 (ii).

Cvil Govt. (Inland Revenue, Dept. of) 689(i). Contingencies
(Gov. Gen.'s Sec.'s Office) 868; (Interior, Dept. of) 881 ; (Mili
tia, Dept. of) 877, 879; (Public Works) 882; (Secretary of
State) 880 (ii).

Fisheries (Ood Liver Oil and Guano Industries) 1758 (ii).
Immigration (general vote) 1387 (ii).
Miscellaneous (Oan. Temp. Act) 1658; (Fabre, Mr., salary, &c.)

1658 (ii).
Ocean and River Service (Rewards, &c., and life-boat service)

1373 (ii).
Penitentiaries (B.O.) 897; (Kingston) 892; (Man.) 894 (ii).
Publie Worka-1neome: Buildings (Ont.) 1163; Harbors and

Rivera (Ont.) 1267 (ii).
Quarantine (general vote) 1417 (ii).

Wood, Mr. J. F., Brockville.
Brockville and New York Bridge Co.'s incorp. (B. 68,

10*) 393 (i).
Franchise Act, instructions to Revising Officers, on M.

for copies (remarks) 50 (i).
Fruit, green, conc. in Ways and Means, 753 (i).
Oleomargarine, on prop. Res. (Mr. Taylor) 1190 (ii).
Riel, Louis, Execution of, on Res. (Mr. L andry, Mont-

magny) censuring Govt., 136-139 (i).
Senate, constitution of, on Res. (Mr. Aills) in Amt. to

Com. of Sup., 1288 (ii).
Timber, Land and Coal Leases in N. W. T., on Bes.

(Mr. Charlton) in Amt. to Com. of Sup. (remarks)
1074 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 753 (i).

Wood, Mr. J., Westmoreland.
Çbignecto Marine Ry. B. (Mr. Pope) on prop. Ros.,

676, 680 (i).
Flour and Coal duties, abolition of, on Res. (Mr. Mit-

chell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1432 (ii).
Ways and Means-on 1° of Bes., 480-484 (i).

titi
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Woodworth, Mr. D. B., King's, N.S.

Cab-hire and travelling expenses, in Com. of Sap.,
873 (ii).

C. P. R. Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr. McLelan) on Amt. (Mr.
Watson) to M. for 30, 1356 (ii).

Cape Breton Island Ry. B. 143 (Sir Hector Langevin)
in Com. on Res., 1489 (ii).

Chignecto Marine TransportiRy. B. (M. Pope) on prop.
Res., 679 (i).

Customs Seizures at Montreal, on M. for Com. of Sup.
1691 (ii).

Dom. Lands Act, 1883, Amt. B. 94 (Mr. White,
Cardwell) in Com., 918, 920, 926 (ii).

Flour and Coal dutios, abolition of, on Res. (Mr.
Mitchell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1441 (ii),

Immigration, assisted and unassisted, on M. for Ret,,
643 (i).

I. C.R, McCann Station to Joggins Ry. Subsidy, in
Com. on Res., 1650 (ii).

--- Stellarton and Pictou branch B. 57 (Mr. Pope)
M. for 3Q, 666 (i).

.N ictaux and Atlantic Ry. (remarks) on B. 146, 1617,
1638 (ii).

Northern Pacific Junction Ry. Co.'s B. 25 (Mr.
McCarthy) on Sen. Amts., 1608 (ii).

Woodworth, Mr. D. B.-Continued.
N. W. Central Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. 17 (Mr. Beaty)

on M. for Cam., 974-978; on M. to adjn. deb., 1005

(ii),
N. W. T. Law Amt. B. 133 (Mr. Thonpson) in Com.,

1460 (ii).
Printing and Stationery Bureau B. 132 (Mr. Chapleau)

on Amt. (Mr. Mills) to M, to conc. in Son. Amts.,
1729 (ii).

Rideau Hall, contingencies, on M. for Ret., 794 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 146 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res,, 1617; on M. to introd. B., 1638 (ii).
Subsidies (land) to Rys. B. 147 (Mr. White, ardwell)

in Com., 1711 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Privy Council Office) contingencies, 873 (i).

Travis, Judge, ref. to in Com. on B. 133, 1462 (ii).
Truro to Newport Ry. Subsidy, in Cam. on Res.,

1617 (ii).

Wright, Mr. A., Ottawa County.
Eddy, E. B., Manufacturing Co.'s incorp. (B. 30, 10*)

92 (i).
Rivière aux Lièvres improvements (Ques.) 426 (1).

lvii





INDEX-PART II.

SUBJECTS.

A, BAND CBATTERIES: in Com. of Sup., 1308, 1547; conc.,
1771 (ii).

"ADAMS, DAVID J.," SCHOONER, SEIZUBE OF: Remarks (Mr.
Mitchell) on M. for Com. of Sup., 1254 (ii).

ADDRESS, IN ANS. TO MIS EX.'s SPEECH : Moved (Mr. Everett)
2 ; Sec. (Mr. Ward) 6; reply (Mr. Blake) 8; Ans (Sir
John A. Macdonald) 19, remarks, 30; deb. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) 23 ; (Mr. White, Cardwell) 27; (Mr. Davies)
27 ; (Mr. Mitchell) 29; agreed to, 30; His Ex.'s reply,
92 (i).

ADJOURNMENTS:
ANNUNCIATION DAY: Remarks on adjnmt. (Sir Hector Langevin)

301; (M.) 368 (i).
ASH WEDNESDAY: M. (8ir Hector Langevin) 66 (i).
QUEEN'S BIRTHDAY: prop. M. for adjnmt. (Sir Hector Langevin)

1431; (M.,) 1455 (ii).
8T. PATRICK's DAY: M. tor adjanmt. (Sir Hector Langevin) 185 (i).

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE : in COm. of Sup., 886, 1747 (ii)
ADMINISTRATION OF THE N. W. T.: Res. (Mr. Mil1.) in Amt.

to Comn. of Sup., 1729; deb. (Mr. White, Cardwell)
1733; (Mr. Laurier) 1735; (Mr. Amyot) 1438; (34r.
Armstrong) 1739; neg. (Y. 51, N. 71) 1740 (ii).

Administration of Oaths of Office B. No. 1 (Sir
John A. Macdonald). 1°*, 1 (proformd) (i).

Adulteration Act Amt. B. No. 108 (Mr. Costigan).
1*, 747 (i); 2°* and in Com., 957; S°*, 1015 (ii).
(49 Vic., c. 41.)

ADULTERATION 0F FooD: in Com. of Sup., 1547 (ii).
ADVANCES TO P.E.[.: Ques. (Mr. Davies) 1.378 (ii).
ADVERTISING, &c.: in Com. of Sup., 875; in Com. on B. 132,

1552 (ii).

Agriculturists Banking and Loan Facilities.
SeeI" BANKING,"

AGRICULTURE, IMMIGRATION, &c.:
AGRICULTURE, DEPTL. REP. ; presented (Mr. Pope) 60 (i); in Com.

of Sup., 691, 1698 (ii).
ARCHIVES, CARE OF: in COm. of Sup., 1090 (ii).
ARTS, AGRICULTURE, &C. : in COm. of Sup., 1090 (ii).

cENSUS OF MANITOBA, N.W. T. AND KEEWATIN; Ques. (Mr. Cameron,
Huron) 43 (i); (Mr. Scott) 1240 (ii).

CENTRAL BOARD OF AGRICULTURE: Ques. (Mr. Landry, Montmagny),
634 ().

COLONIAL AND INDIAN EXHIBITION: in CoM. of Sup , 1095, 1741 (ii).
- DELAY IN TRANSMITTING IXHIBITS: Remarks (Mr. Blake)

1077 (ài).
CRIMINAL STATISTICS: in COM. Of SUp., 1091 (ii).
DOMINION EXHIBITION: in COM. of Sup., 1091 (ii)
EXPERIMENTAL PARM STATIONS, ESTABLISHMENT. Sec B. 124.
FABRE, EICTOR, REPORT FROM: Ques. (Mr. Coursol) 1661 (ii).
HEALTH STATISTICS : in COm. Of Süp, 1094 (ii).
IMMIGRATION AND EMIGRATION: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 370 (i).
- ASSISTED AND UNASSISTED : M. for Ret. (Mr. Wilson) 635 (i).

AGRICULTURE, IMMIGRATION, &c.-Continued.
IMMIGRATION F1RO1 DAKOTA AND TEx&s: Ques. (Mr. Royal) 1217 (ii).

- FROM FRANCE AND WORK oF M. LABELLE: Ques. (Mr. Coursol)
1661 (ii).

in Com. of Sup., 1385, 1392 (ii).
IMMIGRANTS SETTLED IN OANADA, NUMBER OF : QuS (Mr. Mfili)

61 (i).
LABELLE, REv. M., IMMIGRATION REPORT : QueS. (Mr. Taast)

1633 (ii).
MODEL FARm: in Com. of Sup., 1659 (ii).
QUARANTINE: in Com. of Sup., 1417 (ii).

WOOD, M. C., EXPLANATION (Mr. Carling): in Oom. of Sup., 885 (il).
ALBERT Ry. Co's SUBSIDY: prOp. Res. (Mr. Pope) 1551;

in Com., 1627 (ii).

Alberta Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. No. 31 (Mr. Shanly).
10*, 92; 2°*, 119 (i); wthdn., 1309 (ii).

ALMONDS: conC. in Ways and Means, 748 (i).
AMERICAN FISIERMEN, DEPREDATIONS BY : Ques. (Mr. Rob-

ertson, Shelburne) 783 (i).
AMNESTY, GENERAL, IN TH1E N.W.T.: prop. Res. (Mr.

Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1257 (ii).
AMMUNITION, CLOTHING, &o. : in Com. of Sap., 1302 (ii).
AIMUNITION, MANUFACTURED AT QUEBEC : M. for Cor. (Mr.

Casey) 554 (i).
ANDERSON, JAMES, COR. re PUROHASE OF SUPPLIES, &o,, IN

N.W.T. : M. for copies (Mr. Ca.sey) 427 (i).
Anglo-American Iron Co.'s B. No. 62 (Mr. White,

BHastings). 1°*, 301; 2°*, 368 (i); in Com. and 30*,
907 (ii). (49 Vie., c. 97.)

Anglo-Canadian Bank of Can. incorp. B. No. 18
(Mr. Ward). 1°*, 58; 2°*, 102; in Com., 494; 30*,
555. (49 Vic., c. 64.)

Animals Contagious Diseases Act Amt. B. No.
19 (Mr. Mulock). 10, 58(i); 2° m., 858; 2° and in Com.
864; ensdn. of B. m., 909; Amt. (Mr. White, Renfrew)
910; neg. (Y. 36, N. 99) and 3°, 911. (49 Vic., c. 43.)

Animals, Cruelty to, Prevention B. No. il (Mr.
Charlton). 1, 41; 2° m., 438; 20 and ref. to Sel.
Com., 439 (i).

ANNAPOLIS AND DIGBY RY. EXTENSION: Remarks (Mr. Fail)
1746 (ii).

ANNUNCIATION DAY: Remarks on adjnmt. (Sir Hector Lan-
gevin) 301.; (M.) 368 (i).

ANTIGONISH, ELECTORAL DIsT.: Vacancy and Return of
Member elect, 1 (i).

ARCHIVEs, CARE OF: in COm. Of Sup,, 1090 (ii).
ARMSTRONG, MoN. J., sums paid to: in Com. of Sup., 1159,

(ii).
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ARTS, AGRICULTURE AND STATISTICS: in Com. Of Sup., 1090,
1095, 1741 (ii).

AsM WEDNESDAY, ADJNMT. FOR : M. (Sir Iector Langevin)
66 (i).

AsPY BAY FISHERY DISPUTE: Ques. (Mr. Mitchell) 1076
(ii).

ASSINIBOINE RVER IMPROVEMENTS: Ques. (Messrs. Watson
and Ross) 784 (i).

AUDITOR AND REC. GENL.'s, HALIFAX, WINNIPEG AND VIC.:
in Com. of Sup., 521 (i).

AUDITOR GENL.'S OFFICE: in Com. of Sap., 689 (i).
--- REP. : prasented (Me. McLelan) 31 (i).
BADDECK, N.S., CUSToM HoUSE: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 1379 (ii).
BAIE DES CHALEURS RY. Co.: Ques. (Mr. Cameron, Huron)

1481 (ii).

Baie des Chaleurs Ry. Co.'s Subsidy B. No. 144
(Sir Hector Langevin). Res. prop., 1455; M. for Com.,
1482; in Com., 1496; M. to conc. in Res., 1515; 1°*
of B., 1516; 2° m., 1628; *°*, 1635 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 17.)

BAKING POWDER: conc. in Ways and Means, 749 (i); in
Com., 1584 (ii).

BAKER, I. G. & Co., CONTRACTS FOR INDIAN SUPPLIES: M.
for Ret.* (Mr. Cameron, BHuron) 438 (i).

BAKER, I. G. & CO.'S CONTRAcIT: Ques. (hir. Somerville,
Brant) 1076 (ii).

Banking and Loan Facilities for Agriculturists
B. No. 88 (Hr. Orton). Res. prop., 427 ; in Com., 432,
1°* of B., 585 (i).

BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY LEGISLATION: QueS. (Mr.
Edgar) 59 (i).

BANKS AND BANK[NG:
ANGLO-CANADIAN BANK. ee B. 16.

BRITI1H CANADIAN INOORP. ACT AMT. See B. 114.

AGRICULTURAL BANKINO FACILrIES. See B. 88.
CONTINENTAL BANK OF CAN. See B. 60

DErOSITS IN GOVT. AND P. O. SAVINGS BANKS: M. for Stmnt (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 392 ; Ques. (Mr. Mulock) 495, 634 (i)
(Mr. Jackson) 1218 (ii).

DOM. NOTES IN CIRCULATION AND OLD HELD HY GOVT. :.M. for Ret.*
(Mr. Mc iullen) 438 (i).

FARM oR REAL ESTATE BANKS: M. for Com. on Res. (Mr. Orton)
427 ; in Com., 432, 436, 574 (ii).

FORESTERS' DEPOSITS IN GOVT. BANKS: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 1095
(ii).

FREEHOLD LOAN AND SAVINGS SOCIETY. See B. 113.
INTEREST IN B. C. See B. 22,

INSOLVENT BANKS, INSURANCE Co.'S, &C. See B. 15.
NEw BrUNSWICK BANK. See B. 14.

POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS IN MAN. : Ques. (Mr. Orton) 62 (i).
PIc TOU BANK. See B. 50.
SAVINGS BANKS AND P. O. SAVINGS BANKS, AMOUNT IIELD BY GOVT.

IN: M. for Ret.* (Mr. .McMullen) 438 (i).
SCHOOL SAVINGS BANK INCORP. B. See B. 75.
YARMOUTH BANK. See B. 69.
UNION BANK OF HALIFAX. See B. 52.
UNION BANK oF LowER CANADA. See B. 41.

BARKER, MR. F. E.: Returned as Member elect for St. John
(N.B.) City, 1 (i).

BARKER, P. M., AMOUNTS PAID TO: M. for Ret.* (Mr.
McMullen) 58 (i).

BATTERIES: in Com. of Sup., 1308, 1547, 1771 (ii).
BATOCHE, BATTLE OF, REP. OF OFFICER ßECOND IN CoMMAND:

Ques. (Mr. Casey) 369 (i).

BATOCIE, PAPERS FOUND AT, DIARY OF RIEL, &c.: M. for

copies* (Mr. Laurier) 58 (i).
BAYFIELD IARBOR REPAIRS: M. for Cor. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 383 (i).
BELL & LEWIS, -HowARD WRIGHT, AND OTHERS, MONEYS

PAID TO FOR TRANSPORT, &C., IN N W.T.: M. for Ret.*
(Mr. Oasey) 437 (i).

BELLEVILLE AND NORTH HASTINGs Ry. Co.'s SUBSIDY: prOp.
Res. (Mr. Pope) 1551; in Com., 1626 (ii).

BILLS ASSENTED TO: 1776 (ii).
BILL (No. 1) Respecting the administration of Oaths of

Office.- (Sir John A. Macdonald.)
1°*, 1 (pro formd) (i).

BILL (No. 2) To amend the Criminal Law, and to declare it
a misdemeanor to leave unguardel and exposed boles
cut in the ice on any navigable or frequented waters.-
(Mr. Robertson, Hamilton.)

10, 31; 2°, 707(i); in Com. and 3o*. 856(ii). (49 Vic., c. 53.)
BILL (No. 3) For the further amendment of the Law of Evi-

dence in certain cases. -- (Mir. Robertson, Hamilton.)
10, 31 (i); 2° agreed to (Y. 86, N. 52) 858 ; in Com., 911;

Amt. (Mr. Desjardins) 6 m. h., reg. (Y. 59, N. 68)
911; 3° on same div. reversed, 912 (ii).

BILL (No. 4) To amend the Consolidated Railway Act, 1879,
and amendments thereto.-(Mr. Mulock.)

10, 31 (i); 2° m., Order dschgd. and B. wthdn, 858 (ii).
1BILL (.No. 5) To extend the jurisdiction of the Maritime

Court of Ontario. - (Hr. Allen.)
1°*, 37; 2 1im., 149; 20*, 437; in Com., 559 (i).

BILL (No. 6) For constituting a Court of Railway Commis-
sioners for Canada, and to amend the Consolidated
Railway Act, 1879.-(Mr. McCorthy.)

10, 37; 2° m., 585; Order dschgd. and B. wthdn., 599 (i).
BILL (No. 7) Respecting Carriers by Land.-(Mr. McCarthy.)

10, 38; 2° m., Order dschgd. and B. wthdn., 707 (i).
BILL (No. 8) To amend the Consolidated Railway Act of

1879 -(Mr. McCarthy )
10, 38; 20*, 707 (i); in Com., 857; 30*, 858 (ii).

BILL (No. 9) Respecting the Revised Statutes of Canada.

-(Mr. Thonpson.)
10, 38; 2°* and in Com., 533 ; ref. to Sel. Com., 555 (i) ; in

Com., 1224; 3°* 1229 (ii). (49 Vie., c, 4.)
BILL (No. 10) Respecting Real Property in the North-

West Territories. -(Mr. Thonpson.)
10, 40; 2° m., 668; ',and ref. to Sp. Com., 670 (i) ; prop.

Res., 1015 ; in Corn. on B., 1516 ; in Com. on Res.,
1532; Res. cone. in and 30*, 1552 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 26.)

BILL (No, 11) For the more effectual prevention of Cruelty
to Animals.-(Mr. Charlton.)

10, 41 ; 20 m., 438; 20 and ref. to Sel. Com., 439 (i).
BILL (No. 12) To amend the Act relating to interest on

moneys secured by mortgage on real estate.-(Mr. Mc-
Mullen.)

10, 41; 2° m., 439; 20, 441 (i).
BILL (No. 13) To limit the appellate jurisdiction of the

Supreme Court as respects matters of a purely local
nature in the Province of Quebec.-(Mr. Landry, Mont-
magny.)

1°, 41 (i).
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BILL (No. 14) To reduce the capital stock of the Bank of

New Brunswick.-(Mr. Weldon.)
1J*, 48; 2°*, 66; in Com- and 30*, 614 (i). (49 Vic., c. 59.)

BILL (No. 15) Further to amend an Act respecting Insolvent
Banks, Insurance Companies, Loan Companies, Build-
ing Societies and Trading Corporations.-(Mr. Edgar.)

1°, 48; 2°, 437 (i); in Com., 907, 1179; 3°*, 1180; M. to
trans. Sen. Amts. to Govt. Orders, 1592 (ii). (49 Vic.,
c. 46.)

BILL (No. 16) To incorporate the Medicine Hat, Dunmore
and Benton Railway Company.-(Mr. McCallum.)

1J*, 48; 2°*, 102 (i); wthdn., 1309 (ii).
BILL (No. 17) To amend the Act respecting the North-

West Central Railway Company.-(Mr. Beaty.)
10*, 58; 2°*, 102(i); M. for Com., 974; Amt.(Mr. -Mitchell)

3 m. h., 979; neg. (Y. 59, N. 86) 1011; Aimt. (Mr.
Mulock) neg. (Y. 55, N. 82) in Com. and 30*, 1013
(il). (49 Vie., c. 74.)

BILL (No. 18) To incorporate the Midland (title changed to
"Anglo-Canadian ") Bank of Canada.-(Mr. Ward.)

1°*, 58; 20*, 102 ; in Com., 49I4; 3°*, 555 (i). (49 Vie.,
c. 64.)

BILL (No. 19) To amend "The Animal Contagious Diseases
Act."-(Mr. Mulock.)

10, 58 (i); 20 m., 858; 2'> and in Com., 864; consdn. of B.
rm., 909 ; Amt. (Mr. White, Renfriw) 910; neg.
(Y. 36, N. 99) and 30, 911 (ii). (49 Vie., c. 43.)

BILL (No. 20) to punish Seduction and like offences, and
to make botter provision for the protection of women
and girls.-(Mr. Charlton.)

10*, 60; 2' m., 441; 2Q agreed to (Y. 114, N. 47) 444;
M. for Com., 570 ; ref. to Sel. Con., 571 ; in Com. of
W., 704; 3°*, 707 (i); M. to conc. in Sen. Amts.,
1326 (ii). (49 Vie., c. 52.)

BILL (No. 21) Further to amend "The Supreme and Ex-
choquer Court Act. "-(Mr. Edgar.)

10, 60 (i).

BILL (No. 22) Respecting interest in the Province of
British Columbia.-(Mr. Baker, Victoria.)

10, 61 (i); M. to place 2° on Govt. Orders, 1218; Amt.
(Mr. Blake) to add B. (No. 92) neg. (Y. 68, N. 88)
1218; Amt. (Mr. Kranz) to add B. No. 104, 1218;
Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Cameron, Victoria) to add Bs. Nos.
92, 99 and 118, 1219; neg., Y. 22, N. 149) 1222;
Amt. (Mr. Kranz) neg. (Y. 35, N. 134) 1223; 20
M., 1143; 2° and in Com., 1244; 30*, 1270 (ii). (49
Vic., c. 44.)

BILL (No. 23) To further amend the Law of Evidence in
criminal cases.-(Mr. Cameron, Huron.)

10, 66 ; 2' m, 701 ; 2° neg. (Y. 57, N. 80) 709 (i).
BILL (No. 24) To incorporate the Kingston and Pemb roke

Mutual Aid and Insurance Company (Limited).-(Mr.
White, Renfrew.)

10*, 66 ; 2 0*, 240 (i); in Com. and 30*, 907 (ii). (49
Vic., c. 65.)

BILL (No. 25) Respecting the Northern and Pacifie Junction
Railway Company.-(Mr. McCarthy.)

1°*, 66; 2**, 240 (i); M. for Com., 1311 ; in Com., 1318;
30 m., Amt. (Mr. Mulock) 1325; neg. (Y. 48, N. 90)

and 30, 1326; M. to conc. in Son. Amts., 1605;
Amt. (Mr. Mulock) 1640; M. to trans. Son. Amts.
to Govt. Orders, 1662; M. to conc. in Sen. Amts.,
1673; Amts. (Mr. Mulock) 1676, 1684; neg. (Y. 45,
N. 90) 1684 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 76.)

BILL (No. 26) To incorporate the Tecumseh Insurance
Company of Canada.-(Mr. Macnillan, Middlesex.)

1°*, 67 ; 2°*, 119 ;in Comn. and 3°*, 614 (i). (49 Vic.,
c. 93.)

BILL (No. 27) To amend the Act to incorporate the West
Ontar io Pacifie Railway Company.-(Mr. Macmillan,
Middlesex.)

10*, 67; 2°, 240; in Coin. and 3Q*, 6 14 (i). (49 Vic., c. 70.)
BILL (No. 28) To amend the Criminal Law of Canada.-(Mr.

Robertson, Eastings.)
10, 67 (i); 2° m., 1185; neg,, 1186 (ii).

BILL (No. 29) To ameud the Dominion Elections Act, 1884.
-(Mr. McCarthy.)

10, 67 (i); 20 m. and neg. (Y. 42, N. 8.) 1186 (ii).

BILL (No. 3q) To incorporate the E. B. Eddy Manufacturing
Company.-(Mr. Wright.)

1°*, 92; 2°*, 119 ; in Com. and 30*, 757 (i). (49 Vic., c.
106)

BILL (No. 31) To incorporate the Alberta Railway Com-
pany. -(Mr. Shanly.)

10*, 92 ; 2°*, 119 (i) ; wthdn., 1309 (ii).
BILL (No. 32) To incorporate a Community of Religious

Ladies under the name of "The Sisters Faithful Com.
panions of Jesus."-(Mr. Royal.)

10*, 92; 2°*, 240; in Com. and 3°l, 473(i). (49 Vie., c. 111.)
BILL (No. 33) To incorporate the Shuswap and Okanagan

Railway Company.- (Mr. Horner.)
10*, 92; 2°*, 240 ; in Coin. and 3°*, 614 (i); Son. Amts.

conc. in, 1171 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 82.)
BILL (No. 34) To incorporate the Lake Superior Mineral

Railway Company.-(Mr. Dawson )
1°*,92; 20*, 119; in Com. and 3°*, 757 (i). (49 Vic., c. 81.)

BILL (No. 35) To amend the Act to incorporate the Lake
Nipissing and James' Bay Railway Company.-(Mr.
Sutherland, Oxford.)

1O*,92; 2°*, 119; in Com. and 30*, 614 (i). (49 Vic.,
c. 77.)

BILL (No. 36) To grant certain powers to the Sable and
Spanish Boom and Slide Company of Algoma (Limited).
-(Mr. Sutherland, Oxford.)

Io*, 92; 2°*, 119; Order for Com. read, 494; in Coin.,
782; 3°*, 783 (i). (49 Vic., c. 108j

BILL (No. 37) To naturalise Girolamo Consentini, commonly
called Baron Girolamo Consentini.-(Mr. Hall.)

1°*, 93; 2°*, 240; in Coin. and 30*, 473 (i). (49 Vic.,
c. 112.)

BILL (No. 38) Respecting the Niagara Grand Island Bridge
Company.-(Mr. Baker, Victoria.)

10*, 93; 2°*, 240; in Coin. and 3°*, 494 (i). (49 Vic.,
c. 88.)

BILL (No. 39) To incorporate the Emerson and North-
Western Railway Company.-(Mr. Pruyn.)

10*, 93 ; 2°*, 342 (i) ; wthdn., 897 (ii).
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BILL (No. 40) Relating to the Canada Southern Bridge
Company.-(Mr. Baker, Victoria.)

1°*, 93; 2Q*, 240; in Com. and 3°*, 494 (i). (49 Vic.,
c. 90.)

BILL (No. 41) To reduce the Capital Stock of the Union
Bank of Lower Canada, and to change the corporate
name thereof to the "Union Bank of Canada."-(Mr.
Bossé.)

1*, 93; 2°*, 119; in Com. and 3°*, 704 (i). (49 'Vic.,
c. 58.)

BILL (No. 42) Respecting the Saskatchewan Land and
Homestead Company (Limited).-(Mr. Orton.)

1°*, 93; 2°*, 119; in Com. and 3°*, 757 (i). (49 Vie.,
c. 101.)

BILL (No. 43) To amend the Act incorporating the Canada
Atlantic Railway Company.-(Mr. Mackintosh.)

1°*, 93; 2°*, 119; in Com., 555, 612; 30*, 614 (i). (49
Vic., c. 72.)

BILL (No. 44) To incorporate the Bow River Coal Mine and
Transportation Company.-(Mr. Robertson, Hastings.)

le*, 119; 2'*, 26â; in Com. and 30*, 757 (i). (49 Vie,
c. 87.)

BILL (No. 45) Respecting the Dominion Lands Colonisation
Company (Limited).-(Mr.. Beaty.)

10*, 11-'; 2°*, 240; in Com. and 30*, 614 (i). (49 Vic.,
C. 100.)

BILL (No. 46) To repeal the Act intituled: "An Act for
facilitating the navigation of the River St. Lawrence
in and near the Harbor of Quebec. "-(Mr. Langelier.)

1C, 119 (i).

BILL (No. 47) Respecting the railway from Esquimalt to
Nanaimo, in British Columbia. -(Mr. Pope.)

10, 119; 20 m.,515 ; 2°0 and in Com., 517; 3°0 m., 602;
30 , 604 (i). (49 Vie., c. 15)

BILL (No. 48) p7o amend the Act to incorporate the Niagara
Frontier Bridge Company.--(Mr. Rykert,)

1°*, 149; 20*, 240 (i) ; in Com. and 30*, 1153 (ii). (49
Vic.,c. 89.)

BILL (No. 49) To incorporate the Ontario, Minnesota and
Manitoba Railway Company.--(Mr. Royal.)

10*, 149; 20*, 342 (i); wthdn., 897 (ii).

BILL (No. 50) Respecting the Pictou Bank.-(Mr. Trpper.)
10*, 149; 2°*, 265; in Com. and 30*, 614 (i). (49 Vie.,

c. 62.)
BILL (No. 51) To amend the Act to incorporate the Nova

Scotia Steamshii Company (Limited).-(Ir. Rinney.)
1°C, 149; 20*, 260; in Com. and 3°*, 614 (1). (49 Vic.,

c. 96.)
BILL (No. 52) To reduce the Capital Stock of the Union

Bank of Halifax. -(Mr. Stairs.)
1°*, 149; 2**, 265 ; in Com. and 3°*, 701 (i). (49 Vic.,

c. 60.)
BILL (No. 53) To incorporate the Calvin Company (Limited).

-(Mr. Small.)
1°*, 149 ; 20*, 265 ; in Com. and 3°*, 474 (i). (49 Vic.,:

c. 107.)

BILL (No. 54) To incorporate the Medicine Hat Railway and
Coal Company.-(Mr. Small.)

10*, 149; 2Q*, 265; in Com. and 3°*, 494 (i). (49 Vic.,
c. 86.)

BILL (No. 55) To incorporate the Portage la Prairie and
Lake of the Woods Railway and Navigation Company.
-(UMr. Watson.)

1°*, 185; 20*, 265 (i); wthdn., 1309 (ii).
BILL (No. 56) To incorporate the Nova Scotia and Western

Railway Company.-(Mr. Dodd.)
1J*, 185; 2°*, 342 (i).

BILL (No. 57) Respecting the extension of the Intercolonial
Railway f rom a point at or near Stellarton to the Town
of Pictou.-(Mr. Pope.)

1°, 185; 21 and in Com., 604, 614; 3 m., 663 ; 3'*, 668
(i). (49 Vie., c. 13.)

BILL (No. 58) To incorporate the St. Lawrence and Atlantic
Junction Railway Company.-( Mr. Colby.)

10*, 226; 2°*, 342; in Com. and 30*, 757 (i). (49 Vic.,
c. 78.)

BILL (No. 59) To incorporate the First Synod in the Domin-
ion of Canada of the Roformed Episcopal Church, and
for other purposes connocted therewith. -(Mr. Beaty.)

10*, 226; 20*, 342; in Com. and 30*, 757 (i). (49 Vic.,
c. 110.)

BILL (No. 60) To incorporate the Colonial (title changed to
" Continental ") Bank of Canad.-(Mr. Macmillan,
Middlesex.)

JO*, 226; 20*, :342; in Corn., 473; 3°*, 473 (i). (49 Vic.,
c. 66.)

BILL (No. 61) Respecting the Canada Copper Company.-
(UMr. White, _Hastingsý.)

10*, 301; 2°*, 368 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 907 (ii). (49
Vic., c. 99.)

BILL (No. 62) Respecting the Anglo-American Iron Com-
pany.-(Mr. White Bastings.)

10*, 301; 20*, 36S (i); in Com. and 3°*, 907 (ii). (49
VieC , . 97.)

BILL (No. 63) To incorporate the Rock Lake, Souris and
Brandon Railway Company.-(Mr. Small.)

1°*, 301; 2°*, 368 (i) ; wthdn., 1309 (ii).
BILL (No, 64) To amend the Act incorporating the Pictou

Coal and Iron Company.-(Mr. Stairs.)
1°*, 3(8; 2°*, 474; in Com. and 3°*, 783 (i). (49 Vie.,

c. 98.)
BILL (No. 65) Respecting the Northern and North-Western

Junction Railway Company.-(Mr. Kilvert.)
1°*, 393; 2°-, 474(i) ; in Com. and 30*, 1281 (ii).

BILL (No. 66) To incorporate the Forbes' Trochilie Steam
Engine Central Company of Canada.-(Mr. Patterson,
Essex.)

1°*, 393; 2°*, 474 (i); in Com. and 30*, 907 (ii). (19
Vie., C. 109.)

BILL (No. 67) Respecting the Central Ontario Railway
Company.-(Mr. White, Hastings.)

10*, 393; '°*, 474; in Com. and 30*, 'i83 (i). (49 Vic.,
c. 71.)
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BILL (No. 68) To incorporate the Brockville and New

York Bridge Company.-(Mr. Wood, Brockville.)
l*, 393; 20*, 474 (i); in Com and SO*, 856 (ii). (49

Vic., c. 91.)
BILL (No. 69) Respecting the Bank of Yarmouth.-(Mr.

Xinney.)
1°*, 393 ; 20*, 474 (1); in Com. and 30*, 1085 (ii). (49

Vic., c. 63.)
BILL (No. 70) Respecting the Manitoba and North-Western

Railway Company of Canada.-(Mr. Ross.)
1°*, 393; 20*, 474 (i); in Com. and 30*, 957 (ii).

(49 Vie., c. 75.)
BILL (No. 71) For the discharge ofInsolvent Debtors whose

Estates have been distributed rateably among their
Creditors.-(Mr. Edgar.)

1°*,y 393 (i).
BILL (No. 72) Respecting the Union Suspension Bridge.-

(Sir -Hector Langevin.)
1°*, 393; 20 and in Com., 518; 3°*, 604 (i). (49 Vie.,

c. 31.)
BILL (No. 73) To incorporate the North Canadian Pacifie

Railway Company (title changed to "Winnipeg and
North Pacific Railway Company ").-(Mr. Eaggart.)

10*, 426; 20*, 494 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 1153 (ii). (49
Vie., c. 84.)

BILL (No. 74) To incorporate the Ste. Ursule, Mattawan
and Lake Temiscamingue Railway Company (title
changed to Maskinongé and Nipissing Railway Com-
pany).-(Mr. Burteau.)

10*, 426; 2°*, 494 (i) ; in Com. and 3?*, 957 (ii). (49
Vic., c. 79.)

BILL (No. 75) To incorporate the School Savings Bank.-
(Mr. Massue.)

1O*, 426; 20*, 474 (i) ; in Com. and 30*, 1085 (ii). (49
Vie., c. 67.)

BILL (No. 76) Respecting the Burlington Bay Canal.-(Sir
.Hector Langevin.)

1O, 426; 20 and in Com., 518; 3°*, 604 (i). (49 Vie.,

c. 32.)
BILL (No. 77) To amend the Post Office Act, 1875-(D)

from the Senate.--(Sir Rector Langevin.)
1°*, 437; 2° and in Coin., 519; recom., 711; 3° on a div.,

712 (i). (49 Vic., c. 21.)
BILL (No. 78) To amend the Act to incorporate the Guelph

Junction Railway Company.-(Mr. lnnes.)
1J*, 460; 20*, 614; in Com. and 30*, 783 (i). (49 Vic.,

c. 69.)
BILL (No. 79) Respecting the Napanee, Tamworth and

Quebec Railway Company.-(Mr. White, Eastings.)
1°*, 460; 2°*, 614 (i) ; in Com. and 3°*, 1386 (ii). (49

Vic., c. 68.)
BILL (No. 80) Further to amend the Interpretation Act-

(C) from the Senate.-(Mr. Thompson.)
10*, 488; 2° m., 519; 20, 671; in Coin., 712; 3°*, 713(i).

(49 Vic., c. 2.)
BILL (No. 81) To incorporate the Lennox Passage Bridge

Company..-(Mr. Paint.)
1°*, 487; 2°*, 614 (i); wthdn., 1378 (ii).

BILL (No. 82) Respecting the application of certain Fines
and Forfeitures.-(Mr. Thompson.)

1°, 488; 2°, 671; in Com., 713; 30 m. and Amts. (Mir.

Blake) 7.1; 30 agreed to (Y. 47, N. 106) 715 (i). (49
Vic., c. 48.)

BILL (No. 83) To amend the Act incorporating the Board
of Trade of the city of Ottawa.-(Mr. Mackintosh.)

JO*,) 511;°* 614 (i) ; in Com. and 3°*, 907 (ii). (49
Vic., c. 57.)

BILL (No. 84) To make further provision respecting Sum.
mary Proceedings before Justices and other Magis-
trates-(A) from the Senate.-:(Mr. Thompson.)

10*, 519; 20, 671; in Com., 715 (i), 805; 30*, 913 (ii).

(49 Vie., c. 49.)
BILL (No. 85) To amend the several Acts relating to the

Board of Trade of the city of Toronto-(E) from the
Senate.- (Mr. Small.)

10*, 519j; 20*, 614; in Com. and 3'*, 704 (i). (49 Vzc.,
c. 56.)

BILL (No. 86) To incorporate the North Amorican Tele-
graph Company.-(Mr. Taylor.)

161, 543; 20*, 704 (i); in Com. and 30*, 1281 (ii). (49

Vie., c. 94.)
BILL (No. 87) To incorporate the Columbia Valley Railway

Company (title changed to "The Kootenay and
Athabasca Railway Company ").-(Mr. Tupper.)

1°*, 569; 20*, 704 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 1386 (ii).

(49 Vic., c. 83.)
BILL (No. 88) To provide Banking and Loan Facilities to

those engaged in Agricultural pursuits.-(Mr. Orion.)
iRes. prop., 427; in Com., 432, 1°* of B., 585 (i).

BILL (No. 89) To incorporate the Kootenay Railway Com-
pany of British Columbia.-(Mr. Small.)

1°y, 599; 2°*, 704 (i) ; incorp. with B. 87.
BILL (No. 90) To amend and consolidate the Acts relating

to the Montreal Board of Trade.-(Mr. Curran.)
10*, 599 (i); 2°, 856; in Com. and 3°*, 10 )5 (ii). (49

Vic., c. 55.)
BILL (No. 91) To incorporate the Yarmouth Steamship

Company (Limited).-(Mr. Kinney.)
1O*, 599; 2°*, 704 (i); in Co m. and 30*, 1085 (ii).

(49 Vic., c. 95.)
BILL (No. 92) Further to amend the Canada Temperance

Act, 1878.-(Mr. Jamieson.)
10, 599 (i) Mis. to place on Govt. Orders, neg. kY. 68,

N. 88) 1218; neg. (Y. 22, N. 149) 1222 (ii.)
BILL (No. 93) To provide for the distribution of the Assets

of Insolvent Debtors.-(Mr. Macmillan, Middlesex.)
1°*,y 599 (i).

BILL (No. 94) Further to amend the Dominion Lands Act,
1883.-(Mr. White, Cardwell.)

10, 600; 2°*, 748 (i) ; in Com., 913, 1078, 1085; 30*,
1243; Son. Amts. conc. in, 1568 (ii). (49 Vie., c. 27.)

BILL (No. 95) To incorporate the Victoria and Sault Ste.
Marie Junction Railway Company.-(Mr. Dawson.)

1°*, 630; 2°*, 757(i) ; in Com. and 30*, 1153 (ii). (49

Vie., c. 80.)
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BILL (No. 96) Respecting the protection of Navigable
Waters.-(Kr. Poster.)

10, 630(ii); 2° m., 916; in Com., 951; °, 1015 (ii).

(49 Vie., c. 36.)
BILL (No. 97) Respecting the London and Ontario Invest-

ment Company (Limited)-(F)from the Senate.-(Mr.
Beaty.)

10*, 614; 20*, 704 (i); in Com. and 30*, 1326 (ii). (49
vic., c. 102.)

BILL (No. 98) To consolidate the borrowing powers of the
Canada Permanent Loan and Savings Company, and
to authorise the said Company to issue Debenture Stock
-(H) from the Senate.-(Mr. Small.)

1J*, 644; 2°*, 704 (i); in Com. and 30*, 1085 (ii). (49

Tic., c. 104.)
BILL (No. 99) Relating to Druggists-(J) from the Senate.-

(Mr. Hickey.)
1°*, 691 (i); Ms. to place 20 on Govt. Orders, 1219, 1222;

nt g. (Y. 22, N. 149) 1222 (ii).
BILL (No. 100) Respecting the transfer of the Lighthouse

at Cape Race, Newfoundland, and its appurtenances, to
the Dominion of Canada.-(Mr. Foster.)

Res. prop., 513; in Com., 672; l°¥ of B., 673; 2° and in
Com., 748 (i); 30*, 805 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 20.)

BILL (No. 101) To amend the Consolidated Inland Revenue
Act, 1883, and the Act amending the same.-(Mr.
Costigan.)

Res. prop., 601 ; in Com., 681 ; 1'* of B., 688 (i); 2°*
and in Com., 1204; 3°*, 1223 (ii). (49 Vie., c. 39.)

BILL (No. 102) To expedite the issue of Letters Patent for
Indian Lands.-(Sir -Hector Langevin.)

1°, 692; 2° m., 807; 2Q and in Com., 808; 30*, 868 (ii).

(49, Vic., c. 7.)
BILL (No. 103) Further to amend The Steamboat Inspection

Act, 1882.-(Mr. Poster.)
Res. prop. and 1°* of B., 710 (i); 2° and in Com,., 1086;

30*, 1144 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 34.)
BILL (No. 104) To amend The Canada Temperance Act,

1878.-(Mr. Orton.)
10, 710 (i); M. to place 20 on Govt. Orders, 1218; neg.

(Y. 35, N. 134) 1223 (ii).
BILL (No. 105) To amend the Act to provide for the grant-

ing of a subsidy to the Chignecto Marine Transport
Railway Company, limited.-(Mr. Pope.)

Res. prop., 513; M. for Com., 673; in Com., 681 ; conc.
in and 1°* of B., 712 (i); 2°* and in Con., 957; 30
on a div., 1015; Sen. Amts. conc. in, 1381 (ii). (49
T'ic., c.18.)

BILL (No. 106) To amend an Act to restrict and regulate
Chinese immigration into Canada.-(Mr. Chapleau.)

10, 746 (i); 2° and in Com., 1229; 3° m., Amt. (Mr.
Mitchell) 1240; neg. (Y. 60, N. 114) 1242; Amt.
(Mr. Shakespeare) and 30*, 1243 (ii).

BILL (No. 107) To amend the Act relating to the represen-
tation in the House of Commons of the Province of
British Columbia.-(Mr. Baker, Victoria.)

1°, 746 (i).

BILL (No. 108) To amend The Adulteration Act.-(Mr.
Costigan.)

1o*, 747 (i); 2°* and in Com., 957; 30*, 1015 (ii). (49

Vic., c. 41.)
BILL (No. 109) In further amendment of the Weights and

Measures Act of 1879.-(Mr. Costigan.)
Res. prop., in Com. and 1°* of B., 747 (i); 2° and in Com.

957; 3°*, 1015 (ii). (49 Vie., c. 40.)
BILL (No. 110) Respecting Commissions to Public Officers

of Canada.--(Mr. Chapleau.)
1o*, 781 (i); 2° and in Com., 958; 3°*, 1015 (ii). (49 Vie.,

c. 5.)
BILL (No. 111) Respecting Insurance-(G) from the Sen-

ate. -(Mr. Thompson.)
1°*, 842; 20, 957; in Com. and 30*, 1385 (ii). (49 Vic.,

c. 45.)
BILL (No. 112) To consolidate the borrowing powers of

the Western Canada Loan and Savings Company, and
to authorise the said Company to issue Debenture
Stock-(M) from the Senate.-(Mr. Beaty.)

1J*, 805; 2°*, 856; in Com. and 30*, 1085 (ii.) (49 Vie.,
c. 105 )

BILL (No. 113) To consolidate the borrowing powers
of the Frechold Loan and Savings Company, and to
authorise the said Company to issue Debenture Stock
-(L) from the Senate.-(Mr. Beaty.)

1J*, 805 ; 2°*, 856; in Com. and 3°*, 1085 (ii). (49 Vic.,
c. 103.)

BILL (No. 114) To amend the Act incorporating the British
Canadian Bank.-(Mr. Dawson.)

1°*, 865; 2°¥Y, 907; in Com. and 3'*, 1085 (ii). (49 Vie.,
c. 61.)

BILL (No. 115) Respecting the representation of the North-
West Territories in the Parliament of Canada.--(Sir
John A. Macdonald.)

10, 866; Res. prop., 1143; Res. conc. in and ref, to Com.
on B., 1223; 2° m., 1205; 20* and in Com., 1213; in
Com., 1249; 30 m., Amts. (Messrs. Mills and Watson)
and 3°*, 1271 (ii). (49 Vie., c. 24.)

BILL. (No. 116) To incorporate The St. Gabriel Levee and
Railway Company.-(Mir. Curran.)

1°* and 2°*, 876 ; in Com. and 30*, 1153 (ii). (49 Vic.,

c. 85.)
B1LL (No. 117) To amend an Act to auth orise the granting

of subsidies in land to certain Railway Companies.-
(Mr. White, Cardwell.)

10, 876 ; 2°* and in Com., 973 ; M. for 3°, 1015 ; 30*,

1017 (ii). (49 Vie., c. 12.)
BILL (No. 118) To amend the Acts respecting the Traffc

in Intoxicating Liquors.-(Mr. Beaty.)
Res. prop., 903 ; in Com. and 1°¥ of B., 904 ; M. to place

2° on Govt. Orders, 1219 ; neg. (Y, 22, N. 149) 1222
(ii).

BILL (No. 119) To amend the Act to, incorporate the
Winnipeg and Hudson's Bay Railway and Steamship
Company.-(Mr. Royal.)

10, 912; 2°, 1085 ; in Com. and 3°*, 1386 (ii). (49 Vic.,
c. 73.)
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INDEX.
BILL (No. 120) To make further provision respecting the ad-

ministration of the Publie Lands of Canada in British
Columbia.-(Mr. White, Cardwell.)

10, 912; 2°* and in Com., 1202; 30, 1223 (ii). (49 Vic.,
c. 28.)

BILL (No. 121) To regulate the employment of children and
young persons and women in the Workshops, Mills and
Factories of the Dominion of Canada.-(Mr. Bergin.)

1°*, 946 (ii.)
BILL (No. 122) For the relief of the Corporation of the Town

of Cobourg.-(Mr. McLelan.)
Res. prop., 866 ; M. for Com., 957; in Com. and 1°* of B.,

958; 2°* and in Com., 1144; 30*, 1199 (ii). (49
Vie., c. 33.)

BILL (No. 123) To explain the Act 48 and 49 Victoria,
Chapter 50, intituled: "An Act for the final settlement
of the Claims made by the Province of Manitoba on the
Dominion."-( Mr. McLelan.)

Res. prop., 866; in Com., 959; 1°* of B., 960; 2° n.,
1145; 20* and in Com., 1146; 3°, 1199. (49 Vic.,
c. 8.)

BILL (No. 124) Respecting Experimental Farm Stations.
-(Mr. Carling.)

Res. prop., 866; M. for Com., 960; in Com. and 10* of B.,
973; 2°* and in Com., 1146, 1204; 30*, 1204 (ii).
(49 Vic., c. 23.)

BILL (No. 125) To amend the Law relating to the salaries
of certain Judges of the Supreme Court of Judicature for
Ontario.-(Mr. Thompson.)

Res. prop., 877; in Com. and 1°¥ of B., 973; 20* and in
Com., 1201; 30*, 1223 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 6.)

BILL (No. 126) To amend the Law respecting Crown Cases
reserved.-(Mr. Thompson.)

10, 974; 2° and in Com., 1202; 3°*, 1223 (ii). (49 Víc.,
c. 47.)

BILL (No. 127) To extend the boundaries of the District of
Keewatin, and to amend the Law respecting such
District.-(Mr. Thompson.)

1g , 974 ; wthdn., 1485 (ii).
BILL (No. 128) To incorporate the Northumberland Straits

Tunnel Company-(K) fron the Senate.-(Mr.
Backett.)

1°*, 1014; 2°*, 1085; in Com., 1465; 30*, 1467 (ii). (49
Vic., c. 92.)

BILL (No. 129) For the relief of Flora Birrell-(I) from the
Senate.-(Mr. Robertson, Hamilton.)

1° on a div., 1014; 20 agreed to (Y. 85, N. 33) 1172; in
Com. and 30 on a div., 1326 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 113.)

BILL (No. 130) Respecting certain Works constructed in or
over Navigable Waters.-(Sir Hector Langevin.)

10, 1075; 2 m., 1246; 2°*, 1249; in Com., 1270; 3°*,
1271 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 35.)

BILL (No. 131) Further to amend the Act respecting the
Canadian Pacifie Railway.-(Mr. .McLelan.)

Res. prop. (confirmation of agreement) 622 (i); M. for
Com., 930; in Com., 941; Res. prop. (release of
bonds) 913; 1* of B., 1078; 2°* and in Com., 1199;
3° m., 1343; Amt, (Mr, Watson) 1345 ; neg. (Y. 49,

N. 116) 1357; Amt. (Mr. Cameron, Euron) neg. on
a div., 1357; Amt. (Mr. Trow) 1357; reoom., 1858;
30 m. and Amt. (Mr. McCarthy) 1858; neg. (Y. 37,
N. 120) 1369; Amt. (Mr. Platt) and 30*, 1369 (ii).
(49 Vic., c. 9).

BILL (No. 132) Respecting the Department of Public Print-
ing and Stationery.-(Mr. Chapleau.)

M. to introd. and 1°* of B., 1217; 2° m., 1517; 2°*, 1532;
in Com., 1552; 30*, 1568; M. to conc. in Sen. Amts.,
1728 (ii). (49 Vie., c. 22.)

BILL (No. 133) Further to amend the Law respecting the
North-West Territories.-(Mr. Thompson.)

Res. prop., 1015; M. for Com., 1202; in Com., 1203; conc.
in and 1°* of B., 1223; 2°* and in Com., 1382; in
Com., 1458; 30 m. Amt. (Mr. Weldon) 1483; neg.
(Y. 42, N. 70) and 30*, 1485 (ii). (49 Vie., c. 25.)

BILL (No. 134) To amend "An Act respecting a Refor-
matory for certain Juvenile Offenders in the County of
Halifax, in the Province of Nova Scotia "-(0) from
the Senate.-(Mr. Thompson.)

1°*,1254; 2°*, 1272; in Com., 1381; 30*, 1381 (ii). (49
Vie., c. 54.)

BILL (No. 135) To amend "An Act respecting Offences
against the Person "-(N) from the Senate -(Mr.
Thompson.)

1°*, 1254; 2°, 1272; in Con. and 30*, 1382 (ii). (49
Vic., C. 51.)

BILL (No. 136) Further to amend the Act respecting Fish-
ing by Foreign Vessels.-(Mr. Poster.)

1°, 1310; 2° m., 1421; 2° and in Com., 1423; 30*, 1455;
M. to conc. in Senate Amts., 1703 (ii).

BILL (No. 137) Respecting the Carleton City of Saint
John Branch Railway.-(Mr. Thompsm.)

1°, 1310; 2° and in Com., 1424; 30°*, 1455 (ii). (49
Vie,, C. 16.)

BILL (No. 138) To amend the Act respecting the Electoral
Franchise and the Dominion Elections Act, 1874.-
(Mr. Thompson.)

M. to introd. and 1°* of B., 1342; 20* and in Com., 1467;
in Com., 1493, 1665; 30 m., Amt. (Mr. Mills) 1672;
neg. (Y. 54, N. 92) and 30*, 1673 (ii). (49 Vie., c. 3.)

BILL (No. 139) Respecting Tolls over the Dannville Dam
and Bridge connecting works constructed over the
Grand River.-(Sir Hector Langevin.)

10, 1378; 2°* and in Com., 1467; 3°*, 1482 (ii). (49

Vie, C. 30.)
BILL (No. 140) Respecting the improvement of the harbor

of Quebec.-(Mr. McLelan.)
Res. prop., 1342; in Com., 1383; 1°* of B., 1385; 20*

and in Com., 1467; 30*, 1482 (ii). (49 Vie., c. 19.)
BILL (No. 141) To amend the Law of Evidence in certain

cases-(P) from the Senate.-(Mr. Thompson.)
1*, 1385 ; 20* and in Com., 1464; 30*, 1485 (ii).

(49 Vie., c. 50.).
BILL (No. 142) To make further provision respecting

grants of land to members of the Militia Force on
active service in the North-West.-(Mr. White, Card-

well.)
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M. to introd. B., 1420; Res. in Com., 1455; 1°' of B.,
1458; 2° m., 1568; 20* and in Com., 1572; 30*,
1573 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 29.)

BILL (No. 143):to authorise the construction of a railway
from the Straits of Canso, as a public work.-Sir
&ector Langevin.)

Res. prop., 1455; M. for Com., 1485; in Com., 1486;
Rse conc. in and 1°' of B., 1515 ; 29* and in Com.,
1628 ; 3°*, 1635 (ii). (49 Vie., c. 14).

BILL (No. 144) Respecting certain Subsidies for a railway
from Metapediac, on the Intercolonial Railway, to Pas-
pebiac.-(Sir Hector Langevin.)

Res. prop., 1455 ; M. for Com., 1482; in Com., 1496;
M. to conc. in Res., 1515 ; 1°* of B., 1516 ; 2 m.,
1628 ; 3°*, 1635 (ii). (49 Vie., c. 17.)

BILL (No. 145) For granting to Rer Majesty certain sums
of money required for defraying certain expenses of
the Public Service, for the years ending respectively
the 30th June, 1886, and the 30th June, 1887; and for
other purposes relating to the Public Service.-(r.
McLelan.)

Res. in Com., conc. in, 1°, 2° and 3°¥ of B., 1775 (ii).
(49 Vie., c. 1.)

BILL (No. 146) to authorisa the granting of the subsidies
therein mentioned for and in aid of the construction of
certain railways,-(Mr. Pope )

Bes. prop., 1551; M. for Com., 1595; in Com., 1596,
1610; Res. conc. in, 1635; 1 of B., 1636; 29' and
in Com., 1704 ; 3*, 1709 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 10.)

BILL (No. 147) To authorise the grant of certain subsidies
in land for the construction of the Railways therein
mentioned.-(Mr. White, Cardwell.)

Res. prop., 1551 ; in Com., 1630 ; Res. conc. in, 1639;
10* of B., 1640 ; 20 and in Com., 1709 ; 3°*, 1714
(ii). (49 Vie., c. 11.)

BILL (No 148) Further to amend the Acts relating to
Duties of Customs and the importation or exportation
of goods into or from Canada.-(Mr. McLelan.)

10*, 20, in Com. and 30*, 1728 (ii). (49 Vie., c. 37.)
BILL (No. 149) To prohibit the manufacture and sale of

substitutes for Butter (title amended by adding word
" certain" before "substitutes for Butter.")-(Mr.
McLelan.)

1°*, 20 in Com. and 30*, 1728 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 42.)
BILL (No. 150) Respecting the Bounty on Pig Iron manu-

factured in Canada from Canadian Ore.-(Mr. Mc
Lelan.)

Res. prop., 1661 ; M. for Com., 1714; in Com., 1715;
Res. conc. in, 10, 2Q, in Com. and 3°, on a div., 1746
(ii). (49 Vic., c. 38.)

Birrell, Flora, Relief B. No. 129 (1) from the Sen.
(Mr. Robertson, Bamilton). 1° on a div., 1014; 20 agreed
to (Y. 85, N. 33) 1172; in Com. on a div. and 30 on a
div., 1326 (ii). (49 Vie., c. 113.)

BOLTS AND NuTs: in Com. on Ways and Means, 1584 (ii).
BONDS, COUNTERFEIT, GoVT.: Ques. (Mr. Landerhin) 121 (i).
BOND, FoRGED, PAYMENT FOR: in COM. of Sup., 1764 (ii).
BOOKs PURCOHAsi FOR DEPARTMENTS: in Com. of Sup.,

882 (ii).

BoUCHERVILLU ISLANDS, OBSTRUOTIONS IN CHANNEL: Qdes.
(Mr. Benoît) 495 (i).

Boundaries of Keewatin. See "KEEWATIN."
BOUNDARIES OF ONT. AND IMPERIAL LEGIsLATION: M. for

Cor.* (Mr. Mills) 66 (i).
-- LEGIsLATIoN RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr. Mills) 59 (i).

--- WEST AND NoRTH, EXPENSES INCURERD BT DoM.
SINCE 1870: M. for Stmnt,* (Mr. (ameron, Huron)
438 (i).

Bounty on Pig Iron B. No. 150 (Mr. McLelan). Res.
prop., 1661 ; M. for Com., 1714; in Com., 1715; Res.
conc. in, 1°, 2°, in Com. and 3° on a div., 1746 (ii).
(49 Vic., c. 38.)

Bow River Coal Mine and Transportation Co.'s
incorp. B. No. 44 (Mr. Robertson, Hastings). l*,
119; 2°*, 265; in Com. and 30*, 757 (i). (49 «Vic., c. 87.)

BOXES, WRITING DEsKs, &c.: conc. in Ways and Means,

749 (i).
BLACK IROD, (rENTLEMAN USHER: Messages from BisE x.

summoning Commons to Senate, 1 (i), 1776 (ii).
BLUEING: conc. in Ways and Means, 749 (i).

BRANCH AND DISTRICT STAFF: in Com. of Sup., 1295 (ii).
BRANT MEMORIAL: in Com. of Sup., 1166 (ii).
BRIAR AND LONG ISLANDs TELEGRAPH COMMENICATION,

GISBORNE'S REP.: M. for copy* (Mr. Vail) 393 (i).
BRIGADE MAJORS SALARIES, &c.: in Com. of Sup., 1300 (ii).
BRITIsH AMERICAN BANK NOTE PRINTING Co., CHARGES

AGAINST: Ques. (Mr -Lister) 62 (i).
British Canadian Bank incorp. Act Amt. B.

No. 114 (Mr. Dawson). 1*, 865; 20*, 907; in Com.
and 3°*, 1085 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 61.)

BRITISH COLUMBIA i
CABINET REPRESENTATION FOR B. G. : QueS. (Mr. Shak8pe476) 869 (i).
G. P. R., B. C. CONTRACTS: Ques. (Mr. Casey) 709 (i).
- B. C. SECTION : Quoi. (Mr. bdgar) 121 (i).

CHINESE IMMIGR&NTS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Gordon) 382 (i).
COLUMBIA VALLEY RY. 00. Sée B. 87.
Dom. LANDS IN B. G., SETTLEXENT OF: M. for Cor. (Mr. Shakespeare)

496 (i).
ELECTORAL DISTRICTS VANCOUVER ISLAND, RE-ADJUSTMENT IN REPRE-

SENTATION. &e B. 107.
ESQUIMALT AND NANAIMO RY. Se B. 47.
- INSPECTION, &O., OF RY. : Que. (Mr. Gordon) 369 (i).

INTEREST, BATE OF, IN B. C. Se B. 22.
KOOTENAT RY. 00. OF B. C. Sec B. 89.
NATIONAL PARES IN THE N. W. T. OR B. 0. : Quo. (Ifr. Rosa) 266 (j).
PENITENTIARY: in Com. of Sup., 897 (i).
SHUsWAP AND OKÂnAGNÂ RT. Go. Set B. 33.
VANCOUVER RY. RESERVES, SQUATTERS PREEMPTION REoORDs: Ques.

(Mr. Gordon) 369 (i).

YUKON RIvER EXPLORATIONS: Quo8. (Mr. Rosi) 266 (i).
[See also " PUBLIC WORKS."]

Brockville and New York Bridge Co.'s incorp.
B. No. 68 (Mr. Wood, Brockville). 10*, 393; 20*,
474(i) ; in Com. and 3°*, 856 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 91.)

BROKoVsKI, E., COMPLAINTS AGAINST: M. for opy* (Mr.
Cameron, Middlesex) 48 (i).

BRooKLYN BREAKWATER, N.S., REPAIRs: Ques. (Mr. Forbes)
265 (i).

BUCTOUCHE AND MONOTON BRANCH oF 1. C. R.: Ques. (Mr.
Cockburn) 330 (i).



IN D E X.
BUDGET, TimE: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 330 ; A.n-

nual Stmnt. (Mr. McLelan) 393 (i). [For deb. see
" WAYS AND MEANS."

Buoys AND BEACONS, &a.: in Com. of Sap., 1377 (ii).

Burglary, &c. Bee " CRIMINAL LAW AMT."
Burlington Bay Canal B. No. 76 (Sir Hector Lange-

vin). 1, 426; 20 and in Com., 518; 30*, 604 (i). (49

Vic., c. 32.)
BUSINESS oF THE 1oUsE : M (Sir Hector Langevin) to take

in Thursday, 512 (i). See "GoVT. BUSINESS."

- Remarks (Mr. Blake) 1746 (i).
BUsINESS 0F THE SESSION: Remarks (Mr. Mitchell and Sir

Hector Langevin) 691 (i).
BUTTERNUT RIDGE, N.B., POSTMASTER: Ques. (Mr. Weldon)

1075 (ii).
Butter, Substitutes for, B. No. 149 (Mr. McLelan).

1°*, 20, in Com. and 30*, 1728 (ii). (49 Vie., c. 42.)

BUTTER SUBSTITUTE. See " OLEOMARGARINE."
CAB-HIRE AND TRAVELLING EXPENSES: in Com. of Sup., 870,

878, 881 (ii).
CABINET REPRESENTATION Foa B. C.: Ques. (Mr. Shakes-

peare) 369 (i).
CALGARY AND FORT MACLEOD MAIL SERVICE, TENDERS FOR:

M. for Ret.* (Mr. Landerkin) 35 (i).

Calvin Co.'s incorp. B. No. 53 (Mr. Small). 10*,
149; 20*, 265; in Com. and 3°*, 474 (i). (49 Vie., c.

107.)
CAMPBELL, SIR ALEx., MEMo. of, re RIEL, OOST OF PUBLISHU

ING: Ques. (Mr. Laurier) 66, 67 (i).

Canada Atlantic Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. No. 43
(Mr. Mackintosh). 1°*, 93; 2 O*, 119; in Com., 505,
612; 30*, 614 (i). (49 Vic., c. 72.)

CANADA ATLANTIO RY, SUBsInY: prop. Res. (Mr. Pope)
1551; in Com, 1617 (ii).

--- AND ANTWERP STEAMSHIP SUBVENTIoN : in Com. of

Sup., 1371 (ii).
AND GERMANY MAIL SUBSIDY: in Com. of Sup.,

1756 (ii).
Canada Copper Co.'s B. No. 61 (Mr. White, Eastings).

10*, 301; 2°*, 368 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 907 (ii). (49

Vic., c. 99.)

Canada Permanent Loan and Savings Co. con-
solid. B. No. 98 (H) from the Sen. (Mr. Small).
10*, 644; 20*, 704 (i); in Com. and 30*, 1085 (ii).
(49 Vic. 104.)

Canada Southern Bridge Co.'s B. No. 40 (Mr.
Baker, Victoria). 10*, 93; 20*, 240; in Com. and 3°*,
494 (i). (49 Vic., c. 90.)

Canada Temperance Act, 1878, Amt. B.-No.
104 (Mr. Orton). 10, 710 (i); M. to place 20 on
Govt. Orders, 1218; neg. (Y. 35, N. 134) 1223 (il).

---. AMOUNT PAID tO P. R. JARVIS AS RETURNING OFFI-
CER UNDER: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Trow) 393 (i).

- CONVICTIONS UNDER: M. for Ret.¥ (Mr. McMullen)
912 (ii).

Canada Temp. Act further amt. B. No. 92 (Mr.
Jamieson). 1>, 599 (i); Ms. to place on Govt. Orders,
neg. (Y. 68, N. 88) 1218; neg. (Y. 22, N. 149>-1222
(ii).

LEGISLATON RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr. Orton)>912 (ii).
on Amt. (Mr. Bergin) to Amt. (Mr. Blake) to M. for

Sel. Com. re Matthow Roche, 1339 (ii).
PUTTING IN FORCE: in Com. of Sup., 1658 (ii).

-- RETURN OF FINES COLLEOTED : Ques. (Mr. Stairs)
1172 (ii).

C.P.R. Co.'s further Act Amt. B. No. 131 (Mr.
.McLelan). Res. prop. (confirmation of agreement) 622
(i) ; M. for Com., 930 ; in Oom., 941; Res. prop. (release
of bonds) 913 ; 1°* of B., 1078 ; 2Q¥ and in Coça', 1199;
30 m..,1343; Amt. (Mr. Watson) 1345; neg. (Y. 49, N.
116) 1357 Amt (Mr. Cameron, Buron) neg. on a div.,

1357; Amt. (Mr. Trow) 1357; recom., 1858 ;3° m. and
Amt. (Mr. McCarthy) 1358; neg. (Y. 37, N. 120) 1869;
Amt. (Mr. Platt) and 30*, 1369 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 9.)

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY:
AND NORTII SEoRE Ry. COR.: M. for copies (Mr. Laurier) 60 (i).

BONDS, APPLICATION FOR: Remark8 (Mr. Gault) 704 ().
BONDS HELD BY Govt. : Ques. (Mr. Jackson) 495 (i).

BONDS, RELEASE OF-: prOp. Re. 913 (ii).
B. C. CONTRACTO: Qu6s. (Mr. Casy) 709 (i).

B C. SECTION: Ques. (Mr. Edgar) 121 (i).

CONFIRMATIONOF AGREEMENT: M. for Com. on Res.,930 (il); in goma
941-945 (ii).

EXPENDITURE IN B.O. : in Com. of Sup., 1448, 1774 (il)
GRAVENHURST TO CALLANDER, AGREUMENTS LEASING LINU: M. for

copies (Mr. Edgar) 391 (i).
HOMESTEADS IN RY. BELT: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 120, 185 (1).

LANDS, SALE OF BY Co. : Ques. (Sir Riohard Oartiright) 543 (1).
LEASED LINES, AMOUNTS PAID BY 00. AS RENT, &C.: Que.. (Mr.

Glen) 368 (1).
NORTHERN PAcipi Ry. AGREEMENT: Ques. (Mr. Edgar) 633 (1).
OPEnRTION OF MAIN LIEN, COST or: Que,. 1Ar. OharlUo> 121 (i).

PORT ARTRUR TO RED RIVER: in Com. of Sup., 1449, 1693 (ii).

SALARIES, &C., OF STAFF: in Com. of Sup., 1450 (ii).
SUsiDT: in Com. of Sup., 1448 (il).

TARIFFS: Que.. (Mr. Blake) 1076 (ii).

CANALS:
BURLINGTON BAY. See B. 76.

CARILLON: in Com. of Sup., 1745 (il).

CORNWALL: in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ii).

GALOPS CANAL ENLARGEMENT, in Com. Of Sup., 1453 (ii).

GRENVILLE: in Com. of SUp., 1453 (il).

LA0HINE, CROSSING IN MONTREAL: Ques. (Mr. Curran) 426 (il).

- in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ii).
- LOTS ON BASINS: QueB. (Mr. Gault) 633 (1).

MAINTENANCI, &o. : in Com. of Sup., 1771 (ii).
MURRAY: in Com. of Sup., 1453 (ii).
REPAIRS, &c. : in Com. of Sup., 1659 (Hi).

TAY CANAL.: in Corn. of Sup., 1453 (il).

TOLLS, AMOUNT CoLLECTED: Que8. (Mr. Vail) 784 (i).

- REDUCTION: Ques. (Mr. Curran) 494 (1).
TRENT RIVER iNAv.: in Com. of Sup., 1752 (Ii).

- VALLEY CANAL, FES PAID TO PoleUTT AND ROGER , QuO.
(Mr. Landerkin) 843 (ii).

- M. for Ret. (Mr. Cook) 898 ; Enquiry for Rot., 1343 (11).

- PAYMENTS FOR RIGHT oF Wa y: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin)

843 (il).
WELLAND.: in Com., of Sap., 1453 (ii).

WILLIAMSBURG : in Com. of Sup., 1452 (i).
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INDE.
CANSO AND PORT HOOD, &0., MAIL SUBSIDY: in Com Of

Sap., 1371 (ii).

Cape Breton Island Ry. B. No. 143 (Sir BHector
Langevin). Res. prop., 1455; M. for Com., 1485; in

Com., 14''6; Res.conc. in and 1°* of B., 1515; 2°*

and in Com,, 1628; 30*, 1635 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 14.)

CAPE BRETON, SURVEY OF RAILWAY ROUTES: Ques. (Mr.
Campbell, ictoria) 266 (i).

CAPE RACE LIGHTSHIP AND STEAM FoG-WHISTLE: Mess.

from His Ex., 226 (i).
CAPE RACE LIGHTHOUsE, TRANSFER oF: prop. Res, (Mr.

Poster) 512 (i).
Cape Race, NfId., Lighthouse Transfer B. No.

100 (Mr. Poster). Res. prop., 513; in Com., 672;
1°* of B., 673; 2° and in Con., 748 (i); 30*, 805 (ii).
(49 ic., c. 20.)

CAPE ToRMENTINE HARBOR: in Com. of Snp , 1158 (ii).

CAPITAL CASES AND THE CROWN: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Mack-
intosh) 60 (i).

CAP ROUGE AND ST. LAWRENCE Ry. SUBSIDY: prop. Rcs'.

(Mr. Pope) 1551 (ii).
CARAQUET RY. Co.'s SUBsI»Y: Qaes. (Mr. Weldon) 494 (i).
CARAQIUET RY. SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Mr. Pope) 1551; in

Com., 1604 (ii)•:
CARDWELL, ELECTORAL DIsT.: Vacancy and Return of

Member elect, 1 (i).
CARILLON CANAL: in Com. of Sup., 1745 (ii).

Carleton City of St. John Branch Ry. B. No. 137
(Mr. Thompson). 1', 1310; 20 and in Com., 1424;
30*, 1455 (ii). (49 Vic, c. 16.)

CARTRIDGE FACTORY AT QUEBEC: Ques. (Mr. Mulock) 543

CARRIA E IIARDWARE: conc. in Ways and Means, 1719 (ii).

Carriers by Land B. No. 7 (Mr. McCarthy). 1°, 38;
2° >m., Order dschgd. and B. wthdn., 707 (i).

CATHOLICS AND POLITICS: Ques. (Mr. Tassé) 1379 (ii).
CAVALRY AND INFANTRY SCHOOLS: In Com. of Sup., 1547

(ii). See " MILITIA."
CEMENT, PORTLAND AND ROMAN: conc. in Ways and Means,

772 (i).-
CENSUS oF N. W. T., NAMES OF EMPLOYEES : M. for Stmnt.*

(Mr. Landerkin) 66 (i).
CENSUS 0F MAN., N. W. T. AND KEEWATIN: Ques. (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) 43 (i).
CENSUS OF MA.: Ques. (Mr. Scott) 1240 (ii).
CENTRAL BOARD oF AGRICULTURE: Ques. (Mr. Landry,

Montmagny) 634 (i).

Central Ont. Ry. Co.'s B. No. 67 (Mr. White, East-
ings). 10*, 393; 20*, 474; in Com. and 3°*, 783 (i).
(49 Vic., c. 71.)

CHARGES OF MANAGEMENT : in Com. of Snp., 520 (i) ; cone.,
1773 (ii).

Chignecto Marine Transport Ry. Co.'s Subsidy
Act Amt. B. No. 105 (Mr. Pope). Res. prop,
513; M. for Com., 673; in Com., 681; cone. in and 1°*
of B., 712 (i); 2°* and in Com., 957; 30 on a div.,
1015; en. Amts. cone. in, 1381 (ii). (49 ic., c. 18.)

CHINESE IMMIGRANTS : M. for Ret. (Mr. Gordon) 382 (i).

Chinese Immigration Restriction B. No. 106
(Mr. Chapleau). 10, 746 (i); 2 and in Com., 1229 ;
30 m., Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) 1240; neg. (Y. 60, N. 114)
1242; Ant. (Mr. Shakespeare) and 3'*, 1243 (ii).

CHINESE, LEGISLATION RESPECTING: Quef. (Mr. Blake) 62 (i).
CHIPPEWAINDIANS, PETS, FRoM: Ques. (Mr. Cook) 1659 (ii).
CHURCHILL AND NELSON RIVERas SURVEYs: Ques. (Mr. Ros)

266 ().
CITADEL, QUEBÉC, DRAINAGE AND WATER SUPPLY: QUeS.

(Mr. Langelier) 343 (ii).
CITADEL, QUEBEO, DRAINING F: in Com. of Sap.. 1742 (ii).
CIVIL GoVT.: in Com. of Sup., 522, 688 (1), 868, 877, 1343,

1649, 1697 (ii).
CIVIL SERVICE BoARD OF EX&MINERS: in Com. of Sup.,

841 (ii).
CIVIL SERVICE SUPERANNUATION: M. for Ret. (Mr. Mc

Mullen) 905; Deb. resumed (Mr. McMullen) 1181; (Mr.
Mitchell) 1182; (Mr. Bowell) 1183; (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) 1184; (Mr. Mulock) 1184; neg., 1185 (ii).

CLAIMS oF P. E. L, SETTLEMENT OF: in Com. Of SUp,

1263 (ii).
CLAIMS RECOGNISED BY GOVT. IN N. W. T., AMOUNTS PAID:

M. for Ret.* (Mr. Casey) 438 (i).
CLEANING OFFICES: in Com. of Sap., 885 (ii).

COAL INTERESTS IN N. S.: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. McDougall,

Cape Breton) 544 (i).
COAL LEAsEs. See I TIMBER."
COBOURG, RELIEF oF ToWN, re CONSTRUCTION OF P ARBOR:

prop. Res. (Mr. McLelan) 866 (ii).
Cobourg, Town of, Relief B. No. 122 (Mr. Mc

Lelan), Res. prop., 866; M. for Com., 957; in Com.
and 1* of B., 958; 2°* and in Com., 1141; 3°*, 1199

(ii). (49 Vic., c. 33.)
CoCoANUT, DESSICATED: in Com. on Ways and Means,

1584 (ii).
CoD LIVER OIL AND GUANO INDUSTRIES: in Com. of Sap.,

1757 (ii).
COLOGNE WATER, &o.: cono. in Ways and Means, 770 (i).

COLLECTION 0F REVENUES, in Com. of Sup., 1454, 1543,
1659, 1763 (ii).

Colonial Bank. See "CONTINENTAL."
COLONIAL EXHIBITION, DELAY IN TRANSMITTING EXHIBITS:

Remarks (Kr. Blake) 1077 (ii).

-- in Com. of Sup., 1095, 1741 (ii).

COLONISATION Co.'S AND SETTLERs: Ques. (Mr. Farrow)
330 (i).

COLONISATION Co.'s LETTERs PATENT INCORPORATING: M.
for copies (Kr. Edgar) 65 (i).

Columbia Valley Ry. C.'s B. See "KOOTENAY AND

ATHABASCA."

COMMERCIAL AGENCIES: in CoM. of Sup., 1659; cono., 1773

COMMEROIAL TREATIES, NEGOTIATIONS FOR: Ques. (Mr.

Edgar) 844 (ii).

Commissions to Public Officers B. No. 110 (Mr.
Chapleau). 1°*, 781 (i); 29 and in Comn., 958; 3°*,
1015 (ii). (49 Tic., c. 5.)
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COMMITTEES:
DEBATEs, OFFICIAL Rip.: M. for Com. to supervise, 30 (i).
SELECT STANDING : M. (Sir John A. acdonald) 2; M. for Oom. ta

prepare lists, 33 ; list8 presented, 35; Standing Orders conc. in,

386; Ant. (Mr. Coursol) to add names, 36; Amt. to Amt. (Sir

Hector Langevin to add naines, 37 (i).

C»xoMONs SUMMoNED TO SEN.I 1 (i), 1776 (il).
COMPANIES:

A LRERTA RY. Co. Be& B. 31.
ANGLo-AMERICAN IRoN Co. Sec B. 62.
Bow RIVER COAL MINE AND TRANSPORTATION 00. Sec B. 44.
BROCKVILLE AND NW RYoRK BRIDGE Ce. Bee B. 68.
CALVIN Ca. See B. 53.
CANADA ATLANTIO RY. Ca. Seo B. 43.

- CoPPER Co. Sec B. 61.

PERMANENT LOAN AND SAVINOS CO. Sec B. 98.
-- SOUTHERN BRIDGE Ca. See B. 40.
CENTRAL ONTARIO RY. Ca. See B. 67.
CRiGNECTO MARINE TRANSPORT RY. 0. Sec B. 105.
DoiNioN LANDS COLONISATION Ca. Sec B. 45.
EDDY MANUPACTCRING CO. &e B. 30.
EXERaON AND NORTH-WESTERN Ry. Co. Seo B. 39.
FonEEs' TRoCoILIo STEAK ENGINE DENTRAL CO. Sec B. 68.
FREEHOLo LOAN AND SAVINGS Co. Sec B. 113.

GUELPH JUNCTION RY. Co. See B. 78.
KINGSToN AND PEMBROXE NIUTUAL AID, &o., Ca. Seo B. 24.

KOOTENAY AND ATHAB&sA RY. CO. See Bs. 87 and 89.
LArE NIPIsSING AND JAMES' BAY RY. Co. Se B. 35.
LAKE SUPERIOR NINERAL RY. Co. Sec B. 34.
LENNox PASSAGE BRIDGE CO. See B. 81.
LoNDo AND ONTARIO INVESTMENT 00. Sec B. 97.
MANITOBA AND NORTH-WESTERN RY. Ca. Sec B. 70.
MAarINONet AND NIPISSING RY. Ca. Sec B. 74.
MEDICINE HAT, DUNmORE AND BUNTON RY. CO. Sec B. 16.
- Ry. AnD CoAL Co. Bec B. 54.
MUTUAL LIrE AssOCIATION O CAN. : Ques. (Mr. Holton) 1879 (ii).

- RsERvE FIND Lira AsSOCIATION CERTIPIOA TES: Ques. (Mr.

Amyot) 1173 (ii).
NAPANEE, TAMWORTH AND QUEBEO RY. Ca. Se B. 79.

NORTH CANADIAN PACIPIC RY. 00. Sec B. 73.

NIAGARA FRoNTIER BRI)GE Co. Se B. 48.

-- GR AND IBLAND BRIDGE CO. Fee B. 38.
NORTH A MERICAN TELEGRAPHI CO. Sec B. 86.
NORrHERN AND NORTH-WESTRaN RY. CO. Sec B. 65.

- PACIFIO JUNCTION RY. Ca. Sec B. 25.

NORTHUMBERLAND STRAITS TUNNEL Ca. See B. 128.

NORTH-WEST CENTRAL RY Ca. See B. 17.

NOVA BooTIA AND WESTERN RY. Ca. Sec B. 56.

- STEAMSHIP Co. See B. 51.
ONTARIO, MINNESOTA AND MAN. RY. C. Sec B. 49.

PIcTOU COAL AND IRON CO. Sec B. 64.

PORTAGE LA PRAIRIE AND LAKE OP THE WOODS, &o., Ca. Sde B. 55.

PRU.cE ALBERT COLONISATION C. : M. (Mr. Edgar) for Sel. Com.
to enquire into charge against members, 489 (1).

RETURNI, INOMPLETE, SHAREHoLDERS IN Co's.: remarka (Sir Hector

Langevin) 1168 (ii).
RocK LARE, SoURIs AI> BRAiNDON Rr. Ca. Sec B. 63.
SALE AND SPANISH BOOM CO., &0. Set B. 36.
ST. GABRIEL AID LEYiE Ry. Co. Ses B. 116.
ST. LAWRENOE AND ATLANTiO JUNCTION RY. CO. Bec B. 58.
SASKATCHEWAN LAND AND HOMESTEAD Ca. Sec B. 42.

SUSRWAP AND OKANAGAN RY. Co. See B. 33.

TECUMBEH INSURANCE Co. o CANADA. See B. 26.

VICTORIA AND SAULT STE. MARIE JUNCTION RY. CO. See B. 95.
WESTERN CANADA LoAN AND SAVINGS Ca. Sec B. 112.
WEET ONTARIO PAcIFo Rr. Oc. See B. 27.

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON'S BAT RY. AND STUAMSRIP 00. See B. 119.
WINNIPEG AND NORTH PACIFIo RY. Ca. Sec B. 73.
YARMOUTH STEAUSHIP Co. See B. 91.

Consentini Girolamo, Naturalisation B. No. 37
(Mr. Hali). 1°*, 93; 2Q*, 240; in Com. and 30*, 473
(49 Vic., c. 112.)

CoNSOLID. FUND: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 107G (ii).
--- RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITUREU: M. for Ret.* (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 35 (i).

Consolid. Inland Rev. Acts Amt. B. No. 101
(Mr. Costigan). Res. prop., 601; in Com., 681; 1P* of
B., 6ý8 (i); £°* and in Com., 1204; 30*, 1223 (il).
(49 i., c., 39 )

Consolid. Ry. Act,1879, A mt. B. No. 4 (Mr. Mulock).
10, 31; %' m., Order dschgd. and B. wthdn., 858 (ii).

Consolid. Ry. Act, 1879, Amt. B. No. 8 (Mr. Mc
Carthy). 1°, 3 4; 2°*, 707 (i); in Com., 857; S0*, 858 (ii).

Contagious Diseases. See "ANIMALS."
CONTINGENOIES, &C., MILITIA: in CoM. of Sup., 1307 (il).

-- DEPTL.: in Com., of Sup., 868, 877 (ii).

Continental Bank of Can. incorp. B. No. 60
(Mr. Macmillan, Middlesex). 1°*, 226; 2°*, 342; in
Com., 473; °*, 473 (i). (49 Vïc., c. 65.)

CONVIT LABOR IN DORCHESTER PENITENTIARY : QueS.

(Mr. Ray) 1075 (ii).
- vs. FaEE LABoR, NUMBER EMPLOYED IN DoM. PENI.

TENTIARIES : M. for Rot.* (Mr. Wilson) 47 (i).
COK, MR. H., TIMBRa DuEs . Qi0s. (Ur. Taylor) 1380 (i).
-- M. to ref. to Pub. Acets. Com. (Mr. Taylor) 1420 (ii).

COPYRIGHT, LAws RELATING TO: M. for Sel. Com. (Mré

Edgar) 377 (i).
CORDAGE, MANILA AND SISAL : in Com. on Ways and Means,

1584 (ii).

CORINTH AND EGRIEMONT POST OFICES : in Com. of Sup.,
885 (ii).

- - POST OFFICE AT: Qies. (&r. inderkfn) 813 (il).
CORNWALL CANAL: in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ii).

COTTON FABRICS, PRINTED OR DYED: conC. in Ways and

Means, 769 (i).
-- WIRE: cono. in Ways and Means, 1721 (ii).
COUNTERPEIT DOM. 82 NOTES : Ques (Wr. Tassé) 865 (ii).

Court of Ry. Commissioners, B. No. 6 (Ur.
McCarthy). 11, 37 ; 2° m., 585 ; Order dsachgd. and
B. wthdn., 599 (i).

Criminal Law Amt. (burglary, &c.) B. No. 28
(Mr. Robertson, Hastings). 1, 67 (i); 20 m, 1185;
neg., 1186 (il).

Criminal Law Amt. (law of evidence) B. No. 3
(Mr. Robertson, Ramilton). 10, 31 (i); 2? agreed to
(Y. 86, N. 52) 858; in Com., 911; Amt. (Ur. Deajar-
dins) 6 m. h., neg. (Y. 59, N. 68) 911 ; 31 on same div.
reversed, 912 (ii).

Criminal Law Amt. (law of evidence) B. No.
23 (Mr. Cameron, Huron). 11, 65; 2Q m, 707 ; 2.
neg. (Y. 57. N. 80) 709 (i).

Criminal Law Amt. (law of evidence) B. No.
141 (P) from the Sen. (Mr. Thompson). lo*, 1385;
2>* and in Com., 1461; 3''*, 1485 (il). (49 Vic., c. 50.)



INDEX.
Orinm inal Law Amt. (offences against the per-

son) Act A mt. B. No. 135 (N) from the Sen. (Mr.
Thompson). 10, 1310; 2° m., 1421; 2> and in Com.,
142.4; 30*, 1455; M. to cono. in Sen. Amts., 1703 (ii).

Criminal Law Amt. (seduction, &o.) B. No. 20
(Mr. Charlton). 1°*, 60; 2° m., 441 ; 2° agreed to (Y.
114, N. 47) 444; M. for Com., 570; ref. to Sel. Com.,
571; in Com. of W., 704; 3°*, 707 (i); M. to cono. in
Sen. Amts., 1326 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 52.)

Griminal Law Amt. (unguarded holes in the
ice) B. No. 2 (Mr. Robertson, Bamilton). 1°, 31;
20, 707; in Com. and 30°*, 856 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 53.)

ORIMINAL STATIeTI0S: in Com. of Sup., 1091 (ii).

Crown Cases Reserved Law Amt. B. No. 126
(Mr. Thompson). 1°, 971; 2° and in Com., 1202; 30*,
1223 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 47.)

CRow, L. S., PAYMENT FOR SERVICES: in Com. of Sup.,
1763 (ii).

Cruelty tu Animals Prevention B. No. 11 (Mr.
Charlton). 1°, 41; 2° m., 438; 20 and ref. to Sel.
Com., 439 (i).

Customs Acts further Amt. B. No. 148 (Mr.
McLelan). 1°*, 2°, in Com. and 3°*, 1728 (ii). (49
Vic., C. 87.)

CUSTOMS AND EXCISE:
BRITISE AMERICAN BANK NOTE PRINTING Co, CHARGES AGAINST

Ques. (Mr. Lister) 62 (i).
OUsToMs APPOINTMENT AT WOODSTocz, N.B.: Ques. (Mr. Irvine)

1075 (à).
- in Com. of Sup., 690, 874, 1454, 1763 (ii).
- OFFICE AT YUK3oN: Ques. (Mr. Ro88) 266 ().

- SEIzUREs AT MONTREAL : Remarks (Mr. Bolton) on M. for
Com. of Sup., 1684 (ii).

- BETTLEMENT: Que.. (Mr. Gault) 1343; in om. of Sup.,

1369 (i).
- AT WINNIPEG: M. for Ret." (Ur. Paterson, Brant) 392 (i).
EXPORIS AND IMPORTS, STMNT. OF: M. for Ret.* (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 35 (i) ; Value of: Ques. 1240 (i).
FLOU& AND COAL DUTIES, ABOLITION OF: Re. (Mr. Mitchell) in

Amt. to Oom. of Sup., 1425; (Reply) 1444 ; neg. (Y. 46, N.
119) 1447 (i).

GRAPE VINES IMPORTED UNDER VALUATION : Ques. (Mr. Lister)
- 370 (i).

LUMEER AND SAW LoGs, FREE EXPORT I Ques. (Mr. Ives) 634 (i).
REVENUE FRAUDS BY MONTREAL FIRMs: Ques. (Ur. QaUlt) 709 (i).
RICE, INCRZASE OF DUTY: Ques. (Shakespeare) 369 (i).

SUGAR DUTIES PAID AT HALIFAX AND MONTREAL : Que.. (Mr. Staira)
898 (ii).

SUGAR IN BOND IN MONTREAL: Ques. (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne)
783 (i), 843 (ii).

DAxOTA AND TExAS, IMMIGRATIDN FROM: Ques. (Mr. Royal)
1217 (ii).

DERATES, OFFICIAL BEP. : M. for Sel. Com., 30 ; M. to conc.
in First Rep. of Com. (Mr. Desjardins)-66 (i).

PUBLISHING: in Com. Of Sup., 1089 (ii).
- -- HADINGS TO EXTRA coPIES: Remarks (Mr. Kirk)

630 (i).
DEBT, FLOATING: Ques. (Mr. Jackson) 1076 (ii).
DEBT oF' THE DoM.: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 31 (i).
DEBT, PUBLIC, NET AND GRoßS: Que8. (Mr. Charlton) 42, 59,

495 (i), 1076 (ii).

DEITs OF ONTARIO AND QUEBE0: Ques. (Sir Richard Cart•
wright) 974 (i).

DEPARTMENTS, GENERALLY, C0NTINGENCIES: in Oom. Of SUp.,
868, 877 (ii).

DEPoSITe IN GOVT. AND P. O. SATINGS BANKs: QUes. (Mr.
Mulock) 634 (i); Ques. (Mr. Jackson) 1218 (ii).

DIGBY PIER, RE-BUILDING OF AND REPAIR8: QueS. (Mr.
Vail) 31, 42 (i).

DISALLOWANCE OF MAN. RY. Co.'S CHARTIRS: M. dropped
(Mr. Blake) 383 (i); M. for Ret.*(Mr. Wat8em) 802 (i).

DISTURBANCE IN THRE N. W. T.:
AMNESTY TO PARTIES WHO TOOK PART iN REBELLION Que.. (Mr.

Blake) 61 (i).
- GENERAL : prop. Res. in Amt. to Oom. of Sup. (Mr.

Laurier) 1257 (ii).
ANDERSON, JAMES, Cor. re PURCHASE OF SUPPLIES, ko.: M. for Copies

(Mr. Ca8ey) 427 (i),
BATOCRE, BATTLE or, REP. op OpICER SECOND IN CoMMAND: Quee.

(Mr. Casey) 369 (i).
BELL & LEWIs, HOWARD WRIGHT, AND OTHERS, MONEYS PAID TO, POR

TRANSPORT, &o.:- M. for Ret.* (Mr. Va8ey) 437 (i).
CLAIMS oMMISSION: Que.. (Mr. Ca8ey) 42 (1).
CLAIMS PAID : Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 42 (i).
CLAIMS RECOGNISED NY GOTT. AND AMOUNTS PAID: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Ca.ey) 438 (i).
CONFIDUNTIAL PAPERS : Mess. from His Ex. presented (Sir Heetor

Langevin) 368 (i).
DUTY OF THE GOVT. TO BRING DOWN FURTEER PAPERS; Res. (Mr.

Blake) 497 (i).
FOOD, MATERIAL, MEDICAL SUPPLIES AND COMFORTS, FORAGE, -&.,

PURSHASE op: M. for Ret.' (Mr. Camey) 438 (i).
HALF-BREEDS, INDIANS, &C., COMMITTALS AND CONTICTIONS -Que (Mr.

Blake) 61 (f).
HERn MAJESTY V8. PARTIES TRIED IN CONNECTION WITE REUELLION, &C.

M. for Rets.* (Mr. Laurier) 60 (1).
HORSES PURCHASED, AND FROM WHOM, &c. : M. for Ret.' (Mr.

Casey) 438 (i).
INDIANs WHO TOOK PART IN REBELLION: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1075 (ii).
INSTRUCTIJNB TO NON-COMBATANTS. M. for copies (Jér. (asey) 427 (1).
LAURIE AND STRANGE, MAJ. GENERALS, STATUS in ACTIVE FORCE I

Ques (Mr. Casey) 119 (i).
LossEs, OLAIMS, &C. : in Com. of Sup., 1764 (ii).
MEDALs, DISTRIBUTION OF : QueS. (Mr. Royal) 1661 (fi).
MEDICAL AND HOSPITAL STAFF, NA.MEs, &o. : M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Casey) 438 (i).
MIDDLETON, MAJ. GENERAL, MNES, &o, or STAFF: M. -for Ret.*

(Mr. Casey) 437.
MILITARY OLANS COMMISSION, NAmEs, &.: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Casey) 438 (i).
NON-COMBATANTS, RECOGNRITION OF f3ERTICES: Que.. (Messr. Rosg

and Cameron, Middlesez) 633 (i).
OrICERs, &C., WHO VOLUETEERED FOs Snvic, NAMES, &o. M.

for Ret.* (Mr. Casey) 438 (i).
PENSIONS TO VOLUNTEERS WOUNDED AT DUoX LAIE: Ques. (Mr.

Rosa) 633 (i).
POLICE SCOUTS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Sproule) 788 (1).
PRINCE ALBERT VOLUNTEERS, BORIP POR: Que. (Kr. Bos) 633 (i).
PURCHASING AGENTS, NAMES, &C : M. for Rot.* (Mr. Casey) 437 (i).
REPs. op GOVT. COUNSEL ON TRIALS, &C. : Que.. (Mr. Blake) 185(l).
REPORT ON RERELLION PRESENTED TO HOUSE : Remarks (Mr. Casy) on

M. for Com. of Sap., 1640 (ii).
RETS. RESPZCTING: (Mr. Blake and others) 34 (1).
RIEL, Louis. Se general heading.

SCRIP TO HALF-BREEDS WHO TOOK PART IN REBELLION4 QReB. (Mr.
Laurier) 1075 (ii).

SEIZURES BY MOUNTED POLICE O EXPEDITIONARY FOROW: M. for Re.'
(1r. Cauy) 438(i).

ln



IND'EX.
DISTURRANOE IN THE N. W. T.-Contiued.

SmvIous or M.P.'s AND SENATORS IN ONNUeTION WITH, AMOUNTS
PAID: M. for Ret.' (Mr. McMullen)392 (i).

SUTTLERS ON SER1IE AND HoMIESTEADs ; Ques. (Mr. Cameron, Huron)
426 (i).

STANr PAYKASTIRS, NAmEs, &C. : M. for Ret. (Mr. Caey) 438 (1).
TRANSPORT AND SUPPLY OFFICRUs, NAmus, &c.: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Caeey) 437 (i).
TRANSPORTATION <ONTRAOTORS: M. for Rot. (Ur. Casey) 427 (i).
TRANSPORT SERVICE, &c. : Ques. (Ur. Casey) 61 (i).
TRIAL O HALF-BRUEDS, INDIANS, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 58 (i).
WAR CLAIMS AND OPERATIONS : Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 1843

(ii).

DIVISIONS:
ADMINISTRATION OP THE N. W. T. : Reo. (Mr. Xills) in Amt. to Com.

of Ways and Means, 1729-1733; neg. (Y. 51, N. 71) 1740 (ii).
ANIMALs, CONTAGIOUS, DISEAsEs B. 19 (Ur. &ulock) : on M. for 30,

Amt. (Mr. White, Renfrew) to recom., 910 ; neg. (Y. 36, N.
99) 911 (ii).

BIRBEL, FLORA, RELI.î B. 109 (Mr. Robertson, Hamilton) : 2°
agreed to (Y. 85, N. 33) 1172 (il).

0. P. RL. AoArT. BILL B. 131 (Mr. licLelan) : on M. for 30, Amt.
(Ur. Watson) to recom., 1345 ; neg. (Y. 49, N. 116) 1357 ; Amt.
(Kr. JfcCarthy) 1367; neg. (Y. 37, N. 120) 1369 (il).

CHINSEE IMMIGRATION RESTRICTION ACT AMT. B. 106 (Mr. Chapleau):
on M. for 30, Amt. (Ur. Mitchell) to recom., 1240 ; neg. (Y. 60,
N. 114) 1242 (ii).

O0AL ANID FLoUR DUTIES, ABOLITION OF : Res. (Mr. M'itchell) in
Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1425-1428 ; neg. (Y. 46, N. 119) 1447
(ii).

CR1MINAL LAw AMT. (LAW OP EVIDENOE) B. 3 (31r. Robertson, Hamil-
ton) : 20 agreed to (Y. 86, N. 52) 858 ; Amt. (Mr. Deojardin.î)
on M. for 3Q, 6 m. h., neg. (Y. 59, N. 68) 912 (il).

CRIMINAL LAw ART. (LAW OP EVIDENCE) B. 23 (Mr. Cameron,
Huron) : M. for 20, 707 ; neg. (Y. 57, N. 80) 709 (ii).

CRIMINAL LAw AMT. (SiDUCTION, &a.) B. 20 (Kr. Charlton) : 29
agreed to (Y. 114, N. 47) 444 (i).

DISTUREANCE 1I THE N. W. : Res. (Kr. Blake) duty of Govt. to
bring down further papers, 407 ; Amt. (Mr. Hall) 506 ; Amt.
to Amt. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 510 ; neg. (Y. 62, N. 111 510 ;
Amt. (Kr. Hall) agreed to (Y. 110, N. 63) 511 ; main M., as
amended, agreed to, on same div., 511 (i).

DoMIioN ELECTION AMT. B. 29 (Mr. McCarthy) : 20 agreed)to (Y.
52, N. 89) 1186 (ii).

EXTINGUISHMENT OP THE INDIAN TITLE IN THE N. W.: Res. (Mr.
Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 809-819 ; neg. (Y. 64, N.
106) 841 (ii).

FIES AND FORFEITUREs B. 82 (Mr. Thompson) : on M. for 30 Amt.
(Kr. Blake) to recon., neg. (Y. 47, N. 106) 714 (i).

FRANcims ACT AmT. B. 138 (Mr. Thompson): on M. for 30, Amt.
(Mr. Mills) to recom., 1672 ; neg. (Y. 54, N. 92) 1673 (ii).

HOME RULE FOR IRELAND : Res. (Ur. Blake) 1096; Amt. (Ur.
Co8tigan) 1097 ; Amt. to Amt (Mr. Mc.Mullen) 1108 ; neg.
(Y. 60, N. 118) 1135 ; Amt. (Mr. Costigan) agreed to (Y. 117,
N. 61) 1135 ; Amt. (Mr. CouyAlsn) neg. (Y. 22, .N. 142)
1138; Amt (Ur. Mille) neg. (Y. 69, N. 87) 1142 ; Amt (Mr.
Thompson) agreed to (Y. 80, N. 70) 1142 ; main M., ai
amended, agreed to (Y. 140, N. 6) 1143 (ii).

INDEMNITY OF MEmBERsi: prop. Res. (Mr. Farrow) Amt. (Sir Hactor
Langevin) to prooeod to consda. of Res. (1fr. Landry Atont-
magny) respecting execution of Riel, 121 ; agreed to (Y. 105,
N. 61) 124 (i). Su.

IEDIAN ADMINISTRATION IN THE N. W. : Res. (Mr. Cameron, Huron)
in AmIt. to Com. of Sup., 718-730; neg. (Y. 65, N. 114) 746

(1).
INTEREST IN B. C., B. 22 (Mr. Baker, Victoria) : on M. to place 20

on Govt. Orders, Amt. (Mr. Blake) to add B. 92, neg. (Y. 68,
N. 88) 1218 ; Amt. (Mr. Eranz) to add B. 104, 1218 ; Amt. to
Amt. (Mr. Cameron, Victoria) to add Bs. 92, 99 and 118, 1219;
neg. (Y. 22, N. 149) 1222; Amt. (Mr. Kranz) neg. (Y. 35, N.
134) 1223 (il).

DIVISIONS--Oontinued.
NORTHERN AND PAcIIo JUNCTION RY. Co.'s B. 25 (Kr. Vct7arthy) :

AmIt. (Mr. Mulock) to recom., 1325; neg. (Y. 48, N. 90) 1326
(ii).

NORTH9RN AND PACIFIC JUNCTION Ry. Co.'s. B. 25 (Mr. MoCarthy):a
on M. to conc. in Sen. Amti., Amt. (Kr. Mulock) neg. (Y. 45,
N. 90) 1684 (i).

NorTH-WfîT CENTRAL RY. Co.'s B. 17 (Mr. Beaty) : on M. for Com,,
(Mr. Mitchell) 3 >m. h., 979; neg. (Y. 59, N. 86) 1011 ; Amt.
(Kr. Mulock) to recom. toSel. Stndg. Com. on Ryi., &o., neg.
(Y. 55, N. 82) 1012 (ii).

NoRTH-WEST TERRIToRIEs LAw ART. B. 133 (Mr. Thompson): on M.
for 30, Amt. (Mr. Weldon) to recom., 1483 ; neg. (Y. 42, N. 70)
1485 (ii).

PRINCE ALBERT CoLoNIsATION o. : On prop. RES. (Mr. Edgar>
charging members with using their position to infuenceGott.

in granting lands, Amt. (Sir Hector Langevin) 489; agreed to
on a div., main M., as amended, agreed to (Y. 150, N. 1)

491 (i).
PUBL1C EXPENDITURE : Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright) In Amt. to

oiom. of Sup., 1647; neg. (Y. 36, N. 70) 1648 (ii).
RIEL, LOUIS, EXECUTION OF: on M. (Mr. Amyot) for Rets., Amt. to

proceed to consdn. of Res. censuring Govt., 186; agreed to
(Y. 116, N. 75) 194 ().

- oF: on Res. (Mr. Landry, Kontmagny) censuring Govt.
68 ; Amt. (Sir Hector Langevin) previous question, 77 ; agreed
to (Y. 126, N. 73) 368 (Q); Res. nog.(Y. 52, N. 146) 368 (i).

RocHE, MATTHEW, oF LINGAN, N.S. : Res. (Kr. Blake) for Sel. Co=.
to enquire into conduct of certain M.P.'i, 1173; Amt. (Kr.
Orton) to substitute 20 of B. 104, 1335; Amt. to Amt. (Mr.
Bergin) to resume adjd. deb. on Mr. Taylor's Res (oleomar-
garine) 1337; AmtS. neg. and main motion nog. (Y. 51, N. 89)
1341 (il).

SENATE, ÜONSTITUTION OF: Res. (Mr. Millg) in Amt. to Com. of

8up., 1272-1275; neg. (Y. 57, N. 89) 1295 (ii).
STELLARTON AND PICToU BRANoH Ry., I.O.R., EXTENSION B. 57: on

M. for 30, Amt. (Mr. Vail) to recom., 664; neg. (Y. 51,
N. 107) 668 (i)-

SUBsIY (MONET) To N.S. RU-ADJUSTMENT: on prop. M. (Kr. Kirk)

Amt. (Mr. Cameron, Inverness) 455; neg. (Y. 16, N. 82)

456 (i).
TIMBER LAND AND GOAL LEAsEs IN If.W.T (INDEPENDENCE 0F PARLT.,

BREACE OF): Res. (Mr. Charlton) in Amt. to Com. of Sup.,

1030-1041 ; neg. (Y. 43, N. 99) 1074 (ii).

DODD, MURBAY, M.P.: Res. (Mr. Blake) for Sol. Com. to
enquire into charges against, 1173 (ii).

Dom. Elections Act, 1884, Amt. B. No. 29 (Mr.
.McCarthy). 1', 67; 2° m. and neg. (Y. 42, N. 89)
1186 (ii).

Dom. ELECTIONS ACT AMT.: Remarks (Sir ector Langevin)
on M. to introd., 877 (ii).

Dom. EXUIBITION: in Com. of Sup., 1091 (ii).

Dom, Lands Act further Amt. B. No. 94 (Mr.
White, Cardwell). 10, 600; 20*, 748 (i); in Com., 913,
1078, 1085; 30*, 1243; Sen. Amts. cone. in, 1568 (ii).
(49 ie., c. 2.)

Dom. Lands Colonisation Co.'s B. No. 45 (Mr.
Beaty). 1°*, 119; 2*, 240; in Com. and 3*, 614 (i).

(49 Vic., c. 100.)

DOM. LANDS:
DEBATE, IN COM. oF Sup., 527-542 (i)

GRAZING LAND AND GRAZING LAND LEAsUs: M. for Rot.. (Mr.,

Charlton) 392 (i).
HOMEBTEAD AND PRE-EMPTION ENTRIES: M. for Ret.' (Kr. 0s)

393 (1).

Iri
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DOMINION LANDS-Continued.
IN COM. oF SUP., 1550 (ii).

P.RE-EMPrION ENTRIES, &C., AMOUNTS OWING AND UNPAID : M. for Ret.*
(Mr. Glent) 393 (i).

- IN MANI., REDUCTION IN PaIS : Ques. (Mr. Watson) 369 (i).
sUTTLEMENT OF IN B. 0.: M. for COr. (Mr. Shake8peare) 496 (i).
[Set also 40. P. R ," " INDIANS," " LANDS," &C. ]

DoM. NOTES IN CIRCULATION AND GOLD HELD BY GOVT.: M.
for Ret.* (Mr. McMullen) 438 (i).

DOM. RY. ACT AMT., re COMPENSATION: Ques. (Mr. Lister)
426 (i).

DoM. $2 NOTES, COUNTERFEIT: Ques. (Mr. Tassé) 865 (ii).
DoRCHESTER PENITENTIARY, CONVIT LABOR: Ques. (Mr.

Ray) 1075 (ii).
-- in Com. of Sup., 892 (ii).

DREDGING: in Com. of Sup., 1269 (ii).

DRILL INSTRUCTION AND DRILL PAT: in Com. of Sup.,
1306 (ii).

Druggists B. No. 99 (J) from the Son. (Mr. icRey).
1V*, 691 (i); Ms. to place 20 on Govt. Orders, 1219,
1222; neg. (Y. 22, N. 149) 1222 (ii).

DUoK, GEo., DoM. LAND AGENT AT PRINCE ALBERT, REP.
OF: M. for Copies* (Mr. Edgar) 58 (i).

DUFFERIN GATE, QUEBEC, CLAIMS oP H. J. BEEMER: Ques.
(Mr. Kirk) 1661 (ii).

Dunnville Dam and Bridge Tolls B. No. 139 (Sir
Hector Langevin). 1', 1378, 2°* and in Çom., 1467;
80*, 1482 (ii). (49 Vie., c. 30.)

DURHAM, EAST, ELECTORAL DIsT.: Vacancy and Return of

Member elect, 1 (i).
DURHAM TO GEORGIAN BAY RY,: Remarks (Mr. McMullen)

on M. that Com. rise, 1628 (ii).
BARNINGS AND WORKING EXPENSES, &C., [.C.R : M, for

Ret.* (gr. Weldon) 392 (i).
EARrHENWARE : conc. in Ways and Means, 1719, (if).
EASTER, ADJMNT. FOR: Remarks (Mr. Blake) 747 (i).
Eddy, E. B., Manufacturing Co.'s incorp. B. No.

30 (Mr. Wright). 1°*, 92; 2°*, 119; in Com. and 3°*,
757 (i). (49 Vic., c. 106.)

EDMONSTONE AND RIVIÈRE DU LOUP RY. SUBSIDY : Ques.
(Mr. Weldon) 570 (i).

EDMONTON AND ST. ALBERT LAND SURVEYà: M. for Cor.,
&c.* (Mr. Taylor) 802 (i).

ELGIN STATION, L'IsLET: Qies. (Mr. Casgrain) 544 (i).
Emerson and North Western Ry. Co.'s incorp.

B. No. 89 (Mr. Pruyn). 1°*, 93; 2°*, 342 (i);
wthdn., 897 (i).

ENGINiEERs' CERTIFICATES; Mess. from His Ex. (Sir
.Hector Langevin) 599 (i).

ENTOMOLOGIST, FRENCH, APPOINTMENT OF: Ques. (Mr.
Landry, Montmagny) 634 (i).

Esquimalt and Nanaimo Ry. B. No. 47 (Mir. Pope).
1°, 119; 2° m., 515; 2° and in Com., 517; 3° m, 602;
30*, 604 (i). (49 Vice., c. 15.)

ESQUIMALT AND NAINAIMO RY., INSPECTION, &C. : Ques. (Mr.

Gordon) 369 (i).
EsqUIxAL T Giaviao DOCK, in Com. of Sup., 1156, 1752 (ii).
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ESTIMATES, TE, FoR 1886-87: Mess. from His Ex., pro-
sented (Mr. McLelan) 368 (i); suppl. for 1885-86,
1550; suppl. for 1887, 1633 (il).

EVERETT, MR. C.: introduced as Member elect for St. John,
N.B., City and County, 1 (i).

ExoisE: in uCom. of Sap., 1543 (ii).
EXPENSE IN PRODUCING RETURNS: M. for Ret. (Mir. Talin)

386 (i).
EXPENSES OF MEMBERS OF GOVT. IN ENGLAND : M. for Ret.*

(Mr. Somerville, Brant) 57 (i).
Experimental Farm Stations B. No. 124 (Mr.

Carling), Res. prop., 866; M. for Com., 960; in Com.
and 1°* of B., 973; '°* and in Com., 1146, 1204; 3>*,
1204 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 23.)

EXPERIMENTAL FARM STATIONS ESTABLISHMENT: Deb. on
M. for Com. on Res. (gr. Carling) 960; (Sir Richard
Cartwright) 960; (Messrs. Wallace [ York] and Watson)
961; (Messrs. Mills and Hesson) 962; Messrs. McNeill
and Charlton) 963; (Mlessrs. McCallum and Ferguson,
Welland) 964; (Mr. Wigle) 965; (Messrs. McMullen

and Cochrane) 966 ; (Mr. Irvine) 967; (Mr. Farrow)
968; (Mr. Sproule) 969; (Mr. Bain, Wentworth) 971
(ii).

EXPERIMENTAL FARMs: in Com. of Sup, 1659 (ii).
EXPORTS AND IMPORTS, VALUE: QUes. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 1240 (ii).
-- STATEMENT OF: M. for Ret.* (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 35 (1).
EXTRA CLERKS: in Com. of Sup., 880, 883 (il).
FABRE, HECTOR, REP. FROM: Ques. (Mr. Desjardins) 16il

(ii).
- in Com. of Sup., 1658 (ii).

Factories Regulation B. No. 121 (Mr. Bergin). 1¢*,
94î (ii).

FACTORY TEGISLATION: Ques. (Mr. Mulock) 634 (i).
FAIRFIELD, N.B., POSTMASTER: QUes. (Mr. Weldon) 1661

(ii).
FANCY GooDs: conc. in Ways and Means, 749 (i).

Farm or Real Estate Banks B. No. 88 (Mr. Orlon).
Res. ard M. for Com., 427; in Com., 432, 571, 577, 10*
of B. 585 (i).

FARM STATIONS. See EXPERIMENTAL.

FATHER POINT, DEEP WATER-PIER: Ques. (Mr. Gault) 633
(i).

FEATHERS, OSTRICH AND VULTURE: conc. in Ways and

Means, 749 (i).
FELT: conc. in Ways and Means, 1721 (ii).

FINANCIAL INSPECTOR, AsST.: in Com. of Sup., 530 (i).

FINANCE, DEPT. OF: in COm. of Sup., 689 (i) ; contingen-

cies, b81 (ii).

FINANCE:
AUDITOR GENERAL'S REP.: presented (àfr. JcLelan) 31 (i).
BONDS, OOUNTERFIIT, GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Landrkin) 121 (i).
C.P.R. BONDS, H LD ET Gevr.: Ques. (Kr. Jackson) 495 (i).
CONBOLIDATED FUND, RuEIouTS AND EXPSNDTURES: M. for Ret.4

(Sir Richard Cartwrigkh) 35 (i); Ques., 1076 (i)
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FINANOE--Continued.

DUT, FLOATING : Ques. (Mr. Jackson) 1076 (ii).
DUT 0F TRI DOM. : QueS. (Sir RichArd CartWright) 31 (i).
DINT, PUBLIC, NET AND Gaoss, INCRuA.a: Ques. (Mr. Charliton)

42, 59, 495 (i), 1076 (fi).
DEiTS OP ONT. AND QUE.: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 974 (ii).
DOx. $2 NOTES, COUNTERPEIT: Ques. (Mr. Tassé) 865 (ii).
LAND IMPROTUMENT FUND, ANOUNT DU O1T.:. Ques. (Mr. Lan.

derkin) 266 (i).
LoANs, TaEPORÂRY, By GOTT.: On M. for Ret. (Mr. Blake) 57 (i).
PRINTING ACCTS. AND PUB. AccTs. CO.: M. to refer items (<r.

Charlton) 383 (i).
PUBLIC ACCOUNTs: presented (Mr. McLelan) 31 (i).
TixPORARY LoANs BY GOVT. : M. for Rot. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

b6 (i).

Fines and Forfeitures application B. No .82
(Mr. Thompson). 11, 488; 20, 671 ; in Coim., 713 ; 30
m. and Amts. (Mr. Blake) 714 ; 30 agreed to (Y. 47, N.
106) 115 (i). (49 ic., c. 48.)

FIRE-ARMS IN THE N.W.T.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1076 (ii).
FISHIERIES :

ANBRICAN FISHERNE, DEPREDATIONs BY: Ques. (4[r. Robertson,
Shelburne) 783 (i).

AsPY BAT, FisrmRIieS, DESPATOES, &C. : Mess. from His- Ex. (pro-
sented) 807 (ii).

DispuÛT à: Ques. (Kr. Mitchell) 1076 (ii).
DEEP-WATER FIsamRIE, IN B. 0. : M. for Cor. (Mr. Shakespeare)

495 fi).
FIsEaRIUs in COm. of Sup , 691 (1), 1698, 1757 (ii).

JOINT 0oxxIss1oN RESPECTING; M. for Rot, (Mr. Mitchell)
392 (i).

FIsHERT NEGOTIATIONS: Que. (Mr. Mitchell) 120 (i).
FISE IMPORTATIONs: M. for Rot. (Mr Kirk) 370 (i).
FIsHING BoUNTIEs, OLAIMS iOR: M. for copies (Mr. Langelier) 697 (i).
- IN MANITrOXA: Ques. (Ur. Royal) 692 (i).

- iN MusroKA DISTRICT : Ques. (Mr. Cook) 1076 (ii).
- LicNm Faus: Ques. (Kr. Cameron, Middles-z) 1076 (ii).
- REGULATIONS, VIOLATION OF, BY AMERICANS: M. for Rot.*

(Mr. Afitchell) 392 (i). d
- RIGHTS OF INDIANS ON LAKis HURON AND NIPIssING, PETS.,

&c.: M. for copies (Mr. O' Brien) 693 (i).
FisaRIEs PROTECTION : Ques. (Mr. Davie8) 494 (i).

- AND MARINE POLICE REGULLTIONs ISSUED : M. for copies

(Ur. Mitchell) 458 (i).
LEGAL SUVIoEs IN CONNECTION WITH FISHERY AWARD AND REVISION

O STATUTES : in com. of Sup., 1159 (ii).

LOST&R FIsHINe IN P.E.1. : Ques. (Mr. Hackett) 31 (1).
"ILYLIAN," 8HOONER, SEIZURE op : Ques. (Kr. lail) 912 (i).
MARINE AND FIsISHRis, REP. OP MIN. TO PRIVY COUNCIL IN 1869:

M. for copy (Kr. Mitchell) 391 (i).
SQUAW IsLAND, FIsEINe PRIVILEGES, &0. : Ques. (Mr. Cook) 784 (i).
UNITED STATES FIsaIIG VEssuLs AND INsHous FIsHERiNs-: M. for

Rot. (Mr. MitcheU) 392 (i).
WaITU FIss FRY AT FIE HÂroumuI3s : M for Rot. (Ur. Gordon)

788 (i).

Fishing by Foreigni Vessels Act further Amt. B.
No. 136 (Mr. Poster). 1°*, 1251; 2°, 1272 ; in Coin.
and 3°*, 1382 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 51.)

FLAG TRZATY BETWEEN U. S. AND SPAIN: M. for Cor. (Mr.

Vail) 700 (i).
FLOUR AND COAL DUTIES, ABOLITION oF: Res. (Mr.Mitchell) in

Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1425 ; Deb. (Mr. Burpee) 1428 ;
(Messrs. Kirk and Langelier) 1429 ; (Messrs. Fisher,
Vail and Besson) 1430; (Mr. Weldon) 1431 ; (Messrs.
Wood [Westmoreland] and Casey) 1432; (34r. McLelan)
1435; (Sir Richard Cartwright) 1437; (Mr. Caneron,
Inverness) 1438; (Ur. Gllmor) 1440 ; (MeSars. Gault and
1O

Woodworth) 1441 ; (Mr. Mitchell) 1444; (Mr. Everett)
1446 ; neg. (Y. 46, N. 119) 1447 (ii).

FLoUa SUPPLY TO INDIANS OF THE N. W.: M, for Rep.* (gr.
Paterson, Brant) 43, 65 (i).

FLYING COLUMN FOR THE N.W.: M. for Cor. (Mfr. Watson)
634 (i).

FRANCE AND QUEBEC STEASHIP SUBVENTION ' in COM Of

Sup., 1370 (ii).
FE'NCHI1SE ACT AMTS. : Ques. (Mr. fcMullen) 61; (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 543 (i).
EXPENSES UNDER: in CoM Of Sup., 1699 (il).

- INSTRUCTIONS TO REVISING OFFIOcERS: M. for copies

(Mr. Casey) 43; Deb. (Mr. Chapleau) 46; (Mr. Cameron,
Huron) 47; (Mr. Cook) 51; (Messrs. Dundas and
Lister) 52; (Mr. Landerkin) 53; (Mr. Paterson, Brant)

54; (Messrs. Mills, Weldon and Mulock) 55; (Mr.

Case) 56 (i).
- - 0.C., &C,, RESPECTINQ PUTTINo IN FORCE oF ACT, &C.:

Instructions to Revising Officers &o., M. for copies*

(Mr. Cameron, Euron) 58 (i).
- - PRINTING FOR DISTRIBUTION: Remarke (Mr. Dawson)

1-46 (il).
- in Com. of Sup., 1698, 1747 (ii).
---- ELEOTÔRAL ACT, WORKING OF: Cor. presented (Kr.

Chapleau) 1482 (ii).

Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. No. 133 (Mr.
Thompaon). M. to introd. and 1°* of B., 1342; 2*
and in Com., 1467; in Com., 1498, 1665; 3° m., Amt.
(Mr. Mils) 1672; neg. (Y. 54, N. 92) and 3°*, 1673
(ii). (49 Vic., c. 3.) See "DoMINIoN."

FREDERICTON TO PRINCE WILLIAM Ry. SUBsIDY : prop.

Res. (Mr. Pope) 1551; in Com., 1624 (ii).

Freehold Loan and Savings Co.'s B. No. 113 (L)
from the Son. (Mr. Beaty). 1°*, 805; 20*, 85'; in

Com. and 3°*, 1085 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 103.)
FRENCH CANADIANS, APPEALS AGAINsT: Ques. (Mr. Tassé)

1378 (ii).
FRENCH CANADIAN REPRESENTATION FOR ONTARIO IN SEN.:

Ques. (Mr. Tassé) 1633 (ii).

FRÙIT, DRÉED AND GRÉEN: conO. in Ways and Means,

750-755 (i).
FoG-wHISTLES, &0., MAINTENANCE : in COm. of Sup.,

1375 (ii).
FOOD, MATERIAL, MEDICAL SUPPLIES, &0., PUROHASED IN

N.W.T.: M. for Rot.* (Mr. Casey) 438 (i).

FooD SUPPLY TO INDIANS IN THE N. W.: M. for Ret.* (Mr.
Mulock) 58 (i).

Forbes' Trochilic Steam Engine Central <jo.
of Can. ilcorp. B. No. 66 (Mr. Patterson,
Esse.~). 1°*, 393; 20*, 474 (i); in Com and 3°*, 907
(ii). (49 Vic., c. 109.)

FORESTERS' DEPo)SIT. IN GOVT. BANKS: Qaes. (Mr. Charlton)

1095 (ii).
FOSTER, HON. G. E.: returned as Member elect for King's,

N.B., 1(i).
GANANOQUE, PERTI AND JAMEs' BAY Ry. Co.'s SuBsIDY:

prop. Res. (Mr. Pope) 1551; in Com., 1624 (ii).

lxxiii
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GAs, WATER AND SoIL PIPEs: conc. in Ways and Means,

755 (i).
GEOLOGICAL DISPLAY AND COLONIAL EXHIBITION,; QUes.

(AMr. .ffolton) 692 (i).
--- SURVEY EXPENDITURE: Ques. (Mr. Holton) 633 (i).

- SURVEY: in Com. of Sup., 524, 542 (i),1543, 1649 (ii).
GEORGIAN BAY ISLAND, TIMBER SALEs: Ques. (Mr. Lander-

kin) 898 (ii).
GERMAN REPRESENTATION IN THE SEN.: Ques. (Mir. Kranz)

1661 (ii).
GILLIS, TRIAL OF FOR MURDER, REP. oF JUDGE : M, for copy*

(Mir, Davies) 802 (i).
GIMPS, COUDS, BRAIDs, &o.: conc. in Ways and Means,

755 (i).
GIsBoRNE, MR., REP. re TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION IN

DIGBY Co. : M. for copy* (Mr. lail) 393 (i),
GLENANNAN TO WING1HAM RY. SUBSIDY : prop. Res. (Mr.

Pope) 1551; in Com., 1015 (ii).
GLOVES AND MITTS: conc. in Ways and Means, 756 (i).

GAOL AND LUNATIC AsYLUM AT REGINA: in Com. of Sup.,
1747 (ii).

GOVT. BUILDINGS, QUEBEO, WATER' SUPPLY: Ques. (Mr.
Langelier) 841 (ii).

GovT. BUSINESS: M. to take in Wednesdays (Sir Iector
Langevin) 1014 (ii).

-- M. to take in Saturdays and Mondays, 1592 (ii).
M. to take in Thursdays, 512 (i).

GovT. DEPOSITS IN SAVINGs BANKS: Ques. (Mr. Mulock)

495 (i).
GoVT. MEASURES, FURTHER: Ques. (14r. Blake) 1703 (ii).
- MENTIONED IN SPEECH FRoM THRONE : Hemarks

(Mr. Blake) 1198 (ii).
- Remarks (Mr. Blake and others) 913 (ii).
GoVT. SAVINGs BANKS DEPosITS: M. for Stmnt. (Sir Richard

Cartworight) 392 (i).
GOVT. STEAMER8S: in Com. of Sup., 1312 (ii).
GOVERNOR GENL's AND STAFF'S SALARIES: M. for Stmnt.

(Mr. XcOraney) 795 (ii).
- SEc.'s OFFICE : in Com. of Sup., 522, 868 (ii).
-- SPEEoH FROM THE THRoNE PROROGUING PARLT.,

1777 (ài),
- TRAVELLING EXPENSES : M. for Ret. (Mr. .AcOraney)

792 (i).
GRAHAM, MR., APPOINTMENT AS LEGAL AGENT AT HALIFAX:

Ques. (Mr. &iils) 1514, 1633 (i.i).

GRAPE VINES IMPORTED UNDER VALUATION : QUes. (Mr.
Lister) 370 (i).

GRAZING LANDS. See "DOM. LANDS."
GRAzING LEA&sES. See "TiBE."
GREASE : conc. in Ways and Means, 780 (i).
GRENVILLE CANAL : in Com. of Sup., 1453 (ii).

Guelph Junotion Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act Amt B.
No. 78 (Mr. Inne). 1°*, 460; 20*, 614; in Com.
and 30*, 783 (i). (49 'Vic., c. 69.)

HAIR-OLoTH : cone. in Ways and Means, 756 (i).
HALDIMAND, ISSUE OF WRIT FOR AND RETURNING OFFICER:

Ques. (Mr. Landerkin) 1144, 1172 (ii).

HALDIMAND, ISSUE OF WRIT FOR: M. (Mr. Landerkin) 912,
1015, 1077, 1144, 1171 (ii).

HALF-BREEDs' CLAIMS CoMmIssIoN, 1877, REPS. OF: M. for
Ret. (Mr. Landerkin) 634 (i).

- CLAIMS PROVED BEFORE CoMMISSION: M. for Ret.*
(Mr. Ross) 58 (i).

- CLAIMS, STMNT. RESPECTING: presented (Mr. White,
Cardwell) 746 ().

- ENUMERATION OF, REP. oF CoMIssIoN: M. for
copies* (Mr. Laurier) 58 (i).

- PRISONERS IN THE N.W.T.: M. for copies of 0. C.*

(Mr. Desaulniers, Maskinongé) 60 (i).
HAMOND, EUGÈNE, EMPLOYMENT OF BY GOVT. : Ques. (Mr.

Langelier) 1379 (ii).
HANDKERCHIEFs: conc. in Ways and Means, 1722 (ii).
HARBoRs AND RIvERs: in Com. of Sup., 1261, 1754 (ii).

HAEBOR MAsTER AT SARNIA: Ques. (Mr. Lister) 692 (i).
HARDWARE AND RY. SUPPLIES PURCHASED IN HALIPAX: A.

for Ret.* (Mr. Forbes) 58 (i).
HARNESS AND SADDLERY : conc. in Ways and Means, 756 (i).

HAY TAX IN THE N.W.T.: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin) 121 (i).
IEALTH STATISTICS: in Com. of Sup., 1094 (ii).

HEBERT, HUBERT, REVISING OFFICER AT MONTMAGNY: Ques.

(Mr. Langelier) 569 (i).
HENEY, JOHN, CLAIM OF FOR REPUND oF TOLLs: M. for Ret.*

(Mr. Landerkin) 392 (i).
- REFUND TO: Oonc. in Com. of Sup., 1774 (ii).

HENSLEY, MR. JUSTICE, REP. oF, re TRIAL OF GILLIS FOR

MURDER: M. for copy* (Mr. Davies) 802 (i).

HEREFORD TO INTERNATIONAL RY. SUBSIDY: prop. Res.

(Mr. Pope) 1551; in Com., 1614 (ii).

1HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE, ONT., JUDGE'I SALARY: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 898 (ii). 4e B. 125.
HOME RULE FOR IRELAND: Prop. Resi (Mr. Blake) in Amt.

to Com. of Sup., 1023; Res. wthdn., 1030; M. (Sir

Hector Langevin) appointing day for discussion, 1075;
prop. Res. (Mr. Blake) 1096 ; Amt. (Mr. Costi-
gan) 1096; iDeb. (Mr. Casey) 1097; (Mr. Curran)
1101; Amt. (Mr. .McMullen) to Amt 1104; (Mr.
Burns) 1108; (Mr. O'Brien) 1109; (Mr. Lander-
kin) 1111 ; (Mr. Orton) 1113 (ii) ; (Mr. McNeill) 1114;
(Mr. llackett) 1115; (Messrs. Allen and Wallace, York)

1117 ; (Mr. Thompson) 1125; (Mr. Blake) 1119 ; (Mr.
Coursol) 1127 ; (Mrà .Paterson, Brant) 1128; (Mr.
Mitchell) 1131 ; (Mr. Costigan) 1132; Amt. to Amt.
neg. (Y. 60, N. 118) ; Amt. (Mr. Costigan) agreed to
(Y. 117, N. 61) 1135; Amt. (Mr. Blake) to send Res. to
Mr. Gladstone, 1136 ; Amt. (Mr, Coughlin) to send Res.
to Mr. Parnell, neg. (Y. 22, N. 142) 1138 ; Amt. (Sir
John A. Macdonald) to transmit Res. to Speaker of

English H. of C., 1139; withdn, 1140; Amt. (Mr.
Mills) to add name of Mr. Parnell, 1140 ; neg. (Y. 69,
N. 87) 1141 ; Amt. (Mr. Thompson) to transmit Res. to
ligh Com. for Can. agreed to (Y. 80, N. 70) 1142 ;

main M. (Mr. Blake) as amended, agreed to (Y. 140,

N. 6) 1148 (ii).
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INDEX.
HOME RULE FOR IRELAND, DISPATCH OPF REs.: Remarks (Sir

John A. Macdonald) 1178; Ques. (Mr. Cameron, Midde-
sex) 1380 ; remarks (Mr. Mills) 1381 (ii).

HOMESTEAD ENTRIES, CANCELLED OR ABANDONED IN THE
N.W. : M. for Rot. (Mr. Cameron, Euron) 801 (i).

HORSES PURCHASED IN N.W.T., AND FROM WHOM : M. for
Rot. * ( Mr. Casey) 438 (i).

HOMESTEADS AND PRE-EMPTIONS. See IlDOmINION LANDS."
IHOUSE OF COMMONS:

ANTIGONISE, ELECTORAL DISTRICT :.Vacancy and Return of Menber
elect, 1 (i).

CARDWELL, ELECTORAL DisrBICT : VaCancy and Return of Member
elect, 1 (i).

"DsATas " COMMITTER. Ses general heading, 30 (1).
DUaHAM ELECTORIAL DISTRICT: VacanCy and Return Of Member

elect, 1 (i).
FRANCHISE ACT AMTS. : Ques. (Mr. McMullen) 61 ; (Mr. Blake)

543 (i).
FRANCHISE ACT AMT. See B. 138.
FRANCISE ACT, EXPENSES UNDER : in OOm. Of Sup., 1698, 1750 (ii).

- INSTRUCTIONS TO RUVISING OFFICERS : M. for cOpies (Mr.
Casey) 43; remarks, 56 (i).

INDEMNITY TO MEMBERS ACT AMT. : prop. B., 38; prop. Res., 121 (i).
KING's, N.B., ELECTORAL DISTRICT : Vacancy and Return of

Member elect, 1 (i).
LIBRARY OP PARLIAMENT : Librarian's Rep. presented (Mr. Speaker)

2 (i).
IN COM. OF SUP., 1089 (ii).
MEMaERS INTRODUCED, 1 (i).
MRsB. FROM HIs EX SUMMONING TUE GOMMONS TO SENATE, 1 ()

1776 (ii).
NEW MEMBERs: Announceruent (Mr. Speaker) 1 (i).
PROROGATION: Ques. (Mr. Colby) 1703; Ques. (Mr. Blake) further

Govt. Measures, 1703 (ii),
ST. JOHN, N.B., OITY AND COUNTY ELECTORAL DISTICT: Return of

Member elect, 1 (i).
ST. JOHN, N.B., CITY ELECTORAL DISTRIoT: Vacancy and return of

Member elect, 1 (i).
SELET STANDING COMMITTEES. See general heading " COMMITTEES.'
SPEECH FROM THE THRONE, 1 (i).
THOMPàON, Ma., M.P., DECEASE op: Remarks (Mr. Blake) 802 (i).
VAcANcIEs: Announcement (Mr. Speaker) 1 (i).
VOTERS' LISTS, PRINTING OP, CONTRACTS, &C. :M. for Stmnt8.

(Mr. Casey) 448 (i).

HUDSON BAY ExPLORA TION.: Ques. (3fr. Ross) 266 (i) ; (Mr.
Dawson) 865; (Mr. Royal) 1378 (ii).

-- EXPEDITION : in COm. Of Sup., 1658 (ii).
Ice, unguarded openings, &c. See "CRIMINAL LAw

AMT."

IMMIGRATION, ASSISTED AND UNASSISTED : M. for Ret. (Mr.
Wilson) 635; Deb. (Mr. Jackson) 637; (Mr. Ross) 639;
(Mr. Carling) 640; (Mr. McMullen) 642; (Messrs. Wood-
worth and Beaty) 643; (Mr. Ferguson, Leeds) 644; (Mr.
Mills) 644; (Mr. Mackintosh) 646; (Mr. Lister) 648 ;
(Ur. Foster) 649; (Mr. Charlton) 651 ; (Mr. White,
Cardwell) 65A; (Mr. Casey) 656; (Messrs. EcLelan and
Sproule) 6571; (Sir Richard Cartwright) 658; (Mr. Daw-
son) 659; (Messrs. Allen and Watson) 660 (i).

IMMIGRATION AND EMIGRATION: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 370 (i).
FROM DAKOTA AND TEXAs: Ques. (Mr. Royal) 1217

(ii),
--- PROM FRANCE, WORK OF M. LABELLE: QUes. (Mr.

Desjardins) 1661 (ii).
-- -in Com. of Sup., 1385 (ii).

IMMIGRANTS SETTLED IN CANADA, NUMBER 0F: Ques. (Mr.
Mils) 61 (i).

IMPERIAL FEDERATION: remarks on adjnmt. (Sir R'chard
Cartwright and others) 33 (i).

IMPERIAL TITLES : M. for Rot. (&fr. Edgar) 698 (i).
IMPORTS AND EXPORTS, VALUE OF: Ques. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 1240 (ii).
INOU ARRAN HlOTEL: oRemarks (Mr. Davies) on M.for Oom.

of Sup., 1533 (ii).
INDEMNITY TO MEMBERS: prop. Ros. (Mr. Farrow) 121 (i).
INDEPENDENCE OF PARLT. AOT, BREAoH oF, OHARGE AGAINST

A MEMBER: M. (Mr. Somerville, Brant) to ref. to Sol.

Com., 1594 (ii).
- - REFUTATION OF CHARGES: (Mr. Cameron, Victoria)

on M. for Com. on Ways and Means, 1580 (ii).
INDIANS AND HALF-BREEDS :

CHIPPEWA INDIANS, PETS. FEOM: Ques. (Mr Cook) 1659 (ii).
FLOUR SUPPL- TO N. W. INDIANS ; Ques. (Mr. Paterson, Brant)

43 (i); (M. for Reps.") 65 (i).
HALF-BREDs OLAIMS COMMISSION, 1877, REPS. oF: M. for Ret.

(Mr. Landerkin) 634 (i).
-- LAIMS PROVED BEFORE (OOMMISSION: M. for Ret. (Kr. Ro8)

58 (i).
STMNT. RESPECTING: presented (Mr. White, Cardwell) 746 (1).
ENUIMERATION oF, REPo. OF COMMISSION: M. for cOpieà* (Mr.

Laurier) 58 (i).
- PRISONERIS IN THE N.W.T. : M. for copies of O.C. (Mr, Des-

aulners, Maskinong) 60 (1).
INDIAN ADMINISTRATION OF THE N. W.: Res. (Kr. Cameron, Huron)

in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 718-730; nog. (Y. 65, N. 114)746(i).
INDIAN AFFAIRS, DEPTL. REP. : preSented (Sir John A. Macdonald)37

- DEPT. OF: in Com. Of Sup., 688 (i).
INDIANS OF TE N.W., FOOD SUPPLY TO: M for Ret. (Mr.

Mulock) 58 (i).
INDIANS WHO TOOK PART in REBELLION : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1075 (i).

in Coin. of Sup., 1650, 1745, 1758, 1773 (ii).
INSPECTORS OR COMMISSIONERS OF INDIAN AFFAIRS IN N. W. : M.

for copy of 0.0.* (Mr. Landerkin) 438 (i).
KAHEKE-WA-QUO-NA-BY, CHIEF, AMOUNTS PAID TO: M. for Ret. (Mr,

Somerville, Brant) 57 (i).
LETTERS PATENT FOR INDIAN LANDS. See B. 102.

MISSISSA#UA INDIANS, AMOUNT DUE THEM: Qaes. (Kr. Later#on,
Brant) 1633 (ii).

ROBINSON TREATF, INDIANS USDER: M. for Cor. (Mr. Dawson) 62 (i).
SCHOOLS : in Coin. of Sup., 1166 (ii).
SaLIP TO HALF-BREEDS WHO TOOK PART IN REBELLION: QueB (Mr.

Laurier) 1075 (ii).
SIx NATION INDIANS, MINUTES 0F OOUNCIL: M. for copies* (Mr. Pater-

son, Brant) 58 (i).
VOTERS, APPLICATION FOR REGISTRATION: M. for Copieg (Mr. Casey)

449 (i).
INDIAN ADMIN18TRATION OF THE N.W.: Res. (Mr. Cameron,

Huron) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 718 ; Deb. (Sir Hector
Langevin) 730; (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 733 ; (Mr.
Ferguson, Leeds) 739; (Mr. O'Brien) 741; Mr. Cameron,
Middlesex) 742; (Mr. Watson) 745; remarks (Mr.
Fairbanks) 742 ; (Mr. Charlton) 745; (neg. Y. 65, N.
114) 746 (i).

Indian Lands, Letters Patent B. No. 102 (Sir
Hector Langevin). 1°, 692 (i); 2°m., 807; 2° and in
Com., 808; 3°*, 868 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 7.)

INDIAN TITLE, EXTINGUISHIMENT oF IN N.W.T.: Res. (Mr.
Laurier) in Amt. to Coin. of Sup., 809; Deb. (Mr.
White, Cardwell) 818 ; (5fr. Davies) 829 ; (Mr. Mills)
836; (Mr. Dawson) 839 ; (hîr. Mitchell) 840; neg.
(Y. 64, N. 106) 841 (ii).
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INDEX.
INDIANTOWN BRANCH, LC.R., AMOUNT PAID ]FOR

DAmAais: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Weldon) 392 (i).
INGERSOLL, LONDON AND CHATHAM RY. SUBSwY:

Res. (Mr. Pope) 1551; in Com. ,1598 (ii).
Inland Rev. Acts Amt. See " CoNSOLIDATED."

LAND

prop.

INLAND REVENUE:
ADULTERATION ACT AMT. See B. 108.

-- oF FooD: in om of Sp., 1547 (ii).
CONSOLID. INLAND REV. ACTS AMT. See B. 101.

CULLERS, TIMBER: in Com. of Sup., 1544 (il).
DEPTL. REP. : presented (Mr, Coitigan) 31 (i).
DEPT. OF: in Cem. of Sup., 689 (i), 881, 1543 (il).
ExCISE : in Com. of Sup., 1543 (ii).
.HENCT, JOHN, REFUND TO-: On conc., 1774 (ii).
INSPECTION AOT AMT. : Ques. (Mr. Landerkin) 784 (1).
NEW EDINBURGH AND GATINEAU FERRY: Ques. (Mr. Bain, Wemt-

worth) 1172 (ii).
PREVENTIVE SERVICE : in Oom. of Sup., 1544 (ii).
SLIDES A&D BOOMS: in Oom. of Sup., 1547 (ii).

Insolvent Debtors Assets Distribution B. No.
93 (Mr. MacmiUan, Middlesex). 1°*, 599 (i).

Insolvent Debtors Discharge B. No. 71 (Mr.
Edgar). 10*, 393 (i).

Insolvent Banks, Ins. Co.'s, Loan Co.'s, &0., Act
Amt. B. No. 15 (Mr. Edgar). 10, 48; 2°, 437; in
Com., 907, 1179; 3°*, 1180; M. to transfer Sen. Amts.
to Govt. Orders, 1592 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 46.)

INSPECTION ACT AMT.: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin) 784 ().
INSPECTOaS (R CoMMISSIoNERS OF INDIAN AFFAIaS, &0, IN

N. W.: M. for copy of 0, C.* (Mr. Landerkin) 438 (i).
INSTRUCTIONS TO NON-COMBATANTd IN THE N. W. T : M. for

copies (Mr. Casey) 427 (i).
Insurance B. No.I (G) from the Son. (Mr. Thompson).

10*, 842; 20, 957; in Com. and 3*, 1385 (ii). (49
Vic, c. 45.)

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY:
BUCTOUCHE AND MONCTON BRANCH: Ques. (Mr. Cockburn) 330 (i).
CASUALTES, &C., DAMAGES AN AMOUNT 0F CLAIMS: M. for Ret.*

(Mr. Weldon) 58 (i).
CLAIMS ARISING OUT OCF ONSTRUCTION : in COm. Of Sup, 1752 (ii).
DALuOuSIE BRANCH : M. (Mr. Davis) to reter expenditure to Public

AcctS. Com., 227 (i).

EARNINGS AND WORKING EXPENSUS, &c. : Ques. (Mr. Weldon) 62 (i).
M. for Ret.* (Mr. Weldon) 392 (ii).

ELGIN STATION, L'ISLET : Ques. (Mr. oa8grain) 544 (i).
EMPLOYEES BETWEEN CAMPBELLTON AND HALIPAX, &C. : M. for Ret.'

(Mr. Weldon) 58 (i).
EXTENSION FROM STRAIT OP CANSO TO SYDNEY, Ao.: Ques. (Mr.

Cameron, Invernes.) 843 (i).
HARDWARE AND RT. SUPPLIES PUROHASED IN HALIFAX: M. for Ret.0

(Mir. Forbe8) 58 (i).
INDIANTOWN BRANOH, AMOUNT PAID FOR LAND DAmAGES: M. for Ret."

(Mr. Weldon) 392 (1).
REPAIRS, &o., in oOM. of Sup , 1659 (ii).

RiSERVOIR, &o., AT LkIs : Ques. (Mr. Leoage) 1378 (il).
ROLLING STOCK PUROEASED: M. for Ret.* (Mr. W.ldon) 58 (i).
ROLLING STOCK REPAI RD AT GOEIRNMENT WORBKSEOPS, &C. : M. for

Ret.' (Mr. Weldon) 58 (i).
ST. CHABLES BRiNca: in COm. of Sup., 1451 (ii).
STELLARTON AND PICTOU BRANca, 0.-0.8 PETS., &c.: M. for copies

(Mr Kirk) 802 (il).
STELLARTON BRANCH: in 0o. of Sup., 1452 (il). e B. 57.
MAROIS, ELZÉAR, CLAIR OP: QUeS. (Mr. Langelier) 784 (i).
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INTERCOLONlIAL RAILWAY-Continued.
MOCANN STATION TO JOGGINS RY. SUBSY : prop. Res. (Kr. Pope)

1551; in Oom., 1616 (ii).
MISCELLANEOUS WORKS: in Com. of Sup., 1451 (i).
Oil BARRELS, SALE OF: M. for Ret (Mr. Langelser) 802 ().
OIL CONTRACTS: Ques. (Mr. Weldon) 897 (11).
PASPEBIAC BRANCii: Ques. (Mir. Edgar) 186 (i).
PRIVATE AND OFFICIAL CARS BUILT OR PUROHASD . M. for Ret. (Mr.

Welon) 57 (i).
WESTINGHOUSE BRAKES, AMOUNTS PAID FOR APPLYING: M. for Ret.

(Mr. Vail) 393 (i).
WIRE FENCING OONTRACT: Ques. (Mr. Gaudet) 544 (i).
WooD PUROHisES FRom R. SmITH, oF QUtEBEc: Ques. (Mr. Lesage)

544 (i).

I.C.R. extension (Stellarton to Pictou)ß. No.
57 (Mr. Pope). 19, 185; 20 and in Com., 604, 614; 3°
m.,663; 30*, 668 (i). (49 Vic., c. 13.)

Interest in B.C. B. No. 22 (Mr. Baker, Vic) 10, 61
(i); M. to place 20 on Govt. Orders, 1218; Amt. (Mr.
Blake) to add B. No. 92, neg, (Y. 68, N. 88) 1218;
Atmt. (Mr. Kranz) to add B. No. 104, 1218; Amt. to
Amt. (Mr. Cameron, Victoria) to add Bs. Nos. 92, 99.
and 118, 1219; neg. (Y. 22, N. 149) 1222; Amt. (Mr,
.Kranz) neg. (Y. 35, N. 134) 1223; 2° m., 1243; 2° and
in Com., 1244; 3°*, 1270 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 44.)

Interest on Moneys, &c., Act Amt. B. No. 12
(Mr. Mc- Mullen). 10, -11; 2° m., 439 ; 2°, 441 (i).

INTERIOR:
COLONISATION Go.'S AND SETTLERS: Ques (Mr. Farrow) 330 (i).

LETTERS PATENT INCORP.: M. for copies (Mr. Edgar) 65 (i).
DUPT. oF: in Oom. of Sup., 524-543 (i), 881 (ii).
DEPTL. REP. : presented (Mr. White, Cardwell) 60 (i).
DoMINIoN LANDS ACT, 1883, AMT. Se# B. 94.

- IN B.C., ADMINISTRATION. See B. 120.
GEOLOGICAL DISPLAY AND COLONIAL EXHIBITION: Ques. (Mr.nOItos)

692 (i).
- SURVEY EXPENDITURES : Ques. (Kr. Bolton) 633 (i).
GRAZING LAND AND GRAZING LAND LEASES: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Chari-

ton) 392 (i).
LAND GRANTS TO RYS. Ses Bs. 117 and 147.
LICENSES TO OCUT TIMBER IN DOM.: M. for Ret. (Mr. Charlton) 65 (i).
MINING LAw ART. : Ques. (Mr. Fairbank) 844 ; (Mr. Ka.lback)

844 (ii).
PRINCE ALBERT COLONISATION o., .EXCHANGEo F LAND : M. for

0.0.* (Mr. Edgar) 58 (1).
STEPHENSON, RUFUS, INSPECTOR OF :COLONISATION 00.'S, RiP. OY:

M. for copy' (Mr. Edgar) 58 (i).
[See also "DOM. LANDS," " HALF-BREEDS," "INDIANS," &C.]

INTERNAL ECoNOMY CoMMISSIoN: Mess. from His Ex. pre-
sented (Sir John A. Macdonald) 60 (i).

Interpretation Act Amt, B. No. 80 (Mr.Thompson).
1°*, 488; 2° m, 519; 20, 671; in Com., 712; 30*, 713 (i).
(49 Vic., c. 2.)

Intoxicating Liquors Traffi Act Amt. B. No.
118 (Mr. Beaty). -Res. prop., 903 ; in Com. and 1°* of
B., 904; M. to place 2° on Govt. Orders, 1219; neg. (Y.
22, N. 149) 1222 (ii).

IRELAND. See " oME IRULE."

IRON SAND OR GLOBULES, &o.: conc. in Ways snd eans,
780 (i).

JARvIs, P. R., AMOUNT PAID TO AS RETURNINU Orrioxm
UNDER CAN. TEmp. ACT: M. for Ret.* (Mr. J!ro)

393 (i).
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JEMBEG CREEK, N.B., NAVIGATION: Ques. (Mr. King) 369 (i).
JOINT STOCK Co.'S, PRINTING BLUE-BOOK: Ques. (Mr. Bernier)

186 (i).
JONIS, CHIEF, AMOUNTS PAID TO: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Somer

ville, Brant) 57 (i).

JUSTICE, ADMINISTRATION OF:
BATOcHU, PAPERS FOUND AT, DIARY OP RIEL, MINUTE BOOK, &C., Or

ins :RGENT COoNCuL: M. for copies" (Mr. Laurier) 58 (i).
CAPITAL CASES AND THE CROWN: M. for Ret.0 (Mr. >ackintoah)

60 (i).
oIToT eS. FRE LAnOR, NumiR EXPLOYED IN DoxINIoN PENITEN-

TIARiEs : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Wlson) 47 (1).
0oNVICT LABOR IN DORcHESTER PENITENTIARY: Ques. (Mr. Ray) 1075

-DPT. or: in om. of Sup., 522 (i), 877 (il).
- DEPTL. REP., PENITENTIARIES ÈRANCH: presented (Mr.

Thomnpson) 31 (i).
HINSLET, MR. JUsTICE, REP. or, re TRIAL oF GILLIs FOR VURDER:

M. for copy (Mr. Davies) 802 (i).
HR MAJESTY VS. PARTIES TRIED IN CONNECTION WITH REBZLLION:

. &c., &c.: M. for Ret. (Mr. Laurier) 60 (i).
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE (ONT.) JUDGE'S sALARY: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 898 (ii).
IN Coit. o Sur.: 886, 1698 (il).
KINGSTON PENITUNTIARY: in OOm. Of Sup., 1165 (ii).
MOEGRAIN, LOUISON, PAPERS IN CONNECTION WITH TRIAL, &C.

M for copies (%Ir. Landerkin) 392 (i).
QUEEN'S COUNSEL APPOINTMENTS: M. for Oor. (Mr. Mills) 392 (i).
REPS. PROM GOT. COUNSEL ON TRIALS INY . W., &C.: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 185 (i).
STIPBNDI&RY MAGISTRATE AT CALGARY: Ques. (Mr. Burp(e) 427 (i).
STONY MOUNTAIN PENITENTIARY, PRIsONEas' UEALTH: Ques. (Mr.

Deajardina) 1172 (i).
SUPREME COURT JUDGMENTS: M. for Stmnt.0 (Mr. Barker) 802 (t).
TREASON-FELONY TRIALS AT REGINA, &C.: M. for Cor., &c. (Mr.

XiIl) 696 (i).
TEiAL Or HALF-BREEDS, INDIANS, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 58 (1).

[See alsO ''RIEL, LOUIs."]
KAH.KE-WA-QUO-NA-BY, CHIEF, AMOUNTS PAID TO: M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Somerville, Brant) 57 (i).
KAMINISTIQUIA RIVER: in COMi. of SUp, 1157 (ii).

Keewatin, Boundaries extension Law Amt. B.
No. 127 (Mr. Thompson). 1°, 974; wthdn., 1485 (ii).

KEEWATIN, MAN. AND N. W. T., POPULATION: Que8. (Mr.
Charlton) 370 (i).

KING's, N.B., ELECTORAL DIST.: Vacency and Return of
Member eleot, 1 (i).

Kingston and Pembroke Mutual Aid and Ins.
Co. incorp. B. No. 24 (Mr. White, Renfrew). 1°*,
66; 20*, 240; in Com. and 30*, 907. (49 Vic., c. 65.)

KINGSTON PENITENTIARY: in COm. of Sup., 891, 1164,
1745 (ii).

Kootenay and Athabasca Ry. Co.'s incorp. B.
No. 87 (Mr. Tupper). 10*, 569; 2°*, 704 (i); in
Com. and 3°*, 1386 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 83.)

Kootenay Ry. Co. of B. C. B. No. 89 (àir. Small).
1"*, 59-9; 20*, 704,(i); incorp. with B. 87.

LABELLE, IREV.* M., IMMIGRATION REP.: Ques. (Mr. Tas)
1633 (i).

LAcES, BRAIDS &o. : conc. in Ways and Means, 757 (i).
LACHINE CANAL, CROSSING IN MONTREAL: Qae3. (3Mr. Curran)

426 (î).
- in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ii).
--.-- LOTs ON BASINS; QQ0s. (Mr. Gault) 633 (i).

LACOMBE, FATHER, PAYMENT TO: cono., 1774 (il).
LAKrE EIE, EssEX AND DETROIT RIVER RY. 00.' SUBSIDY:

prop. Res. (M r. P pe) 1551 ; ln Com., 1610 (ii).
LAKE MAN. NAVIGATION: Ques (àfr. Watson) 369 (i).
Lake Nipissing and James' Bay Ry. Co.'s Aet

Amt. B. No. 35 (Mr. Sutherlanl, Oxford). 1°*, 92;
20*, 119 ; in Com. and 3 *, 614 (i). (49 Vic., c. 77.)

Lake Superior Mineral Ry. Co.'s inoorp. B. No.
34 (gr. Dawson). 1*, 92; 2°*, 119 ;in Com. and
30*, 757 (i). (49 Vic., c. 81.)

L'ASSMPTIlN TO L'EPHIPHANIE RY. SUBSIDY: prop. Res.
(Mr. Pope) 1551; in Com., 1615 (ii).

Law of Evidence. See "CRIMINAL LAw AMT."

LAND CLAIMS COMMISSION, N.W., Rep.: Ques. (Mr. Mulock)
1421 (ii).

Land Grants to the Militia Force B. No. 142
(hîr. White, Cardwell). M, to introd. B., 1420; Rog.
in Com., 1455; 1°* of B, 1458; 20 m, 1568; 20*.and
in COM., 1572; 3°*, 1573 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 29.)

Land Grants to Rys. See "SUB8mIES."
LAND IMPROVEMENT FUND, AMOUNT DUE ONT.: Que@. (Mr.

Landerkin) 266 (i).
LANDs IN NORTH AND WEST ONT.: QueS. (àfr. Mîll) 1172

(ii).
L %ND LEASES. Séee "ITIMBER."

LAND SALES IN N. W., 1884-85: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin)
120 (i).

LAND SUBSmIES. See " SUBSIDIES."
LANDS, TIMBER AND MINERAL IN NORTHERN Qui.: Qies.

(Mr. Mills) 1173 (ii).
Land Transfer in N. W. T. regulation B. No.

10 (Mr. Thompson. 11, 40; 2° m,, 668 ; 2° and ref.
to Sp. Com., 670; prop. Res., 1015; in Com. on B.,
15.6; in Com on Res., 1532; Res. cone. in and 30*,
1552. (49 Vic, c. 26 )

LANORAIE, WHARF, CONSTRUCTION: Ques. (Mr. Bernier) 1173
(ii).

LAUNDRY BLUEING: cone. in Ways and Means, 749 (i).
LAURIE, .MAJ. GEN., AND GEN. STRANGE, POSITION IN TRI

MILITIA FORCE DURING REBELLION : Ques. (Mr. Cas6y)
68 (i).

LEAD PIPE AND LEAD SH .T: cono. in Ways and Means,
757 (i).

"LA CANADIENNE " AND "lALLIANCE," OOLLISION: QUeS.
(Kr. Landry, Montmagny) 1660 (ii).

LEDUo, REV. H., AND DANIEL MALONEY, PETS. AND LETTEp:

M. for copie8* (Mr. Rykert) 438 (i).
LEGaAL SRVICES: in Com. of Sap., 1151, 1159 (ii).
LEGISLATION: in Com. of Sup., 1089, 1153 (ii).

Lennox Passage Bridge incorp. B. No. 81 (Mr.
(Paint). 1°*, 487; 20*, 614 (i); wthdn., 1378 (ii).

LES FONDS, POST OFFICE AT : M. for Cor., &o.* (Mr.
Binfret) 802 (i).

Letters Patent. See "INDIAN LANDS."

LIBRAiRY: in Com. of Sup., 1089, 1153 (ii).
LIOENSES TO CUT TIMBER IN Dom.: M. for Rets. (Mr. Charl-

ton) 65 (i).
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LIPE-BEAT SERVICE AND REWARDS, &o.: in Com. of Sup.,

1372 (ii).
LIFE SIVING APPARATUS, &c. : Ques. (Kr. Ourran) 783 (i).
LIGHrousE AND COAST SERVICE: in Com. of Sup., 1375 (ii).

LIQuoR LICENsE ACT, 18 3, COMMISSIONERS AND INSPECTORS

EMOLUMENTS, AND REFUND OF FEES: Ques. (Mr. Shake-
speare) 266 (i).

--- oSTS INCURRED BY DoM. : M. for Ret.* (Mr.
Cameron, Huron) 438 (i).

- M&NUFACTURED IN CANADA, ExPoRTS AND IMPOTS AND

LABOR EMPLOYED, Ms. for Stmnts.* (Mr. Robertson,
Shelburne) 912 (ii).

Loan Co.'s. See "INSOLVENT BANKs."

LOANS, TEMPORARY BY GoVT.: K. for Rot. (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) 56 (i).

LOBSTER FISHING IN P.E.I.: Ques. (Mir. Hackett) 31 (i).

Loas, &o.: in Com. on Ways and Means, 1587; conc., 1725.

London and Ontario Investment Co.'s B. No.
97 (F) from the Son. (Mr. Beaty). 1°*, 644; 2°*, 704
(i) ; in Com. and 30*, 1326 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 102.)

LONDON INFANTRY SÇHooL: in Com. of Sup., 1753 (ii).
LONe SAULT AND LAKE TEMIs8AMINGUE RY. SUBSIDY : prOp.

Reg. (Mr. Pope) 1551 (ii).
LOTBINIÈRE MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (Mr. Rinfret) 709 (i).
LUMBER AND SAw Loas, FiE EXPORT: Ques. (Mr. Ives)

634 (i).
" LYLI&N," SCHOONER, SEIZURE 0Fo: Ques. (Kr. Vail) 912 (ii).
MACDONALD HUGH, AND PILOTAGE OoMMSSIoN: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 68 (i).
MAODONALD, SIR JOHN, ILLNESS or: Letter from Physician

read, 543 (i).
MODoNALD, ANGUS, APPOINTMENT AS CENSUs ENUMERATOR.

M. for copy* (Mr. Kirk) 438 (i).

MoDoUGALL, HECTOR F., M.P.: Res. (Mr. Blake) for Sol.
Com. to enquire into charges against, 1173 (ii).

MAILS, CARRIAGE OF, P.E.I.: Ques. (Mr. Yeo) 495 (i).
MAIL SUmsiIDIES, &c. : in Com. of Sup., 1370, 1756 (i).

MANITOEA:
ASINIBOINE RIVER IMPROVEMENTS: Que.. (Mr. Ros8) 784 (i).

CHURCHILL AND NELSON RIVERs SURVEYS: Ques. (Mr. Ros8) 266 (i).

DISALLOWANCE OF MAN. RY. 00.'S CHARTERS: M. dropped (Mr.

Blake) 383 (1); M. for Ret.* (Mr. Watson) 802 (i).
EMERSON AND NORTH-WE3TERN RY. CO. See B. 39.
KEEWATIN, MAX. AND N.W.T., POPULATION: Ques. (Mr. Charlton)

370 (i).
LArE MANITOBA NAVIGATION: Ques. (Mr. Watson) 369 (i).
CLADES BETTLEMENT. See B. 123.

INORUABED REPRESENTATION IN PARLIAMENT: Ques. (Mr. Watson)
784 (i).

NAVIGATION IN MAN. WATERS: Ques. (Mr. Royal) 1217 (ii).

PENITENTIARY: in Com. of Sup., 893 (ii).

PRu-EMPTIONS IN MAN., REDUCTION IN PRICE ; Ques. (Mr. Watson)
369 (i).

RED RIVER IMPROVEMENTS : Que8. (Mr. WAite, Renfrev) 1240 (ii).
SBTTLERS IN MAN. AD N.W. T. : Ques. (Kr. Charlton) 42 (i).

STONET MOUNTAIN PENITENTIARY, PRISONERS' HEALTH: Que. (Mr.

Bergeron) 1172 (ii).
WINNIPEG AN MHUDSON BAY Ry. STEAMBIP 00. Bea B. 119.

WINEIPEG AND NORT1 PACIFIO RY. See B. 72.

[See also "N.W.T .," "INDIANS," &C.]

Kan. and North-Western Ry. Co.'s P. No. 70
(Mr. Ross). 1Q*, 393 ; 2°*, 474 (i); in Com. and 30*,
957 (i). (49 ic., c. 75.)

MAN. AND NORTH WESTERN Ry. Co.'s SUBsiDY: prop. Res.
(Mr. White, Cardwell) 1551; in Com., 1630 (ii).

Man. Claims Settlement Act Amt. B. 14o. 123
Mr. McLelan). Res. prop. 866; in Com., 959; 1°* of

B., 960; 21 m., 1145; 2z* and in Com., 1146; 8,
1199. (49 Vic., c. 8.)

MARINE:
BOYS AND BEACONS : in COm. of Sup., 691 (i), 886, 1377 (il).
CAPE RACE LIGHTHOUSE, TRANSFER. See B. 100.
GOVT. STEAMERS, MAINTENANCE AND RZAIRS-: in COM. Of SUp.,

1372. (ii).
HARBOR MASTER OF SARNIA: Que.. (Mr. Lister) 692 (i).

HUDSON BAT EXPLORATION : Ques. (Mr. Ro3) 266 (i), 865,1378 (ii).

LIFE-sAviNG APPARATUS, &o. : Ques. (Mr. Curran) 783 (i).
MACDONALD, HUGE, AND PILOTAGE COMMISAION : Ques. (Kr. B.ake)

68 (i).
MARINE, DEPTL. REP. : presented (Mr. Fotter) 31(i).
MARINE POLICE FORCE OF CAN. ; M. for Ret. (Mr. Mitchell) 383,

386 (i).
NAVIGABLE WATERS PROTECTION. See B. 96.

''1ORTHEBRN LIGHT," AND WINTER COMMUNICATION WITH P. E.'I.

M. for Cor. (Mr. Jenkin) 845 (ii).
PENETANGUIEHENE LIGHTHOUSE: Ques. (Kr. Cook) 1515 (ii).
STNAMBOAT INSPECTION ACT, 1882, Amt. See B. 103.
"SULTAN," STEAM-TUG, AWARD or DOMINION ARBITRATORS: M. fOr

cOpy (Mr. Mitchell) 904 (il).
[Se a180 ''1FI8EIRIES."]

MARINE AND FIsHERIEs, REP. oF MIN. TO PR1VY COUNCIL IN

1869: M. for copy (Ur. Mitchell) 331 (i).

Maritime Court of Ont. Jurisdiction B. No. 5
(Mr. Allen). 1°*, 37; 20 m., 149; 2°*, 437; in

Com., 559 (i).
IAROIS, ELZÉAR, CLAIM or : Ques. (Mr. Langelier) 784 (i).

Maskinongé and Nipissing Ry. Co.'s incorp. B.
No. 74 (hîr. Hurteau). 1'*, 426; 2°*, 494 (i); in

Com. and 30, 957 (ii). (49 Tic., c. 79.)
MEDALS, DISTRIBUTION OF: Ques. (Mr. Royal) 1661 (P5).
MEDALS FOR VOLUNTEERS WHO SERVED IN THE N. W. T.: M.

for copies of Cor.* (Mr. Amyot) 458 (i).

MEDICAL AND HoSP ITAL STAFF IN N. W. T , NAMES, &c

M. for Ret.* (Ur. Casey) 438 (i).

Medicine Hat, Dunmore and Benton Ry. Co.'s
incorp. B. No. 16 (Mr. .McOa'lum). 10*, 48; 2°*,
102 (i) ; wthdn., 109 (i).

Medicine Hat Ry. and Coal Co.'s incorp. B.
No. 54 (Mr. Small). j°*, 149; 20*, 265; in Com.
and 3°*, 494 (i). (49 Vic., c. 86.)

MEMBERS INTRODUCED: 1 (i).
MEMORIAL OF THE N. W. COUNCIL: M. for copy (Mr.

Watson) 703 (i).
M ESSAGES FROM IIS EXCELLENCY:

CAPE RACE LIGHTSHIP AND STRAM FOG-WHISTLE: preuented (Mr.
Foster) 226 (1).

DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST, CONFIDENTIAL PAPERS: preaented

(Sir Rector L. Langevin) 38 (i).
ENGINEERS CERTIFICATIS : presented (Sir Hector L. Langevin)

599 (i).
ESTIMATES, TE, FOR 1886-87: presented (Mr. MeLelan) 368 (i);

1885-86, 1550; suppl. for 1887, 1633 (ii).
INTERNAL EOONOMY COMMIdSION: pre8ented (Sir John A. acdonal')

60 (i).

METAPEDIAo AND CROSS PoiT RY. SUBVEY: Ques. (Mr'.
Weldon) 426 (i).
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METAPZDIAC AND PASPEBIAC RY. See "BAIE DES CHALEURS."
METEOROLOGIcAL OBSERVATo.IEs: in Com. Of Sup., 1377 (ii).

MIALL'S PAMPHLET AGAINST CAN. TEMP. ACT: Ques. (Mr.
McCraney) 121 (i).

- in Oom. of Sup., 881 (ii).

MIDDLETON, MAJ.GENL., NAMES, &C., oF STAFF IN N.W.T.
M. for Ret.* (Mr. Casey) 437. (i),

Midland Bank. See " ANGLO CANADIAN."
MILITIA:

A, B AND 0 BATTERIES: in Com. of Sup., 1309, 1547; conc., 1771 (ii).

AMMUNITION, CLOTRING, &C.: in Oom. of SUp., 1302 (ii).
-- MANUFACTURED AT QUERE0: M. for Cor. (Mr. Caseoy) 554 (i).

BATTERIES, CAVALEY S0HOOLs, &c.: in Com. of Sup., 1547 (ii).

BRIGADE à(AJORS SALARIEs, &a.: in Com. of Sup., 1300 (ii).

CITADEL, Qum., DRAINING OF: in Com. of Sup., 1742 (i).
OoNTINGENCIES, &C.: in Com. of Sup., 523 (i), 877-880, 1295, 1307,

1743 (u).
DRILL INSTRUCTION AND DRILL PAY: in oM. of Sup., 1306 (i).
LAND GRANTS TO MILITIA. Se B. 142.

LAURIE, MAi. GEN., AND GENERAL STRANGE, POSITION 1N MILITIA

FORCE DURING REBELLION: Ques (K(r. Oasey) 68 (i).

LONDON INFANTRY SCHOOL: in Com. of Sup., 1753 (ii).

MEDALs, DISTRIBUTION OF: Ques. (Mr. rasé) 161 (ii).
MEDALS FoR VOLUNTEURS WHO SERVD IN N. W.: M. for copies of

Cor.* (Mr. Amyot) 438 (1).
MEDICAL AND HOSPITAL STAFF, NAMES, &C.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Casey)

438 %i).
MILITARY BRANCR AND DISTRICT STAFF, S/ LARIES : in Com. of Sp.,

1295 (i).
- GLAIMS COMMIssIoN, NAMEs, &c.: M. for Ret. (Mr. Caeey)

438 (i).
- OPERATIONS IN N.W., Rep.: Ques. (Mr. Cameron, .iddlex)

1075 (i).
- PROPERTIES: in Com. of SUp., 1309, 1771 (ii).
- WoRs IN B.O.: in Com. of Sup., 1752 (ii).

MILITIA AND DEFUNcE, DEPTL. REP. ; presented (Sir Adolphe Caron)
57 (l).

- REBELLION REP : presented (Sir Adolphe Caron) 1455 (ii).
- in Oom. of Sup., 1295 (i).

- REGIMENT8 VISIT TO GREAT BRITAIN: Ques. (Kr. Gault) 709.
NON-COMBATANTS, RECoGNITION OF SERVICES: Ques. (Mr. Cameron,

Mddlesez) 633 (i).
OFi0ERS, &O., WHO VOLUNTEERED FOR SERVICE, NAMES, &C.: M for

Ret.,' 438 (i).
ORGANISATIONS IN N.W.T.: Ques. (Mr. Watson) 843 (ii).
PENsIoxS, N. W. REBELLIoN : in OoMI. of Sup., 1742 ; conc., 1771 (ii).
PENSIoNS TO VOLUNTEERS WHO SRVED IN THE N.W: Ques. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 1198 (ii).
POWDER IMPORTED FoR CARTRIDGUS: Ques. (Mr. Mulock) 898 (ii).
REREILLIoN, LossEs, CLAIMS, &C.: in Com. of Sup., 1767 (ii).

RETURN, IMPERFEYOT, r SEIZURES BY EXPUDITIONARY FORCE IN N.W.,
1380 (ii).

RoYAL MILITARY COLLEGE : in Com. f Sup., 1308 (ii).
[See also "DISTURBANCE."]

MINING LAW AMT.: Ques. (Mr. Kaulback) 844 (ii).
MIaAM Hi c MAIL SUBSIDY: Remarks (Mr. Mitchell) in Com.

of Sup., 1756 (ii).
MISSISSAGUA INDIANS, AMOUNT DUE: Ques. (Mr. Paterson,

Brant) 1633 (ii).

Model Farm. See "BXPERIXENTAL."
MONCTON AND BUCTOUCHE RY. Co.'s SUnsIDY: prop. Res.

(Ir. Pope) 1551; in Com., 1596 (ii).
MioNGRAIN, LoUISoN, PAPERS IN CONNECTION WITH TRIAL,

& ý.: M. for copies* (Mr. Landerkîn) 392 (i).
MONTREAL AND WESTERN RY. SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Mr.

Pope) 1551; iin Com., 1616 (ii).

Montreal Board of Trade Acts Amt. B. No. 90
(Mr. Curran). 1°*, 599 (i); 2°, 856; in Com. and 3°*,
1085 (ii). (49 Vie., c. 55.)

MOODY, JOHN, EMPLOYMENT oF BY GOVT. : Qes. (Mr.
Lister) 1379 (ii).

MORGAN'S "ANNUAL REGISTER": in Com. of Sup., 880,
1740 (ii).

MOUNTED POLICE BARaA0KS: in Com. of Sup., 1754 (ii).
MOUNT!D POLICE: in Com. of Sup., 1656 (ii).
MOUNT MIDDLETON, N.B., POSTMASTER: Ques. (Mr. Weldon)

1075 (ii).
MUD CREEK DAMS, RAISING oF: Ques. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 1746 (ii).
MURRAY CANAL: in Com. of Sup., 1453 (ii).
MUTUAL LIFE ASSOCIATION OF CANADA: Ques4 (Mr. Holton)

1379 (ii).
MUTUAL JRESERVE FUND LIFE ASSOCIATION CERTIFICATES:

Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 1173 (ii).
NAIL PLATE, IRON OR STEEL: conc. in Ways and Means,

1722 (ii).

Napanee, Tamworth and Quebec Ry. Co.'s B.
No. 79 (Mr, White, -Uastings)- 10-5, 460 ; 2°, 614 (i);
in Com. and 30*, 1386 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 68.)

NAPANEE, TAMWORTH AND QUEBEO RY. Co.'S SUBSIDY: prop.
Res. (Mr. Pope) 1551; in Com., 1627 (ii).

NATASKOWAN RIVER, ESTUART OF, RENT PAID : QUe.-(Kr.
Langelier) 1379 (ii).

NATIONAL PARKS IN THE N.W.T. oR B.C.: Ques. (Mr. Boss)
266 (i).

NATURALISATION ACT AMT.: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin) 709 (i)'

Navigable Waters Protection (fisheries, &c.)
B. No. 96 (Mr. Foster). 1°, 630 (i); 2° m., 946; in
Cem., 951; 30, 1015 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 36.)

Navigable Waters, works in, B. No. 130 (Sir
Hector Langevin). 1°, 1075; 2° m., 1246; 2°*,

149 ; in coom., 1270; 30*, 1271 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 3.)
NAVIGATIoN IN MAN. WATERS: Ques. (Mr. Royal) 1217 (ii).

Navigation. See " ST. LAwRENCE,"

NEGUAO, CONSTRtUOTION OF WHARF AT.: Remarks (Mr. Mit.
chell) 1640, 1754 (ii).

NEREPIS STATION, N.B., POSTMASTER: Ques. (Mr. Weldon)

1075 (ii).
New Brunswick Bank Capital Stock Reduction

B. No. 14 (Mr. Weldon). 1°*, 48; 2°*, 66; in Com.
and 30*, 614 (i). (49 Vic., c. 59.)

NEW BRUNSWICK:
ALBERT RY. Co.'s USDY: Res. in Com., 1627 (ii).
BANK OF N.B., CAPITAL STOCK REDUOTIoN B. See B. 14.

BUCTOUCHE AND MoNCToN BBANCH: Quee. (Mr. Cockburn) 330 (i).
BUTTERNUT RIDGE POSTMAsTER: Ques. (Mr. Weldon) 1075 (ii).

CARAQUET RY. Co,'s SUBSIY: Ques. (Ur. Weldon) 494 (i); Res. in

Com., 1604 (i).
EDMONSTONE AND RIVIÈRE DU LoUP RY. SUBSIDYT: Ques. (Ur. Wel-

don) 570 (i).
FAIRFIELD POSTMASTERSHIP; Ques. (Mr. Weldon) 1661 (ii).
FREDERICTON TO PRINCE WILLIAM RY. SUB8ImY: Res. in Oom.,1624 (ii).

HEREFORD TO INTERNATIONAL RY. SUBSIDY : Res. in Com., 1614 (ii).

[NDIANToWN BRANCH> AMOUNT PAID FOR LAND DAMAGES; M for Ret.*
(Mr. Wedon) 392 (i).
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IMRk INDEX.
N1EW BRUNSWICK-ontinued.

JNMSEG OREER NAVIGATION : Ques. (Mr. King) 369 ().
KING'S ELEOTORAL DIST. V: aCancy and Return of Member, 1 (i).
METAPEDIA AND CRosS POINT RY. SURvEY : Ques. (Mr. Weldon)

426 (i).
MOUNT MIDDLETON POSTMASTER: Ques. (gr. Weldon) 1075 (ii).
NERUPIS STATION POSTM&STER-: QUe. (Ur. Weldon) 1075 (ii).
NUWCASTLE To DoUGLASTOWN RY. SURSID : Re. in Com., 1625 (il).
NoRTHERN AND WESTERN RY. 008.' SUBSIDY : Re. in Com., 1604.
PAsPiBIAC BRANCH : Ques. (Mr. Edgar) 186 (i).
PERTH OENTRE STATION TO PLASTEa Roox ISLAND RY. BUBSDY:

Res. in Oom., 1624 (ii).
RY. STATION BUILDING IN ST. JORN, CoST, &a.: M. for Ret.*(Wr.

Weldon) 58 (i).
RESTIGOUcRE RIvER, Rr. BIDaE ACROSS : QueB. (Mr. Weldon)

426 (i).
RICHIBUCTO AND ST. Louis Ry. SUBSIY : Quoi. (Kr. Weidon) 494 (i).
SB. JoHN BRIDi AND RY. EXTENSION0 o. I M. for Ret." (Kr. Weldon)

66 (i).
ST. Jo, N.B., CITY AND OUNTY ELECTORAL DIsT.: Roturn of

Member elect., 1 (i).
Sr. JOHN, N.B., CITY, ELECToRAL DIST.: Vacancy and Return of

Member, 1 (i).
STATHER, R., PAPERS, rd APPLIC&TION FOR DISCHARGE : Que. (Mr.

Weldon) 68; (M. for copies) 371, 376 (i).
NEWCAsTLE TO DOUGLASTOWN RY. SUBSIDY: prop. Res.

(Mr. Pope) 1551 ; in Com., 1625 (ii).
NEW EDINBURGHi AND GATINEAU FERRY : Ques. (Mr. Bain,

Wentworth) 1172 (ii).
NEw GLASGOW TO MONTOALM RY. SUBSIDY : prop. Res.

(Mir. Pope) 1551 ; in Com., 1614 (ii).
NEW MEMBERs: 1 (i).
NEWSPAPERS AND TRAVELLING EXPENSES, CONTINGENCIES:

in Com. of Sap., 877 (ii).

Niagara Frontier Bridge Co.'s Act Amt.. No. 48
(Mr. Bykert). 1°*, 149; 2°*, 240 (i); in Com. and 30*,
1153 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 89.)

Niagara Grand Island Bridge Co.'s B. No. 38
(Mr. Baker, Victoria). 10*, 93; 20*, 240; in Com. and
30*, 494 (i). (49 Vie., c. 88.)

NICTAUX AND ATLANTIC Y.: Remarks (Mr. Blake and
others) on intrdn. of B. 146, 1636 (ii).

- SuBsiDY: in Com. (remarks) (Mr. Woodworth)

1617 (ii).
NoN-0oMBl'ANTs IN Né W. T., REOoGNiIoN Ol SERVIC'ES:

Ques. (Messrs. Ross and Cameron, Middlesex) 633 (i).

Nai'th Amerioan Telegraph Co.'s inoorp. B. No.
86 (Mr. Taylor). 1°*, 543; 2e*, 704 (i) ; in Com, and
3p*, +1281 (11). (49 Vic., c. 94.)

North Canadian Pacifie. Seec " WINNIPEGa KAI]> HUD-

sON BAY."

Northern and North-Western Junction Ry.
0o.'s 8B. No. 65 (Mr. Ktlert). 1°*, 393; 20*, 474
(i); in Com. and 30*, 1281 (ii).

Northern and Pacific Junetion Ry. Co.'s B. No.
25 (Mr. McCarthy). 1°*, 66; 2°*, 240 (i); M. for Com.,
1311; in Com., 1318; 30 m., Amt. (Mr. Mulock) 1325;
neg. (Y. 48, N. 90) and 30, 1326; M. to cono. in Son.
Amts., 1605; Amt. (Mr. Mulock) 1640; M. to transfer
Sen. Amts. to Govt. Orders, 1662; M. to conc. in Sen.
Amts., 1673; Amts. (Mr. Mulock) 1676-1684; neg. (Y.
45, N. 90) 1684 (ii). (49 ic., c. 76.)

NORTHERN AND WEsTERN Ry., N. B., Co.'s SImSIDr: prop
Res. (Mr. Pope) 1551; in Com., 1601 (ii.

"NoRTHER*N LIGHT" AND WINTR COMMUÍoArolt W!TH

P. E. I.: M. for Cor. (Mr. Jenkins) 845 (ii).
NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES:

ADuINISTiAiON OF TEE N. W. T. : Res. (Mi. Xil) in Aint.to
Com. of Sup., 1729; nég. (Y. 51, N. 71) 1740 (il).

AGENTS, PURoHABiNG, NAMES, Ac. : M. for Ret.* (Br. Oamey) 437 (i).

ALBERTA RY. Co. See B. 31.
AMNESTY, GENERAL : prop. Re. (gr. Laurier) in Amt. to omi of

Sup., 1257 (i).
BAKES, I. G. & Co., cONT'RACTS FOR INDiAN AND MotED POLICE

SUPPLIES: M. for Rot.* (Mi Cameron, IuroÈ) 438 (i).
-- CONTRACT : Ques. (Mr. SoMerie, Brant) 1076 (il).

BELL & LEwIs, HowARD WRIGHT, J. STEWART ANID MR. SINCLAIR,

MONEYS PAID TO FOR TRAN SPORT, &G. : M. for Ret.' (Èr. Camey)
437 (i).

BoW RIVER COAL MINE AND TRANSPoRTATION 0. Seo B. 44.
GENsUS oF N. W. T., EAmEs &C., oF EMPLOYEES: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr.

Landerki) 66 (i).
GLAIMS RhoOGINIsaD BY GOVT. AND AMOUNTS PAID : M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Casey) 438 (i).
DucK, Gao., Dom. LAND AGENT AT PâCi ALBERT, EiP . oi: . for

copy* (MIr Edgar) 58 ().
EDMONTON AND ST. ALBERT LAND SuRvÈiys: M. for Oor., &o. (r.

Taylor) 802 (i).
FIu-ARhS : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1076 (ii),

FLYING COLUmN : M. for Cor. (Mr. Watson) 634 (i).
HALF-BREED PRISONES : M. for copies 0. 0.' (Mr. Desaulniers,

Maskinong6) 60 (i).
HAY TAx: Queo. (Mr. Landerkin) 121 (i).
HOMESTEAD ENTRIES, CANCELLED OR ABANDONED : M. for Ret. (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) 801 (i).
HOMESTEADS IN RY. BELT: Que. (Mr. Blake) 120, 185 (i).

INDIAN TITLE, EXTINGUISEMENT OF: Reg. in AlxIt. to-Com. of Sup.
(Mr. Laurier) 809-818; neg. (Y. 64, N. 106) 841 (ii).

JUDICIARY IN THE N.W.T. See B. 133.
KEEWATIN, BOUNDARIES OF, EXTENSION. See B. 127.

LAW ART. See B. 133.
LEDUC, REv. H., AND DANIEL MALONEY, PETS. AND LETTERS: M.

for copies* (Mr. Rykert) 438 (i)
MEDICINEE IAT, DUNMORE AND BENTON RY. Go. Se B. 16.
MsDIoîi HRAT RY. AD CoAL Go. See B. 54.

MEMoRIAL OF TIE N.W. COUNCIL : M. for copy (Mr. Watson) 703 ().
MILITIA ORGANISATIoN ; Que. (Mr. Watson) 843(il).
MOUNTED POLICE SUPPLIES, GONTRACTS BY 1. G. BAKER Co : M.

for Ret.* (Mr. Cmeron, Elronï)438 (i).
NORTE GANADIAN PAcIFIC K. Go. S e B. 73.
N.W. CENTRAL Ry. Co. Bec B. 17.
PENSION TO VOLUNTEERS WOUNDED AT DUCi LÀ'E : Que. (Mr.

Rosi) 633 (i).
PRIncO ALEERT COLONSATION Go..: M. for Sel. Com. (Mr. Edgar)

489; agreed to (Y. 150, N. 1) 491 (i).
PRINCE ALEERT VOLUNTEERS, SaRIP FOR: Q1oi. (gr. Ros) 633 (i).
PORTAGE LA PRAIRIE AND LAKE OF TE Woons RY. AND AVIGATION

Co. Se B.55.
REAL PROPERTY IN THE N.W.T. See B. 10.
REPRESENTATION OF THE N.W.T. IN PARLT. Bee B. 115.
-- ENGLIsH LEGISLATION. Ques. (Mr. Edgar) 1514 (ii).

RITURN, IMPERFECT, r SEIZURES BY EXPEDITIONARY FORCE-: Remarks
(Mr. Caaey) 1380 (ii).

RETURNS re ExPEuNS iN N.W.T. : Remarks (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) 66 (i).

RoCK LAKE, SoURIS AND BRANDON RY. Go. Se B. 63.
ROCKY MOUNTAIN RANGERS, ISSUE of SORIP TO: Ques. (Mr..Ives)

543 (i).
SASKATOEWAN LAND AND Efomý'AIri0o. Sec B. 42.



INDEX.

NORTH-WRST TERRITORES-Continued.
SEziUUs MI MOUNTED POLICE O EXPIÈDITIONARY FORoE : M for Ret.

(Mr. Casey) 438 (i).
SISTERs "FATHYUL 0OMPANIONS oF JIv." ES8 B. 32.
TEmPERANCE COLONISATION CO.: Reia*ks (Mr. Mulock) 1633 (ii).
TI.R, L.AND IAND CoA LE ASEs: Res. (Mr. Cagriton) in Amlt. to

Com. of Sup., 1030-104.; neg. (Y. 43, N. 99) 1074 (il).
TRAY.I, JuDGES: Reference to, in Com. of Sup., 887; in Com. on B.

133, 1461 (ii)
VALIN, Ma., M P., GRANTSOr LAND TO: M. for Ret. (Kr. C040rain)

31(i).

Northumberland Straits Tunnel Co.'s B. No.
128 (K) from the Son. (Mir. fIackett). 1*, 1014; 2°*,
1085; -in Com., 1465; 3°*, 1467 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 92.)

North-West Central Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. No.
17 (Mr. Beaty). 1°*, 58; 2°*, 102 (i); M. for Com., 974;
Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) 3 m. h., 979; neg. (Y. 59, N. 86)
1011; Amt. (Mr. Mulock) neg. (Y. 55, N. 82), in Coin.
and 3°*, 1013 (ii). (i ,Vic, c. 74.)

NORTH-WEST CENTRAL Ry. Co.'s B.: on M. for Com. (Mr.
Woo4worth) 974; Amt. (Mr. Mitchcll) 978; Deb. (Mr.
Blake) 979; (Sir Hector Langevin) M83; (Ur. Watsin)
ý85; (Mr. Ives) 985; (Sir Richard Cartwright) 988;
(Messrs. McLelan and Sproule) 990; (Mr. Charlton)
991 ; ( Ur. Orton) 492; ( ?Ir. Lister) 9931; ( lossrs. iesson
and Fairbank) 994; (Mr. White, Cardwell) 995 ; (MIr.
Landerkin) 998; (Mr. Bouell) 999; (Mr. McCallum)
1002; on M. to adjn. Deb. (Mr. Mitc4ell) 1003; (Messrs.
White [Cardwellj, Blake, Watson and Besson) 1004;

(Mr. Woodworth) 1005; Aimt. (Mr. Mitchell) neg. (Y.
59, N. 86) 1011 (i).

NoRTH-WEST CENTRAL Ry., DEPOSIT BY Co.: Ques. (Mr.
Mitchell) 1747 (ii).

NoRTH-WEST CENTPAT RY Co.'S LAND SUBSIPY: proO. Res.
(Mir. White, Cardwell) 1551 ; in Com., 1631 (ii).

North-West Ter. Law Amt. B. No. 133 (Mr. Thomp-
son). Re8. prop., 1015; M. for Com., 120Il; in Com., 1203 ;
cone. in an1 3°* of B, 1223; 2°* and in Coin., 1382;
in Com., 1458; 30 m., Amt. (Mr. Weldon) 1483; neg.
(Y. 42, N. 70) and 3°*, 1485 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 25.)

NOTICE OF MOTION, MEMBER ANTICIPATING: Remarks (Mr.
Speaker) 1541 (ii).

Nova Scotia and Western Ry. Co.'s tncorp B.
No. 56 (Mr. Dodd). 1Q*, 185; 2°*, 342 (ii.)

Nova Scotia Steamship Co.'s Act Amt. B. No.
51 (Mr. Kinney). 1°*, 149; 2°*, 265 ; in Com. and 3°*,
614 (i). (49 Vie., c. 96.)

NOVA SCOTIA:
ANNAPOLIS AND DIGBY RY. EXTENSION : Remarks, 1746 (ii).
ANTIGONIBH ELEOTORAL DIST : Vacancy and Return of Memberl (i).
BADDECK OUSTOM HOUSE: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 1379 (ii).
BANK or YARMOUTH. See B. 69.
BRIAR AND LONG ISLAND TELEGRAPH OOMMUNICATION, GISBORNE'S

REP.: M. for copy'# (5r. Vail) 393 (i).
BUOOKLYN BREÂAwATER, RUPAIRS: Ques. (Mr. Forbes) ß65 (i).

CANo AND LOUISBURG Ry.: M. to conc. in Rej. (Sir Hector
Langevin) 1515 (ii).

CAPE BRETON ISLAND RY. Sée B. 143.
CIIGNECTO MARINE TRANSPORT RY. See B. 105.
COAL INTEREST IN t..: M. for Stmut. (Ur. MfeDougali, Cape

Breton) 544 ().u

NOVA SCOTIA.-Continued.
DiGBY Piza, REEUILDING OF: Ques. (Mr. Vail) SI, 42 (1).
GRAHAM, MR. W , APPOINTMENT As LEGAL AGENT AT HALIFAX

.Ques. ( 4r. AMl) 1514, 1633 (ii).
HARDWARS AND RY. SUPPLIES, PURASE&D In HALIFAX; . for Ret.'

(Mr. Forbes) 56 (i).
MODONALD, ANGUS, APPOINTMENT AS OENSUS ENUMERATOR: M. for

oopy* (Mdr. Kirk) 438 (i).
NOVA SCOTIA AND WESTERN RY Ses B. 56
- STEAMSatP Co. S86 B. 51.

PIoToU BANK. Set B. 50.
PICTOU COAL AND IRON CO. Ses B. 64.

PORT HASTINGS WHARF, REPAIRs, &c. : M. for Cor.* ( 4r. Cameron,
Inverness) 60 (i).

PORT HooD HARBOR, PROTECTION TO : M for Cor." (Mr. Cameron,

Invernesa) 60 ; closing of, 787 (i).
REFORMATORY FOR JUVENILE OFFENDERS, HALIFAX. Seo B. 184.
RocHE, M., OF LINGAN, N.4., TRANSFER OF: prop. Res. (Mr. Blake)

for Sel Com to enquire into charges against certain mem-

bers, 1173; reply, 1176; neg (Y. 51, N. 89) 1341 (ii).

SUATTEIRIE FOG-WHISTLE SUPERINTENDENT ' M. for Cor. (Mr. Kirk)
786 (i).

SHORT LINE Ry., MONTREAL ANDSALISBURT: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 1210;

(M. for copy of contract) 1309 (ii).
SHORT LINE Ry. : M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Tupper) 444 (i).
STELLARTON AND PICTOU BRANca Ry., 0.0.'s, PETS , &c. : M. for

copies* (Mr. Kirk) 802 (i)
STELLARTON AND PICTOU BRAEOB RY. See B. 57.
STEWIACKE VALLEY AND MUSQUODOBOIT RY. 8UBBIDY: Re in Com.,

1624 (ii).
STRAIT Or CANSO TO SYDNEY, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Cameron, nevornas)

843 (ii).
STRATHLORNE, N.8, POSTMASTER, DISMISSAL OF : M. for Cor., &c.

(Mr. Cameron, Inverness) 59 (i).
SUBSIDY To N S., READJUSTMENT: M. for Ret. (Mr. KErk) 449 (i).

SURVEY OF RAILWAY ROUTES IN CAPE BRETON: Ques. (Mr. Camp-
bell, Vic.) 266 (i)

TRURO TO NEWPORT Ry. SUBSIDY - Res. in Con., 1617 (il).
UNION BANK OF HALIFAX. See B 52.

WINDSOR BRANCH Ry, SETTLEMENT : QueB. (Mr Kinney) 1240 (ii).

YARMOUTH STEAMSHIP (-o. See B. 91.

Oaths of Office. See " ADMlNISTRATION."

OBSCENE PUBTICATIONS: Remarks (Mr. Mulock) on M. for
Com. of Sup., 174 6 (ii).

OBSERVATORIES: in Com. of Sup., 1377 (ii).
OBSTRUCTIONS ix NAVIGABLE RIVERS: in Com. of Sup.,

1374 (ii).
OCEAN AND RIVER SERVICE: in Com. of Sp., 1372; cone.,

1771 (ii).
O'CoWNOa, D., SUMS PAID TO: in Oom. Of Sup., 1154, 1160

(ii).
O'D.NoHoE, HON. SENATJR, CABINET ARRANOEMNTS: Q10s.

(Mr. Blake) 58, 61 (i).
- - AND CIRCULAR TO CATIIOLICS: Qnes. (Mr. Ta8s)

1379 (ii).

Offences against the Porson. See " CRIMiNA, JLAW.'
OFFICERS &C., WHO VOLUNTEERED FOR SERVICE IN N.W.T.:

M. for Ret.w (Mr. Casey) 438 (i).
OIL CLOTIS: in Com. on Ways and Means, 1587; cone,

1719 (il).

OIL CONTRACTS, I.C.R.: Ques. (Mr. Weldon) 897 (ii).

OIL BARRELS, &C., I.C.R, SALE OF: M. for Rot. (àfr. ban.

gelier) 802 (i).

OLEOM&RGARINE, &c.: Res. (Mir. Taylor) respecting legisia.

tion, 547-553 (i); Deb. resumed (Ur. Taylor) 1187,

1195; (Mr. Sproule) 1188; (Mr. Wood, Brockville) 1190
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INDEX.

(Mr. Ferguson, Leeds) 1190; (Messrs. Blake, White [Ha8-
tings] and Guillet) 1191 ; (Messrs. Orton, Bain [Went-
worth] and Bowell) 1192; (Mr. Landerkin) 1193;
(Messrs. Cochrane, Jenkins, Fairbank and Platt) 1194 (ii).

in-Com. on Ways and Means, 758-769 (i).
-- in Com. on B. 101 (Inland Rev. Act Amt.) 1204 (ii).

--- Amt. (Mr. Bergin) to Amt. to M. (Mr. Blake) for Sel.
Com. re Matthew Roche, 133- (ii).

Ont., Minnesota and Man. Ry. Co.'s incorp. B.
No. 49 (Mr. Royal). 1'*, 149; 20*, 342 (1); wthdn.,
897 (il),

ONTARIO:
APPOINTMENT oF RETURNING OFFICER : Ques. (Mr. Landerkin) 1144,

1172 (ii).
BARKER, P. M., AMOUNTS PAID TO * M. for Ret." (Mr. MCIf uZlen)

58 (i).
BELLEVILLE AND NORTH HASTINGS RY. CO.'s SUBSIDY: Res. in Cor.

(Mr. Bowell) 1626 (ii).
BOUiDARIEs or ONT., LEGIsLATION RESPECTING : Ques. (Mr. Mille)

59, 66 (i).
- - WEST AND NORTH, EXPENsEs INoURRED BY Dom. sNcsE 1870:

M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 438 (i).
BROCrVILLE AND NEW YORR BRIDGE Co. Sec B. 68.
BURLINGTON BAT CANAL, Sec B. 76.

0ANADA ATLANTIO RY. CO. Sec B. 43.
CANADA ATLANTIC RY. 0o.'s SUBSIDY: lies. in COm., 1617 (ii).
CANADA SOUTHERN BRIDGE 00. ,See B. 40.
CARDWELL ELECTORAL DIST.: Vacancy and return of Member, i (i).
CENTRAL ONTARIO RY. 00. See B. 67.
COBOURG, TowN Or, RELIEF B. See B. 122.
COox, Ma. H., TIMBER DUES: Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 1380; M. to ref. to

Pub. Acets. Com., 1420 (ii).
DUNEVILLE DAM AND BRIDGE TOLLs. Sec B. 139.
DURHAM, EAST, ELECTORAL DIST.: Vacancy and Return of Member,

1 (i).
FRENCH CANADIAN REPRESENTATION FOR ONT IN SENATE-: Ques. (br.

Ta8ed) 1633 (ûi).

GANANOQUE, PERTH AND JAMES' BAY RY. CO.'s SUBSIDT: Res. in
Coin., 1624 (ii).

GRAVENHURsT TO CALLANDER, LEAsE Or LInE: M. for copies of
agreements, &c. (Mr. Edgar) 391 (1).

GUELPH JUNCTION RY. CO. Seo B. 78.
HALDIMAND, ISSUE OF WRIT : M. (Mr. Landerkin) 912; Ques., 1015,

1077, 1144, 1171 (ii).
HARBoR MASTER or SARIA: Ques. (Mr. LÀiter) 692 ().
INGSRSOLL, LONDON AND CHATHAM RY. SUBsIDY : Res. in Com.,

1598 (ii).
JARVIS, P. R., AMOUNT PAID As RETURNING OFFICER UNDUR CAN.

TEmp. ACT: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Trow) 393 (i).
JUDGE's SALARY, ÂDDITIONAL (ONT.): Ques. (Mr. Blake) 897 (ii).

See B. 125.
KINGsTON AND PEMBROKE MUTUAL AID AND INsURANCE 0o. Sec B. 24.
LARe NIPIssING AND JAMES BAT Ry. Co. Sec B. 35.
LAKE SUPERiR MINERAL T. Go Sec B. 34.
LANDs In NORTH AND WEST ONT. : Ques. (Mr. Mile) 1172 (ii).
MARITIME COURT Or ONT. JURISDICTION. SCe B. 5.
MIDLAND BANK o CANADA. Sec B. 18.
MOODY, JOHN, RMPLOYMENT Or BY GOVT. : Ques. (Mr. Lister) 1379.
MUD CREEK DAMs, RAISIiNG oF: Ques (Sir Richard Cartwright) 1746.
NAPANE, TAMWORTH AND QUE. Ry. G. Sec B. 79.

SuEsIDY: Res. in Oom., 1627 (ii).
NIAGARA AND GRAND ISLAND BRIDGE 0o0. Sec B. 38.
NIAGARA FRONTIER BRIDGE 00. See B. 48.
NORTHERN AND NORTH-WESTERN JUNCTION RY Go. Sec B. 65.
NORTHERN AND PACIFIO JUNCTION RY. O. See B. 25.
NORTHERN PACIFI RY. A GREEMENT : Qu s (Mr. Trow) 633 (i).
PALMERSTON AND GEORGIAN BAT RY.: Remarks (Mr. Landerkin) on

M. that Coin. rise, 1627 (il).

ONTARIO- Continued.
PARRY SOUND COLONIsATION Ry. CO.'s SUBSIDY: Re. in Com.,

1614 (ii).
POINT PELEz NAVAL RESERVE: QueS (Mr. Li8ter) 120 (i).
PORT ROWAN OR PORT ROYAL HARBOR OF REFUGE: M. for Ret. (1fr.

Jackson) 65 (i).
PORT ROwAN LIFE-SAVING SERVICE: M. for COr. (Mr. Jackson) 703;

remarks continued, 785 (1).
RENFREW TO EGANVILLE RY. SCBSIDT: in Com On Res., 1626 (ii).
RIDEAU RIVER FLOODS : Ques. (Mr-Mackintosh) 1076 (ii).
ROPER, S. C.D., EMPLOYMENT OF BY GOT. : Ques. (Mr. Cook)570 (1).
SABLE AND SPANISH SLIDE AND BOOM CO. See B 36.
TiTE DU POINTE BARRACKS : Ques. (Mr. Gunn) 1240 (ii).
TIMBER IsLA.ND, LAKE ONT., SALE OF: Ques. (Mr. Platt) 784; (Mr.

Fisher) 784 (i).
TIMBER LICENsEs IN DIsPUTED TER. : Ques. (Mr. Wallace, York)41 (i)
TIMBER SALES ON GEORGIAN BAY ISLANDS: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin)

898 (ii).
TORONTO BOARD oF TRADE ACTs AMT. See B. 85.
THUNDER BAY COLONISATION RY. CO.'s SUBsIDY: Res. in 0om.,

1613 (i).
VICTORIA AND SAULT STE. MARIE JUNCTION RY. Co. Se B 95.
WEST ONTARIO PACIFIC RY. CO. Sec B. 27.
WINDSoR, ONT., HARBOR MASTER AT: Ques. (Mi. Lister) 785 (i).
WOODRUFF, J A., AMOUNTS PAID TO: Ques. (1fr. Somerville, Brant)

68 (i).

ORANGEVILLE AND CLANDEBOYE, OUTRAGES UNDER SCOTT

A c: Ques. (Mr. McCraney) 1661 (ii).
ORDER, PRIVILEGE AND PROCEDURE:

ORDER:
CA THOLIS AND POLITICs : Que.. (Mr. Tassé) containing a statement

of facto, of which the House has no knowledge, objected to

by Mr. Mills as being out of order. Rule read by Mr. Speaker
respecting Questions, and decided that saine should not be
asked unless Govt. choose to answer it, 1380 (ii).

CUSTOMS SEîzUREs AT MONTREAL : Member, in asking a Ques., not
in order to diseuss the subject (Mr. Speaker) 1343 (ii).

EXPERIMENTAL FARM STATIONS: Refereuce tO NatiOn.1 Policy or
other foreign subject in discussing B. not in order, 968,
973 (ii).

FRENCH CANADIANs, APPEALS AGAINST: Letter published in Winni-
peg Siftings and alleged to have been written by Sir John A.
Macdonald. Objection taken to Ques. by Mr. Mackenzie,
1378 (ii).

HALDIMAND, WRIT FORL: Member declared out of order (Mr. Speaker)
in making personal remarks respecting Premier not issuing
writ under Speaker's warrant, 1171 (ii).

HOME RULE FOR IRELAND: on Mr. Speaker's ruling respecting Can.
Temp Amts. Bs., vote on above subject cited by Mr. McCar-
thy as a parallel case. Objection taken by Mr. Blake, and
sustained by Mr. Speaker, 1220 (ii).

IMMIGRATION AND EMIGRATION : Members requested to confine them-
selves to subject before the House (Mr. Speaker) 637, 640,
643. Objection (Mr. White, Cordwell) taken to latitude of
debate; Ruled (Ur. Deputy Speaker) that member having
been attacked has the right of reply, 653 (i).

INDEPENDENCE OF PARLT. : Charge against a Member, Member
requested to withdraw Stmnt (Yr. Speaker) 1061 (i).

IRREL EVANCY or DEBATE : 637, 640, 643, 667, 668 (i), 968, 973, 1002,
1009, 1171, 1221, 1317 (ii).

MEMEERS INDEMNITY ACT ANT. : M. to introduce B. declared out of

order (Mr. Speaker), it creating a charge on the Public Treas-
ury shoild originate by Res. in Coin. with consent of the

Crown, 38 (i).

NORTH-WEST CENTRAL RY. 0o. : Reference to or reading letters res-

pecting charge made by Mr. Woodworth against Ur. Beaty,

ruled out of order, 1009 (ii).

NORTHERN AND PACIFIC JUNCTION RY. o. : Reference to parties who

tendered for building the road objected to by Mr. Haggart;
reference in order, 1316 (ii).

OLEOMARGARINE : Reference t a previous deb. not in order, 1193 (à).
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I N DEX.
ORDER, PRIVILEGE AND PROCEDURE-Continued.

ORDER-Continued.
OPENING oF DEBATE : Objection taken by Mr. White (Cardwell), to

Member re-opening deb. on a question of Privilege; Remarks
(Mr. Speaker) irregular to make speech on such an occasion,
some other opportunity, such as Supply, in order, 1575 (ii)

PARLIAMENTARY LANGUAGE : Member calied to order. Rule quoted
from '' May,'' 1580 ; 1583, 1635, 1701, 1704 (ii).

PRINTING Or PARLIAMENT: F'ourth Rep. of Com, conc in
objected to by gr. Blake, notice nothaving been given. Ruled
(Mr Speaker) notice must be givt n. unless Rep. is adopted by
unanimous consent of House, 1239 (ii)

RIEL, Louis, ExEOUTION OP : on Mr. Amyot's prop M. for Ret
respecting non-commutatioi and Sir Hector Langevin's Amt.
that the 17th Order be called, Mr. Edgar moved an Amt.
adding to original motion. Ruled (Mr. Speaker) not in order
and "Bourinot " quoted to sustain same, 187 (i).

- - Execution of: On Res. (Mr. Farrow) respecting Indemnity
to Members, Sir Hector Langevin moved an Amt. that the
35th Order be called. Objecti,.n (Mr. Blake) Govt. pressing
on deb , Bouse not being in possession of materials to
diseuss subject; Amt. ruled in Order (Mr. Speaker) 122 Ci)

RULEs oF THE HoUcszE: M. to alter Rule 31. Ruled (àir. Speaker)
that notice must be given, 842 (ii).

TimasR LANDS AND CoA LEAsEs IN N. W. T.: Member not referring
to subject under discussion, called to order (Mr. Speaker)
1057 (il).

PRIVILEGE :
BoGUs TELEGRAMs READ IN HOUsE &ND DISTRIBUTION OF SPEsCH OF

AN HON. MEMBER : personal Explanation and 'denial (Mr.
Edgar) 781 (i)

OANADIAN PAcIFio Ry. : Personal explanation (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) re report of remarks in Opposition press and Mr. Jc
Carthy's position in Northern Ry. Co., 1482 (ii)

COLONISATIoN LANDS, APPLICATION FoR: Remarks (Mr. Gault) 1198;
(Mr. Charlton) 1199, 1421 (il).

DEBATEs, OFF CIAL REP. ; Remarks (Mr. Laurier) re alleged omis-
sion, 186 (i) ; remarks (Mr. Kirk) on headings to extra
copies, 631 ; (Ur. Cameron, Invernees) on paragraph in Ottawa
Free Press indirectly charging him with dishonorable con-
duct, 693 (i).

DIsTURBANCE IN THE N.W.T.: Personal explanation (Mr. Amyot)
article in Toronto Mail reflecting on his character as a soldier,
331 (i).

FRANCHIsE ACT AMT.: Remarks (Mr. Small) on paragraph in
Globe, re revising officer's clerk, letter read, 1635; remarks
(Mr. Edgar) 1701 (ii).

HoMs RULE FOR IRELAND ,Explanation (Mr. Bergin) of vote on
Res., 1311 (il).

- - Personal explanation (Mr. Coughlin) on paragraph in
Ottawa Free Press, re Vote, 1168 (il).

INDEPENDENCE OF PARLT : Personal explanation (Messrs. Paint and
Cameron, Inverness) on paragraph in Globe insinuating their
obtaining a charter far personal profit, 460 (i).

INTERNATIONAL RY Co. : Personal explanation (Mr. Ives) and
denial of paragraph in Globe charging him with being a direc-
tor of the Co., 1077 (ii).

PRINCE ALBERT COLONIsATION Co. : Attention of House called to
M on Order Paper insinuating certain charges (Mr. Bowell)
488 (i).

PONTIAC AND PAcIFIc JUNCTION Ry. : Personal explanation (Mr.
Bryson) and denial of charge made by an hon. member,
1077 (ii). *

REFLEOTION oN A CLERGYMAN IN LNVERNESs o. : Explanation (Ur.
Cameron, Inverness) 1541 ; in the N. W.T. : Remarks (1r.
Ferguson, Leeds) 1592 (ii).

RETURN, OoMPILATIoN OF AND HANDLING : Personal explanation (Mr.
Blake) respecting remarks made by the Minister of Interior,
842 (ii).

RIEL, Louis, ExEcUTIo OF: Explanation (Wr. Ourran) re paragraph
in Evening Journal reflecting on Mgr. Taché, 301 (i).

- - SANITY OFP: Personal explanation (Mr. Chapleau) Rep. of
speech in London Advertiser, 393 (i).

ORDER, PRIVILEGE AND PROCEDURE-Continued.
PRIVILEGE-Continued.

NORTHERN AND PAcIFIC JUNCTION RY. Oo. : Personal explanaticn
(Mr. McCarthy) and denial of statement in Olobe, 1310 (iii.

ONTARIO AND PAcÎFic Ry BoNCs : Personal explanation (Mr. White,
Renjrew) and denial of statement made by member in the
Flouse, 1096 (ii).

SLANDERING MEMBERS OF PARLT : Remarks (Mr. O ton) on para-
graph in Globe, M13 ; (persoual explanation) 601 (i).

TimBER LAND AND CoAL LEAsEs: Personal explanation (Vr Coti-
gan) and denial of Etatement made by member, 1614 ; Personal
explanation (.Vr. 

TFaggart) and denial of statements mqde
by member in the House, 1096, 1143, 1634 ; Personal explana-
tion (Mr 'haeton) re application of Mr. McCarthy, M. P ,
1514 (ii); Personal <xplanation (Sir John A. Maclonal-1) in
repudiation of statement made by member, 1702 (i).

TIMBER LIMITS: Statement made in lHouse by Members reflecting
on others: Remarks (Mr. Cook) 1167; personal explanation
(Mr. Dickinson) on paragraph in Globe, 1168 (ii).

PROCEDURE:
CAN. TEMP. ACT, 1878: AMT. (Mr. Cmeron, Victoria) to plaee Bs.

92, 99 and 118, on Govt. Orders. B. 92 having been negatived,
it was contended by the mover that the placing of same in
conjunction with Bs. 99 and 108 was not inconsistent with
vote. Objection having been taken, Mr. Speaker ruled that
B. 92 could not be added to Govt. Orders, 1220; questions can
be divided, rule read, 1221 (il).

ORIMINAL LAW ART, (sEDUCTION) B : Amts. made by the BSen re.

rorted by Mr. Speaker, 1326; Sir Hector Langevin suggest-d
that Amts. remain before House for consdu , 1326; 20 of
Amts. moved ; rule 23 respecting Amts. made by Sen. read
and practice quoted from Bourinot's "Parliamentary Proce-
dure " (Mr Speaker) 1327 (ii).

ROME RULE FoR TRELAND : Despatch sent to English press. Attention
of House called by M'r. Adis to a telegram in the London
7'zmes calculated to be misleading. Attested copy of Res.
passed by House sent to High Commissioner by Mr. Speaker,
1381 (il).

- - Communicating a Res. passed by House of Com.
mcns, Mr. Speaker has no power or authority to trans.
mit same to Prime Minister of England, except as a private
communication, 1139 (ii).

INDEMNITT TO MEMBERs: Res. objected to by Mr. Blak, as same
should have originated in Oom and assent of Crown obtain-
el. Ruled (Mr. Speaker) that Res being an abstract one and
barren of result, within the power of Flouse to adopt same,
but B. could not be founded upon it, 122 (i).

PRINCE ALBERT COLONIsATION Co. : M. (Mr. Laurier) to add meme
bers to Sel. Com. on Privileges and Elections, precedent
quoted, 492; objection (Mr. Ives) 493; Ruled (Mr. Speaker)
out of order, as such mitions requiro notice, 494 (i).

NORTHERN AND PACIFC JUNCTIoN Rt : Amts. made by Sen. reported
by Mr. Speaker, reading of same objected to and reference to

a Com. suggested by Mr. Blake, 1605; rip:ht of Sen. to paso
Amts. involvingmoneyexpenditurequestioned by Mr. Yrlock;
Ruled (Mr. Speaker) that the B. being a private one and 'he
Amt. one affecting the interests of the Crown in the contract,
in order for House to confirm same, 1607 (ii).

STELLARTON AND PICTOU BRANC RtY. : 30 objected to by Sir
Richard Cartwright, clause 3 of B. authorising the grant of
public money should have originated by Res. in Com., 665;
suggestion (Mr. Speaker) and clause modified, 666 (i).

RIEL, Louis, EXECUTIoN OP: Objection by Mr. Blake to Sir Hector
Langevin's M. to place Res. censuring Govt. first on Order

Paper; objection sustained (Mr. 'peaker) unanimous consent
of House being required, 119 i).

OTT.WA, ADDITroNAL PUBTic BUILDINGS : in Com. of Supl,
1154 (ii).

Ottawa City Board of Trade Act Amt. B. No.
83 (Mr. Mackintosh). 1°*, 511; 20*, 614 (i) ; in Com.
and 3°*, 907 (ii). (49 Vie., c. 57.)
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INDE X.

PALMERSTON AND GEORGIAN BAY RY.: Remark8 (Mr. Lander-
kin) on M. that Com. rise, 1627 (ii).

PAPER 1ANoINGS, &c.: in Com. on Ways and Means, 1587;
conc., 1720 (ii)

" PARIsIAN " S.S., SMALL POX AND QUARANTINE : in Com.

of Sup., 1417 (ii).
PARLIAMENT, 5th, FOURTH SESSION, 1886, 49 VICToMRA :

Opening and Speech from the Throne, 1 (i) ; Bils

assented to, 1776; Prorogation, 1778 (ii). See "lHousE

OF CommoNs."
PARLIAMENTARY LANGUAGE: ; Mem bers ca ed to order (Mr.

Speaker) 1580, 1635 (ii).
PARRY SOUND COLONISATION RY. CO.'s SUBSIDY: prop. Res.

(Mr. Pope) 1551; in Com., 1614 (ii).

PENETANGUISHENE LIGHTiiOUSE; Ques. (Mr. Cook) 1515 (ii).

PENITENTIARIES: in Com. of Sup., 891-897, 1692 (ii).

PENSIONS: in Com. of Sap., 1153, 1742; conc., 1771 (ii).

PENSIONS TO VOLUNTEERS WOUNDED AT DUCK LAKE: Ques.

(Mr. Ross) 633 (i); (Sir Bichard Cartwright) 1198 (ii).
PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS BY MEMBERS: Remarks (Mr.

Speaker) 1198 (ii).

PERTH CENTRE STATION TO PL ASTER ROCK ISLAND RY.
. SUBsIDY: prop. Res. (Mr. Pope) 1551; in Com., 1624 (ii).

PETERBOR1OUGH POST OFFICE SITE: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin)

843 (ii).
PHILO3OPHICAýL INSTRUMENTS, GLOBES, &C.: cone. in Ways

an 1 Me&ns, 781 (i).
PHOTOGRAPLIS OF PUBLIC W, RKS, &C., CONTINGENCIES: in

Com. of Sup., 88- (u).

PICKERING POST OFFICE IRREGULARITIES: M, for copies of

Reps. (Mr. Edgar) 60 (i).

Pictou Bank B. 50 (Mr. Tupper). 10*, 149; 20*, 265;
in COm. and 3°*, 614 (i). (49 Vic., c. 62.)

Pictou Coal and Iron Co.'s Act Amt. B. No. 64
(Mr. Stairs). 1°*, 368 ;*, 474 ; in Com. and 30*, 783
(i). (49 Vic., c. 98.)

PIG IRON. See 4lBOUNTY."

PIPES,. GAS AND WATER, &C.: cOnc. in Ways and Means,

755 (i).
PITON, SEPTIMUS AND ARLSS SEPTIMUS: QueS. (Mr.

Lesage) 544 (i).
PLANTE, JEAN BAPTISTE, CLAIM OF. M. for copy (Mr.

Amyot) 696 (i).
POINT PELE, NAVAL RESERVE: QtLes. (Mr. Lister) 120 (i).
POLICE VESSELS FOR PROTECTION oF FIsHERIs: in Com. of

Sup., 1757 (ii).
POLITI8 AND CATHOLICS.: Ques. (Mr. Tassé) 13719 (ii).

Portage la Prairie and Lake of the Woods Ry.
and Navgn. Co.'s incorp. B. No. 55 (Mr. Wat-
s9n). 1°*, 185; 2Q*, 2ü5 (i); wthdn., 1309 (ii).

PORT ARTHUR HARBOR: in COm. of Sup., 1157 (i).
-- TO RED RIVER., C.P.R.: in Com. of Sup., 1450 (ii).

PORT HASTINGS WH .RF, REPAIRS, &C.: M. for Cor.* (Mr.

Cameron, Inverness) 60 (i).
PORT HOOD HARBOR, PROTECTION: Ms. for Cor.* (Mr.

Cameron, Inverness) 60; cosing of, 787 (i).

PORTLAND AND ROMAN CEMENT: conc. in Ways and Meanu,
772 (i).

PORT MULGRAVE ANID EAST BAY, C.B. MAIL SUBnIDY: in

Com. of Sup., 1371 (ii).

PORT ROWAN OR PORT ROYAL HARBOR OU REFUGE : M. for

Ret. (Mr. Jackson) 65 (i).

Post Office Act, 1875, Amt. B. No. 77 (Sir Hector
Langevin). 1°*, 437; 20 andinCom.,519; recom., 711;
bQ on a div., 712 (i). (49 Vic., C. 21.)

POST OFFICE:
BUTTERNUT RIDGE, N.B., POSTMASTER: Ques. (Mr. Burpee) 1075 (ii).

CALGARY AND FORT MACLEOD MAIL SERVIE, TENDERS FOR: M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Landerkin) 35 (i).

OORINTH, POST OFFIou AT: Ques. (Mr. Laderkin)'843; in Com. of

Sup., 885 (il).

IN COM. OF SUP. : 60 (i), 883, 1547 (i).
INTEREST, COMPUTING: in Com. of Sup., 841 (ii).

LEs FONDS, ESTAELIEHMENT OF POST OFFICE AT : M for Cor., &c.*

(Mr. Rinfret) 802 (i).
LOTBINI*RE MAIL SERVICE: QueS (Mr. Rinfret) 709 (i).

MOUNT MIDDLETON, N B., POSTMASTER: Ques (Mr.Burpee) 1075 (ii).

NEREPIS STATION, N.B., POSTMASTER: Ques. (Mr. Burpee) 1075 (il).

PICKERING POST OFFICE IRREGULARITIES: M. for copies of Reps.

(Mr. EJgar) 60 (i).
POST OFFICE ACT, 1875, AMt. See B. 77.

POSTMASTER GENERAL's DEPTL REP - presented (Sir Hector Langevin)
58 (i).

POST OFFICES IN MUSKOKA, &C , lISTABLISHED: M. for Ret (Sir. Cook)

43 ().
-IN NORTH WELLINGTON : Ques. (Mr. Mc Mullen) 1173 (ài).

REGISTERED LETTERS, COMPENSAIION FOR; Ques. (Mr. Everett)

1378 (ii).
SAVINGs BANKS DEPOSITS: M. for Stmnt.0 (Sir Richard Cartwright)

392 (i).
-- IN MAN. : Ques. (Mr. Orton) 62 (i).

POWDER IMPORTED FOR CARTRIDGES: Ques. (Mr. .Mulock)

898 (ii).
PRE EMPTIONS. See 4IDOM. LANDS."

PREVENTIVE SERVICE: in COM. of Sap., 1544 (i).

PRINCE ALBERT COLONISATION CO.: charges aga1nst Hon.

Mr. Bowell and Mr. White (Hastings) ; M. for Sel.
Ccm. (Mr. Edgar) 489 (i).

--- EXCHANGE OF LAND: M. for 0.0.* (Mr. Edgar)

58; See also "DuCK " ad "STEPHENSON."

--- VOL UNTE ERS, PSRIFOR: Ques. (Mr. RosS) 633 (i).

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND:
ADVANCES TO P. E. .: QueS (Mr. Davies) 1378(à).
CLAIMS SETTLEMENT: in Com. of Snp , 1263 (ii).

NORTHUMRERLAND STRAITS TUNNEL 00. Sed B. 128.

P. E. I. A» TEma or UNION, DESPATOES, &., RUSPEOTING: M. for

copies* (Mr. Mclntyre) 802 (1).
PUBLIC WORKs: in Com. of Sup., 1160 (ii>.

ST. PETER' S HARBOR-: QueS. (Mr. Mclntgre) 1514 (ii).

TERMs 0F UNION WITH P.E.I.-: Q:es. (Mr. Mclntgre) 692 (i).

PRINTING ACOTS. AND PUBLIC ACOTS. CoM. : M. té refer

items (Mr. Charlton) 383 (i).
Printing and Stationery B. No. 132 (Mir.Chapleau).

M. to introd. and 1°* ofB.,1217; 2 m., 1517; 2°*,
1532; in Com., 1552; 30*, 1568; M. to conc. in Sen.

Amts., 1728 (i). (49 Vic., c. 22.)
PRINTINGIMMIGRATION PAMPHL ETS; in COma. OfSup.,1393 (ii),
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INDIEX.
PRINTiNG: M.(Sir Bichard Cartwright) to refer item to

Publie Aceta. Com., 460 (i).
PRINTING OF PARLT.: M. for Mess. to Son. (Sir John À.

Maclonald) 37 (i) ; Ms. (Mr. Bergin) to conc. in fourth
Rep. of Com., 1195, 1239, 1309 (ii).

PRINTING PAMPHLETS IN QUEBiC OFFICE : Ques. (Mr.
Auger) 865 (ii).

PRINTING, PAPER, &C.: i Com. of Sup., 1090 (ii).
PRIVATE BILLS, EXTENSION OF TIME FOR PRISENTATION:

Ms. (Mr. Ives) 66; (Mr. Bealy) 47; (Mr. Dawaon) 393.
PRIVATN BILLR, REPS. FROM COM.: Ms. (Sir .Hector Lange-

vin) to extend time, 543 (i), 897 (ii).
PitzY CouNcIL OFFICI: in Com. of Sap, 22 (i), 842,

869, 1697 (ii).
PROROGATION: QUeS. (Mr. Colby) 1703; letter from Gov.

Gen.'s Secretary, 1775; closing rumarks, 171 (ii).
PUBLIo ACCOUNTs OCO. : Explanation (Mr. Davies) of non-

attendance, 1144 (ii).
-- mMEETING 0F R;emarks (Sir Richard Cartwright)

1514 (ii).

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS: presented (Mr. McLelan) 31 (i).

Public Lands in B. 0., Administratin B. No.
120 (Mr. White, Gardwell). 10, 912; 2°* and in Com.,
1202; 3°, 1223 (ii). (49 7ic, c 28.)

PUB14C OFFIOIALS AND OUTSIDI EMPLOYMENT: M. for Ret.
(Mr. Casey) 383 (i).

PUBLIC WORKS:
A 8INIBOICNE RIVER IMPROVEUNTS 3 QuU. (Mr. Watson) 784 (i).
BATFIELD HARBOR REPAIRS: K. for Cor. (Sir Richlard Cartwright)

383 (i).
CITADEL DRAINAEG& AND WATER SUPPLY: QueS. (Mr. Langelier) 843

(il).

FATHER POINT, DEEP-WATER PIERu: Ques. (Mr. Gault) 633 (i)
GOVT. BUILDINGS, QUEBREC, WATER SUPPLY: QueO. (>.r Langelier)

843; in Oom. of Sup., 1154, 1261, 1745, 1752 (i.).

LANORAIE, CONSTRUCTION OF WHARF AT: Ques. (Mr. Auger) 1173 (ii).

LEGAL SERVICE, IN CONNECTION WITH PUBLIC WORs: ia COm Of

Sap., 1159 (ii).
RED RIVER IMPROVEMENTS.: Ques (Mr. Scott) 1240 (ii).

REPENTIONT WUARF EXPENDITU>E: Ques. (Mr. Hurteau) 634 (i).
RIcHELIEU RIVER, ORsTRUcTIONs IN: M. for copies of Pets., &c. (Mr.

Bechard) 33 (i),
RIDEAU HALL, A»DITIoNa, ALTERATIONS, REPAIRS, &a.: M. for Stmunt.

(Mr. MécCraney) 797 (i); (Mr. Blake) 801 (i).
-- CoNTINGENCIE-: M. for Ret. (Mr. MeCraneg) 794 (i).

---- COsT OP, RINCE CONFEDRAîTION: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Me
Craneyp801 (i).

FUEL ANiD LIhT FOR : M. fOr Ret. (Mr. MeCraey) 795 (i).
GABDENING AND GROUNos, AMOUNT PAID : M. for Stmnt.

(Mr. McCraney) 796 (i).
RIVIÈRE AUx Li*aREs, IMPROVEMENTS: Que.. (Mr. Wright) 426 (i).
ST. ANDREW'S RAPIDE IMPROVUMENTS: Ques. (Wr. Rosa) 495 (i).
ST. JOHN'S, Q, RY. WHARF: Que8. (Vr. BEchard) 897 (ii).
SLIDES AND BOOMS, AMOUNTS OWING ON ACCOUNT OF: Ms. for Rets.0

(Mr. Casgrain) 1195 (ii).
STANSTKAD, SHEFFORD AND CIAMBLY RY CO.'S WRARP : Queg, (Mr.

Béchard) 1096 (ii).
UNION SUSPENSION BRIDGE. See B. 72.

WHARF AT SELKIRK. QueS. (Mr. B&od) 495 (i).

PUROCASING AGENTS IN N.W.T., NAxz8, &c.: M. for Rot.*
(Mr.[Casey) 437 (i).

QUARANTINE : in Com. of Sap., 1411 (ii).
QUARANTINE REGULATIONS AND STEAMSHIP

Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 1069 (ii).
QUE BEC:

"PAI&IAN :"

BAIE DES CHALEURS RY. 00 See B. 144.
-- Ques. (Mr. Cameron, Euron) 1481 (ii).
BOUCHERVILLE ISLANDS, OESTRUCTIONS 2N CHANNEL: QUeS. (Ur. BE»#)

495 (i).
C. P. R. AND> NORTH SHORE RY. CORISaPONDENCE: W. for copies &Mr.

Laurier) 60 (i).
CARTRIDGE FAOTORY AT QUEOEC: Ques. (Ur. Mulock) 543 (1).
DUFFERIN GATE, QUEBEVC, CLAINS OF H. J BEEMER-: Que.., 1661 (11)
ELGIN STATION, L'ISLET: Ques. (Ur. Casgrain) 544 (i).
HAMOND, EUGfNP, EMPLOYMENT OF BY GOVT.: Ques. (Ur. lcharfd)

1379 (ii).
HEBERT, HUBERT, REVISINg OFFCER 0F MONTMAGNY: Que.. (gr.

Langelier) 589 (i).
I. 0. R , RESERVOIR, kC., AT LÊvis: Ques (Mfr. Lesage) 1378 (fi).
LANDS, TIMBER AND MINERAL, IN NORTHERN QUEBEC: QueS. (Wr.

Miils) 1173 (ii).
L'ASSOMPTION TO L'RP1PH ANIE RY SUBSIDY : Rem. in ConI, 1615 (11).
METAP»DIAC TO PASPEBIAC RY. SUBBIDY. See "BAIE DIS CHALEURS."

MONTREAL AND WESTERN RY SUBSIDY: lfe@. in Cota. (Wr. Cîapleau)
1616 (ii).

MONTREAL BOARD oF TRADE INCORP. ACTE AXT. See 9S. 90.

MUD ORiErK DAMS, RAISIN OF.: Ques (Ur. Blake) 1746 (ii).
NATASKiOWAN RIVER, EsTUARY OF, RENT PAID : Que.. (Mr. Béchard)

1379 (Ii).
NEW GLASGOW TO MONTCALM RY. SURSiTDV: Res. in COm., 1614 (ii).

PETERBOROUGH POST OFF-CH SITE. QueB. (Mr. Landerkin) 843 (ii).

PITON, SEPTIMUS AND ARLNES SEPTIMUS: Ques. (Ur. Lesage).644 (1).

PLANTE, JEAN BAPTISTE, CLAIM OF: M. for copy (Ur. Amyot) 696 (i).

PRINTING PAMPHLETS IN QUEBEa OFFICES: Ques. (Mr. Auger) 865 (i).

PUBLIC WORKs, DEPTL. REP.: Presented (Sir Rector Lmgsovn) 81;
in Com. OfSUp., 691 (i), 881 (fi).

QUARANTINE REGULATIONS AND S. S. " PAbISIN": Queis. (r.

Amyot) 1659 (ii).
QUEBEc AND LARE ST. JORN RY. Co.'S SUBSIDY :ReS. in CoM.,

1621 (ii).
QUnBEC AND LAKE ST JOHN Ry. SuBsiery: Que.. (Wr. Bain,

Wentworthl) 331 (il.
QUEBEC ANDI LTviS FERRY SERVICE : Que.. (Ur. Le8ape) 121 (i).
QUEBEC CENTRAL RY. Co. 's SU11smY: Que. (Mr. Guay) 783 (i).

QUEBEc HARBOR COMMISSIONERs' LOAN See B. 140.

RICHELIEU COVNTY, SALE OF GOVT. PROPEaTIES IN : Que.. (Wr.

Massue) 185 (i).

RIvi*aE DU Loup AND EDMONSTONE RY.: Ques. (Ur. Cockbera) 331.
ST. AN.DREWS TO LACUTE RTY. SURSIa Y: Rea. iR Com., 1616 (ii).

ST. EUSTACHE TO ST PLACIDE RY. SuBsiLY: Res. in Com., 1624 (ii).

BT. F.LIX AND LAKE MASKINONGÉ RY. SUnID: Re8. in Com.,
1614 (ii).

ST. GAIIEL ANi LEVEE Ry. Co. Ses B. 116.

ST. LAWRENCE RIVER NAVIGATION. Set B. 46.

OVEIRFLOW: Ques. (Mr. Curran) 865 (ii).
SHORT LINE RY., MONTREAL, ST. JOHN AND HALIFAX, SUBSIDY I M.

for copies of 0.0., &c. (Wr. Laurier) 65 (1).
SH1TH, R., of QuNaEo, WooD PUncHAsI raox: Ques. (Mr. Lesags)

544 (1).
W1RE FENCING, FaOM LÏVIs TO RIVIRE DU LOUP: Ques. (bfr. Gaudet)

544 (i).

WURTELE, FON. J. S., APPOINTMENT AS JUDGE: Que.. (Wir. Laugelier).
865, 912, 1342 (ii).

YAMASKA TO RIVER ST. JOHN RY. SUBSIOY: Res. in Com., 1624 (ii).

Quebec Harbor Improvements further Loan
B. No. 140 (Nir. McLelan). Res prop., 1342; in Com.,
1383; 10*of B., 1385 ; 20* and in Gom., 1467; 34*,
1482.(ii). (49 Vic., c. 19.)
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QUEEN'S BIRTHDAY: prop. M. for adjnmt., 1431; (M.)1455 (ii).

QUEEN'8 COUNSEL APPOINTMENTS: M. for Cor. (Mr. Mills)
392 (ii).

QUEEN vs. RIEL, PRINTING BLUE-BOOK : Ques. (Mr. Bernier)

186 (i).

Railway Act, 1879. See " CONSOLIDATED."
RAILWAYS AND CANALS: in Com. of Sap., 691 (i), 1448 (ii).

Railway Commissioners. See "COURT."
RAILWAYS. See respective headings.
RAILWAYS OR REPEAL, TELEGRAM TO HALIFAX IlMAIL

read (Mr. Kirk) 16t5, 1628 (ii).
RAILWAY STATION BUILDING IN ST. JOHN, N.B., 0OST, &.:

M. for Ret.* (Mr. Weldon) 58 (i).
RAILWAY SUBSIDIES. See " SUBSIDIES."

REBELLION. SeeI" DISTURBANCE IN THE N. W."
RE» RIVER IMPROVEMENTS: Ques. (Ur. Scot) 1240 (ii).

Reformatory for Juvenile Offenders, Halifax,
Act Amt. B. No. 134 (Mr. Thompson). 1°*, 1254;
20*, 1272; in Com. and 30*, 138', (ii). (49 Vic., c. 54.)

Reformed Episcopal Church (First Synod)
incorp. B. No. 59 (Mr. Beaty). 1°*, 226 ; 2°*, 342;
in Com. and 3°*, 757 (i) (49 Vic., c. 110.)

RIGISTERED LETTERS, COMPENSATION FOR : Quos. (Mr.

Eiyerett) 1.378 (ii).
IRENFREW TO EGANVILLR Ry. SUBSIDY: prOp. ReS. (Mr.

.Pope) 1551; in Com., 1626 (ii).
REPAIRS, FURNITURE, &C., PUBLIC BUILDINGS: in Com. of

Sup., 1261 (ii).
REPORTS PRESENTED:

AGRIoULTURE (Mr. Pope) 60 (i).

AUDITOR GENERAL (Ur, McLelan) 31 (1).
INDIAN AFFAIRs (Sir John A. Macdonald) 37 ().
INLAND REvENUE (Mr. Costigan) 31 (i).
INTERIOR (Mr. Whi/e, CJirdwell) 60 (i)
JUSTI1E, PENITENTIARIES BRANOH (Mr. Thompson) 31 (i).

LIBRARY oF PARLIAMENT (Mr. Speaker) 2 (i).

M.INE (1r. Poster) 31 (i).
MILITIA AND DEFENON (Sir Adolphe Caron) 57 (i).

POSTXASTER GENIRAL (Sir Hector Langevia) 58 (1).

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS (Mr. MeLelan) 31 (i).

PUBLIC WoRKS (Sir Hector Langevin) 31 (i).

REBELLION, N. W.T. (Sir Adolphe Caron) 1455 (ii).

TRADE AND NAVIGATION RETURNS (àfr. Bowell) 31 (i).

Representation of B. C. in the H. of C. Act
Amt. B. No. 107 (Mr. Baker, Victoria). 1, 746 (i).

Representation of the N.W.T. in Parlt. B. No.
115 (Sir John A. Macdonald). 10, 86e ; Re8. prop.,
1143; Res. conc. in and ref. to Com. on B , 1223-; '°
m., 1205; 2°* and in Com., 1213; in Com., 1249; 30

m., Amts. (Messrs. .Mlls and Watson) and 30*, 1271

(ii). (49 Vic., c. 24).
REPRESENTATION oF THE N.W.T. IN PARLT., ENGLISH LEGIS.

LATION: QueS. (Mr. Edgar) 1514 (ii).

-- RETURNING OFFICERS, &c., FEES: prop. Res. (Sir

-Hector Langevin) 1143 (if).
- Joint Address agreed to, 1013 (ii).

RESTIGOUCKE RIVER, RY. BRIDGE ACRO88: Ques. (Mr. Wel-
don) 426 (i).

RETUR NS, STATEMIENTS, &c., MOTIONS FOR:
AGENTS, PURCHASING, PERSONS EMPLOYED AND PAMEINT*; Mr.

Casey, 437 (i).
AMMUNITION MANUFACTURED AT QUEBEC; Mr. Casey, 554 (i).
ANDERSON, JAS., COR WITH; Mr. Trow, 427 (i).

APPOINTMENT OF QUEEN'S COUNSEL; Mr,M Mlls, 392 (i).

ASSISTED IMMIGRATION; Mr. Wilson, 635 (i).

BAKER I. G. & CO., 0ONTRACTS FOR MOUNTED POLICE AND INDIAN

SUPPLIES* ;Mr. Cameron, Huron, 438 (1).
BAINS CIRCULATION AND GOLD HELD BY GoVT.*; Mr. MfeMullen,

438 (i).
BANNON, J., CLAIE OF ESTATE AGAINSTI. 0. R.; Mr. Mitchell, 905 (i).

BARKER, P. M., A MOUNTS PAID aS RETURNING OFFICER UNDER CA.
TEMP. ACT*; Mr. ffcAfullen, 57 (i).

BAYFIELD HARBOR, REPAIRS ; Sir Richard Cartwright, 383 (i).
B. 0. DEEP WATER FISHSRIES; Mr. Shakespeare, 495 (1).
B. 0. LANDS SETTLEMENT; Mr. Shakespeare, 496 (i).
BEATTIE, Mr., REvisING OFFICER FOR WEST ELGIN, OOR.; Mr. Ca8ey,

449 (i).
BELL & LEWIS, SUmS PAiD FOR TRANSPORT* ; Mr. Casey, 437 (i).

BOUNDARIES OF ONT., WEST AND NORrH"; Mr. Cameron, Huron,
438 (i).

BOUNDARIES 0F ONT., WEST AND NORT-WEST, IMPERIAL LEGIBLA-

TION*; Mr. Mille, 66 (i).
BRIER AND LONG IBLANDS TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION*; Mr. Fail,

393 (i).
BROKOvBKI, E., COMPLAINTS AGAINST* 1fMr Cameron, Middleseu,

438 (i)
CALGARY AND FORT MACLEOD MAIL SERVICE; 31r. Landerkin, 35 (i).
CANADIAN PACIFIc RÎILWAY. See general heading.
CAN TEmp. ACT, AMOUNT PAID RETURNING OFFICER IN Co. oF DUr

FERIN'; Mr. Mecullen, 57; in Co. of Perth*; 1Ur. Trow, 393 (i).
CAN. TEMP. ACT, CONVCTIONS, &C., UNDER*; Mr. MeMullen, 912 (ii).
CAPITAL CASES AND THE CROWN* ; Mr. Mackintogh, 60 (i).
CARTRIDGE FACTORY, QUEBEO, AMMUNITION; M1r. Casep, 554 (i).

CASUALTIES ON I.C. R.« ; Mr. Weldon, 57 (i).
CENSUS OF THE N.W.T., PERSONS UMPLOYED*; 1Ur. Landerkin, 66(i).
CHINESE IMMIGRATION INTO CAN. ; Ar. Gordon, 382.
CIVIL SERVICE SUPERANNUATIONS*; Mr Mcffullen, 57 (i), 905, 1180 (ii).

CL IMS FdR FISHING SOUNTIRES; Mr. Laa4eler, 697 (i).
(LAIM OF JEAN BAPrISTE PLANTE; Mr. Amyot, 696 (i).

CLAIMS, SECTION 16, I.C. R. ; Mr Mitch6ll, 905 (ii).

COAL INTERESFS OF N.S. ; Mr. MeDougall, Cape Breton, 544 (i).
COMMISSIONERS OP INDIAN AFFAIRs, N.W.*; Mr. Landerkin, 438 (i).
CONSOLID. FUND, RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURE* ; Sir Richard Cart-

wright, 35 (i).
CONTINGENCIES, RIDEAU HALL; Mr. Mc Ira iey, 79. (i).

CONTRACTORS FOR TRANSPORT DURING REBELLION ; r. Casey, 427 (i).
CONVICT V8. FPREi LANOR; Mr. Wilson, 47 (i).

COWAN, D. L, MURDER oF BY MONGRAIN"; Mr. Landerkin, 392 (i).

CUSTOMS. See general heading.
DEEP WATER FISaERIES OF B. 0.; Mr. Shakespeare, 495 (i).

DEPOSrTS IN GOVr. BANiS*; Sir Richirl Cartwright, 392 (i).

DISALLOWANCE OF RY. CHARTERS IN MAN.*; Mr. Watson, 802 (i).
DISTUREANCE IN THE N. W. See general heading.
DOM. ARBITRATORS, REP. re STEAX-TUG "SULTAN"; 1Ur. Mitchell,

904 (ii).
- Ire SECTION 16, I. 0. R ; M r. .fitcheU, 905 (ii).

DOMINION LANDE See general hesding
DOM. NOTES IN CIRqCULATIONO; Mr. Ké&ullen, 438 (i)
DUCK, GEo., Dom LANDS AGENT, REP OF*; Vr. E gar, 58 (i)

BARNINGS AND WORKING EXPa.SES, I C. R.*; Mr. Weld&n, 392 (i).

EDMONTON, SURVEYS OF AND" ; Mr. Tay!or, 802 (i)

EMPLOYMENT OF MIN ON I. C. R*; gr. Weldon, 58 (i).
EXPORTS AND IMPORTS"; Sir Richard Cartwright, 35 (i).

FENIAN RAID, 1870, IMPIRIAL TITLES CONTERRED ON OFFICEs; 1fr.

Edgar, 698 (i).
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RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &o., MoTONS8 ro--Cotinued.
FISEuRIeS OOMISSION, COEMUNICATIONS BETWEEN CAN. AND U.S,

THEROUGH LORD LORNE; Mr. Mitchell, 392 (i).
FISHERY REGULATIONS, VIOLATION OF BY AMIRICAN8' Mr. Mitchell,

392 (i).
FISE HATCHERIES, WRITE Fisa FRY, PICKEREL AND BAss; Mr. Gordon,

, 788 (i).
FISHING BOUNTY CLAIMS; Mr. Langelier, 697 (i).

FISING RIGHTS OF INDIANS ON LAKiS HURON AND NIPissiNG; Mr.

O'Brien, 693 (i).
FISHIG UNDIR WASHING ON TREATY'; Mr. Mitchell, 392 (i).
FIS IMPORTATIONS FROM U.S. AND NFLD. ; Mr. Kirk, 370 (i).
FLAG TREATY RETWE&N U.S. AND SPAIN; Mr. Vail, 700 (i).

FLOUa SUPPLIED INDIANS, INSPECTION' jMr. Paterson, Brant, 65 (i).

FLYING COLUMN FOR TRE N. W.; Mr. Watson, 634 (i).
FOOD, MATERIAL, MEDICAL SUPPLIES, &C.*'; Mr. Cascy, 438 (i).
FOOD SUPPLY TO INDIANS OF N. W.T.*; Mr. Mulock, 57 (i).
FRANCHISE ACT, PRINTING VOTERs' LISTS Mr. Casey, 418 (i).
FRANCHISE ACT, PUTTING IN FORCE'; Mr. Cameron, Huron, 58 (i).

FRANCHiSE ACT, REVISING OFFICERS' INSTRUOTIONS; Mr. (asey, 43,

48 (i).
FUEL, LIGHT, &c., RIDEAU HALL; Mr. McUraney, 795 (i).

FURNITURE AND FITTINGS FOR STATION BUILDING, ST. JOHN, N. B.*

Mr. Weldon, 58 (i).
GARDENING AND GROUNDS, RIDEAU HALL; Mr. McCraney, 796 (i).

GILLIS, A., TRIAL Op, FOR MURDER, JUDGE'S REP.'; Mr. Davies,
802 ().

GISEORNE, F. N., RIP. OF, re TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION*; Mr.
Vail, 393 (i).

GOLD HELD V GOVT.* Mr. lic ullen, 438(i).

GOVERNOR GEN.'S TRAVELLING EXPENSES; Mr. McCraney, 792 (î).

- AND STAFF'$ SALARIES; Mr. XcUraney, 795 (i).
GOvT.SAVINGS BANKS, AMOUNTS HELD EY GOVT.*; Mr. Mcfullen,

438 (i).
GovT. SAviNGS BANES, DEPOSITEIN* ; Sir Richard Cartwright, 392 (i).
GRAVENHURST TO CALLANEER RY. ; Mr. Edgar, 391 (i).

GRAZING LAND LEASES, ACRES ; Mr. Charlton, 392 (1).
HALF-BREDS. S&e general heading "Indiana."
RAMILTON AND NORTH-WESTERN RY. AND C.P R. ; Mr. Edgar, 391 (i).
HARDWAR SUPPLIES PURCHASED IN HALIFAX'; Mr. Forbes, 57 (i).
HENIT, JOHN, REFUsD or TOLLS*; Mr. Lander/cin, 392 (i).
HENSLEY, MR. JUSTICE, REP. ON TRIAL OF GILLIS FOR MURDER;

Mr. Davies, 802 (i).
HOMESTEAD ENTRIES AND PRE-EMPTIONS CANCELLED*; Mr. Glen,

393 (i).
HOMISTIAD ENTRIES CANCELLED OR ABANDONED Mr. Ca meron,

Huron, 801 (i).
HORSES PURCH1ASED AND SOLD DURING N. W. EXPEDITION*; 1Mr.

Casey, 438 (i).
HORSES, &C., SEIZED BY EXPEDITIONARY FORC*; Mr. Casey, 438 (1).

IWLAND REVENUES, SLIDES AND BOOMS ARREARAGE'8; Mr. Casgrain,
1195 (ii).

IMMIGRATION, ASSISTED AND UNASSISTED; Mr. Wilson, 635 (i).
IMPERIAL LE9GISLATION re BOUNDARIES OP ONT.'; Mr. ill., 66 (i).

IMPERIAL TITLES CONFERRED ON OFFICERS AFTER FENIAN RAID AND

RED RIVER REBELLION; Mr. Edgar, 698 (i).
IMPORTATION OF FISE PROM U. S. AND NPLD ; Mr. Kirk, 370 (Q).

IMPORTS AND EXPORT*; Sil Richard Cartwright, 35 (i).
INDIANS. Sec general heading.
INDIAN SUPPLIES, I. G. BAKER & 00.'S CONTRACT* ; Mr. Cameron,

Huron, 432 (i).
INDIANTOWN BRANCE, I.0 R., AMOUNTS PAID FOR LAND DAMAGES*'

Mr. Weldoi, 392 (i).

INDIAN VOTERS UNDER FRANOHISE ACT, APPLICATIONS FOR REGISTRA-

TION ; Mr. Casey, 449 (i).
INSPECTORS OP INDIAN AFFAIRE, N.W.*; Mr Landerkin, 438 (i).
INTEROOLONIAL RY. 8&e general heading.

JAMIE80N, J. (., COR., re ?RINCE ALBERT COLONISATION CO. ; Mr.

Edgar, 65 (i).
JARVIE, P. R , AMOUNTS PAID AS RETURNING OFFICER UNDER CAN.

TEMP. ACT* ,Mr, Trow, 393 (i).

JONEs, OCrEF, AMOUNTS PAID TO* jMr. 8omrille, erant, 57 (i).

RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &C., MOTIONS FoR--CONtinued.
JUDGMENTS RENDERID BY SUPREME COURT OF CAN.*'; )r. Baker,

802 (i).
KAH-KE-WA-QUO-NA-BZ, AMOUNTS PAID TO* ;Mr. Somerville, Brant,

57 (i).
LAxEs HURON AND NIPISSING, FIsIiNG RIONTS Or INDIANS ; Mr.

O'Brien, 693 (i).
LAND DAMAGEs, I.O R., AMOUNTS PAID' i Mr.F edon, 392 (i).
LAND GRANT BOUNTY TO POLICE SCOUTS ; Mr. 'proill, 788 (i).

LANDS IN B.C. OPEN FOR SETTLEMENT; Mr. Shakespeare, 496 (i).
LEDUC, REY. H., PET. AND LUTTERS'; Mr. Rykert, 438 (i) ; Mr.

Taylor, 802 (ii).

LES FONDS POT OFFICE, ESTABLISHEENT* ; Mr. Rinfret, 802 (i).
LICUNSES OR PILRMITS TO CUT TIMBIR IN DOM. ; Mr. Ch.srlton, 65 (1).
LIFE-SAVING SERVICE AT PORT ROWAN ; Mr. Jackson, 703, 785 (1).
LIQUORS IMPORTED AND DUTIES COLLECTED* ; Mr. Robertson, S/Ã¢l-

urne, 912 (ii).
LIQUOR LICENSE ACTS, LAW COSTS«; Mr. Cameron, Huron, 438 (i).
LIQuoR MANUFACTURED, EXPORTED AND VALUE*; Mr. Robertson,

Shelburne, 912 (i).
LOANS, TEMPOR&RY, BY GOVT. ; Sir Richard Cartwriqht, 56 (i).
LORD LORNE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION ; Mr. Mitchell, 392 (1).
MACHAR, J. M., REP. re HALF-BEEEDS; Mr. Landerkin, 631 (i).
MALONEY, DANL., PETS. AND LETTERS*; Mr. Rykert, 438; Mr.

Taylor, 802 (i).
MARINE AND FISHERIES REP. oF 1869; Mr. Mitchall, 391 (1).
MARINE POLICE FORCE OF CAN. ; Mr. Mitchell, 383 (i).
McDONALD, ANGUS, APPOINTMENT AS CENSUS EINUMERATOR'; Mr.

Kirk, 438 (i).
MCL.OD, ISAAC, POS-MASTER AT STRATHLORNE ; Mr. Cameron, Inver-

nes8, 59 (i)
MEDALS TO VOLUNTEFRS, CoR.'; Mr. Arngot, 438 (i).
MEDICAL AND HOSPITAL STAFF, APPOINTMENTS* ; Mr. Casey, 418 (1).
MEMBERS OF PARLT. AND THE RuBELLION, SERVICES*; ;r. McfMullen,

392 (i).
MIDDLETON, MAJ. GEN., OFFICERS COMPOSING STAFF* ; Mr. Casey,

437 (i).
MILITARY CLAIMS COMMISSION, COMPOSITION OF* Mr. Cauey, 438 (1).
MILITIA. See general heading.

MONGRAIN, LoIsoN, TRIAL OF AND COMMUTATION OF SENTINCM; 1fMr.
Landerkin, 392 (i)

MOUNTI 'OLICE SUPPLIES, L G BAK.R & CO 'S CONTRACTI; Mr.
Gam ron, Huron, 4-8 (i)

MUIRHEAD, W/M., CLAIM OF f8TATE AGAINST I.C.R. ; Nir. lchel/,
905 (ii).

MUSaUo&, POST OFFýCES IN ; Mr. Cook, 43 (i).
NIPIS8!NG DISTRICT, POST OFFICE IN ; Mr, Co0, 43 (i).
NON-COMBATANTS, INSTRUCTIONS TO; Mr. Ca3ey, 427; officir as

Supply and Transport*, 437 (i).
NORTHERN AND PACIFIC JUNiTION RY. AND 0. P. R.; 1fr. Edgar,

391 (i).
"NORTHERN LiGHr," DISCONTINUANCE oF TRIPS, Mr. Jening,

845 (ii).
NORTHERN Ry. 00. OF CAN. AND C. P. R.; Mr. Edgar, 391 (i).
N. S. COAL INTERESTS; Mr. McDougall, Cape Breton, 541 (i).
N. W. FLYING COLUMN; Mr. Watson, 634 (i).
OFFICIALS, D; PTL., AND OUTSIDE F)IPLOYMENT; Mr. Casey, 383 (i).
OIL BARRELS, BMPTY, SALE OF; 1fr. Langelier, 803 (i)
ONT., WEs'r AND NORTH-WRST, ENGLISH LEGISLATION*; Mr. Mills,

66 (i).
ONT., WESTERN AND NORTRERN BOUNDARIES'; Mr. Camrron, Huron,

438 (i).
PAREY SOUND POST OFFICES; Mr. Cook, 43 (i).

PAYMASTERS, STAFF, APPOINTMENTS* ; Mr. Casey, 438 (i).

PAYMENTS ON ACCOUNr OF REBELLION ; Mr. Caseg, 438 (i).

PENITENTIARIES, Dom., CONVICT L.ABOR*; Mr. Wilson, 47 (i).
PERMITS TO OUT TIMBR IN DOM.; Mr. Charkon, 65 (i).
PICKERING ?OST OFFICE IRREGULARITIES; Mr. E igar, 60 (i).
PINAULT, LOUIs AND MICIEL, CLAIMS FOR FISHING BOUNfY ; Mr.

Langelier, 697 (i).

PLANTE, JEAN BAPTISTE, OLAI ; Mr. AMyOt, 696 (i).

POLICE SCOUTE IN TaE N. W. DURINQ REBELLION ;Mr. Sproulc, 788 (i).
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RETURNSATE[IENTS, &c., MOTIONS FOR-COl0tinUed.
PORT HASTINGS WHARF, REPAIRS*; Mr. ameron, lnterness, 60 (1).
PORT HOOD HARBOR, PROTECTION*; Mr. Cameron, Inve7nesI, 60,

787 (i).
PORT ROWAN LIFE-SAVING SER'vIcE; Mr. Jackson, 703, 785 (i).
PORT ROWAN OR -PORT .ROYAL Ha.Oa OF REFUGa Mr. JaCkson,

6> (i).
PORT OFFIOE AT LES FONDS ESTABLISHMENT ; Mr. Rifret,:802 (i).
POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS, AMOUNTS HELD BY GOVT.* ; Mr.

McMuallen, 438 (i).
POST OFrcu SAVINGS BANKS, DEPOSITS IN* ; Sir Richard Caitwright,

392 (i).
PRE-MPTION AND .HOMESTEAD ENTRIES CANOELLED' ; Mr. Glen,

393 (i).
PRE-UMPTION ENTRIES, AMOUNTS OWING* ; Mr. GUen, 393 ().

PRINCE ALBERT COLONISATION CO., EXCHANGE Or LAND'; Mr. Edg ar,

58 (i).
PRINCE ALBERT COLONISATION Co., LETTERE PATENT, &0 ; Mr.

-Edgar, 65 (1).
PUBLIC WORKS. See general heading.
QUEs0 CARTRIDGE FACTORY, AMMUNITION; Mr. Casey, 554 (i).
QusE'S COUNSEL, APPOINTMENTS; Mr. Mille, 392 (i).
ILEBELLION. See general heading "Disturbance."

RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURE, CONSOLID. FUND* ; Sir Richard Cart-
wrigt, 35 (i).

RED RIVER IREBELLION, 1870, IMPERIAL rITLES CONFERRED ON OFFICES;

Mr. Edgar, 698 (1).
REFUND or TOLLS TO JOHN RENEY*; Kr. Lnlerkin, 392 (i).
RETURNS, EXPENSE IN B 4INGING DOWN; Mr. Valin, 386 (i).
REvisiNG OFIcEas' INSTRUCTIONS; Mr. Cmze8, 43, 48; Mr. Cameron,

Huron, 58 (i).
RIHEMILîU RIVEa OBSIRUCTIONS; Mr. Béchard, 33 (i).
RIDEAU HALL, ADDITIONS, ALTERATIONS, &C. ; Mr. McCraney, 797 (i).
RIDEAU HALL, CONTINGENCIES; Mr. >IcOraney, 794 (i).
Ri»seaU HiHAL, OST, PURCHASE, RENT, &C.; Mr. Mcgraney, 801 (i).
RIDAU HALL, Fus, LIGar, &c.; Mr. Mc f.raney, 795 (i).
RIDEAU ALL, GARDENING AND GROUNDS; Mr. fc Craney, 796 (i).
RIEL, Louis. e6 general heading.

ÊoBiNsUn TaATY, INDIANS UNDER'; Mr. Dawson, 62, 64 (i).

ROLLING STOCK PURCHASED FOR I.C. R * ; Mr. Weldon, 57 (i).
R4LLINGSTOOK REPAIRED AT GOVr. WORKSOP& ; Mr. Weldon, 58 (i).
RYAN, MATTHEW, REP. re H ýLF B32UEDS; Mr. Lanîerkin, 634 (i).
RY. CHARTERS IN MAN. DISALLOWdD'; Me. W o80n, 802 (i).
RY. SUPPLIMS PURCHASED IN HALIFAX*; Mr Forbes, 57 (1).

SCATTERIE FOG-WHISTLE, SUPERINTENDENT; Mr. Kirk, 786 (i).
SCOTT ACT, OONVICTIONS, &C., UNDER* ; Mr. McMulien, 912 (i).

SEIZURES AT WINNIPEG, CUSTOMS* ; Mr. Paterson, Brant, 392 (i).
SEIZURE OF HORES, BY EXPEDITIONARY FORGE* ; Mr. Casey, 438 (1).
SENATORS AND THE REBELLIG, SERVICES ; Mr. Mclfulen, 392 (i).
SETTLEMENIT 0F LANDS IN B.C.j; Mr. Shkapeare, 496 (&).

SHORT LINE Ry., IN N.B., COR. ETWEEN DOM. GOVT. AND N.S.
Mr. Tupper, 444.

SHORT LiNE Ry., MONTREAL TO ST. JOHN AND HALIFAX, SUESWY*;

Mir. Laurier, 65 (i).
Six NATION NDIANS, MINUTES OF OUNCIL; MKr. Paternon, .rani, 58(i).
&IDES AND BOOMS, BALANCES OWING* ; Mr. Casgrasn, 1195 (i).
S&AiNAND U.S., FLAG TREAIY ; Mr. Vail, 700 (i).
8TAFF PAYMASTERS, APPOINTMENTS*; Mr. Casey,-438 (i).
ST. ALERT, SUaVEY OF LANo'; Mr. Taylor, 802 (i).
STATHE'R, R, DISoARGE OF, AND JUDGMENTS ; Mr. Weldon, 371.
SUATION BUILDING, ST. JOHN, S. d., GOUT, 40.* ; M. Wedion, 'W (i).

ST0à&eTO AND PICTOU RY, PETS., &0.*'; Mr. Kirk, 802 (i).
STEIPHENSON, RUFUS, INSPECTOR 0F COLONISATION 0O.'S., RZP.'; Mr.

Elgar, 58 (i).
STUWART, J., AND SINCLAIR, BUMS P£ID FOR TRANSPORT'; Mr. Gasey,

437 (i).
ST. JOHN BRIDGE AiD RY. EXTENSION OU., EXPUNDITUUE; Mr. Lan-

derkin, 66.
STORES PURCHASED AND TAKIN INTO STOCK FOR 1.0..; Mr. Weldon,

57 (i).
STRATHLORNEj N.S., POSTMASTRJ DiaSsUMA; 1fr. Cßnmron, Inter.

naea, 59 (i).

RETURNS, STATEKENTS, &c., MOTIONS POR-t09f2110W.
BRSIDY (OEXuY) to W 8., RE ADJCUSTNNT.; Mr. Kirk, 449 (i).

SUBSIDIES TO Rys. UNDER 47 VIa., c. 8; Mr. aharlton, »1 (i)
"SULTAN" STEAIM-TUG, AWARD o rDom. ARBITRATORS ; Mr. Mit-

chell, 904 (il).
FJURANNUATION IN TES 0. ; Mr. McJfullen, 57 (1), 905; 1180 (ii).
SUPREME COURT OF CAN., JUDGMENTS RENDEBED* ; Mr arker, 802 (i)»
SWEUTNAM, INSPECTOR, Rup. cocEREIiNG PiCKERiNG P.O. ; Mr.

Edgar, 60 (i).
TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION IN DiGBY Co., NS'; Mr. Vail, 393 (i).
TEMPORARY LoANS wY GOVT.; Sir Richard Cartwright, 56<i).
TERms oF UNION, P.E.L. AND DOM'; Mr. Mciteyre, 802 ().
TIMBER LICENSES OR PERMITS TO CUT IN DOm.; -Mr. Chirlton, 65 (i).
TRANSPORT CONTRACTORS; Mr. Casey, 427 ().
TRAVELLING 'EXPENSIS, & , OF MEMBEURS OP GOVT.'; Mr. Som9rVille,

Brant, 57 (i).
TRAVELLING EXPENIES 0F -GOV. GEN.; Mr. >f.cVraney, 792 (i).
TRENTON COLONISATION GO., COR. WTH'DEPT. ; Mr. EdIgr, 65'(;).
TRENT VALLEY CANAL, COST or cONSTR0cTION ; Mr Uok,,898 (ii).
Tuppi, 8I meNARLME, TRAnLntG EXPEES*; j;r. Som.r.lle,

Brant, 57 (i).
UNITED STATES AND SPAIN, FLAG «EATY; Mr. Yuil, i100 (i).

UNIWUD STATES FISHERuMN, ALIU1e tERPENCM r 'WITH; Mr.
Mitchell, 392 (i).

UNITED STATES FISHING VISSELS FREQUINTING '0EN DURING WASH-

INGTON TRuATY; -Mr. Mitchell, 392 (1-)
VALIN, MB , M.P., GRANTS oF LAND TO IN N.W.T. ; Mr.-vasgrain,

31 (i).
VOLUNTEIRS, OFFICERS AND MEDICAL STAFF'; Mr. auy, $S8 (i).
VOTERS, INDIAN, APPLICATIONS FOR RUGISTRATION; Mr. Camey, 449 (i).

VOTERS LISTE, ARRANGEMGNTS FOR PRINTING; Mr. Casey, 448 (i).
WASHIINGTON TREATY, U. S. VESSELS FISHING UNDER'; Mr. litchell,

892 (i).
WESTINGHOUSEE BRAMES ON I. 0. R.* 1fMr. Vail, 393 (i).
WHITEFISH FRY AT FISH HATCHERIES;113fr. Gordon, 789 (i).
WHITE, JOHN, LETTERS, &C, re PRINE ATBERT COLODI -ATION 00

Mr. Edgar, 65 (i).
WILE.INbON, W., CLAIM AGAINST L 0. R.; Mr. Mitchd, 905 (il).
WINNIPEG, CUSTOMS SEIZURES 1A*;fMr. Paterson, Bran t, 392 (1).
WRIGH T, ROWARD, SUMS PAID FOR TRANSPORT*; Mr Camey, 437 ýl).

RETURNS, ENQUTRIES F , re N. W. (Mr Blake) 65, 63 (i).
- INDIANS AT FOaT WILLIAM IRESERVE (Mr. Blake)

119 (i).
- (Messrs. Mulock, Pa terson [Brant] and McMullen)

570 (i).
-SECTION 16, I.C;R :Remarks(Mr. Mitchell) 1695·(ii).
- EXPENSE IN PRODUCING: M. for Rt. (Mr. Valrn)

386 (i).
-- IMPERFECT, re SEIZURES BT EXPEDITIONARY FOROE IN

N. W.: Remarks (Mlir. Casey) 1380 (ii).
-- INCOMPLErTE, SHAUOLDERS IN Co.'S: Remai ks (Mr.

Mulock) 168.(ü).
REVENUE FR&UDS BY MOÑTREAL FIgMS î 8Ques. (Mr. Gat't)

709 ().

RICE, INOREASE oF DUTY : Ques. (Xr. Shakespare) 369 ().
RIcHaBUCTO AND ST. Louis RY. SUBSIDY: Ques. (Mr. Weldon)

494 (i).
RICHELIEU COUNTY, SALE OF GOVT. PROPERTIES IN: QueS.

(Mr Massue) 185 (i).
RICHELIEU RIVER OBSTRUCTIONS: M. for copies of Péts.,

&o. (Mr. Béchard) 83 (1).
RIDEAU CANAL, in Com. of Sup., 1453 (ii).
RIDEAU HALL, ADDITITONS, ALTERATIONS, REPAIRS, &C.: M.

for Stmnt., 797 (i).
- CONTINGENoIES: f. tor .Rot. (Mr. M60c&a"iy) 794 (i).
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RIDEAU RALL, COST OF, SINCE CONFEDERATION: M. fc

Stmnt. (Mr. McC'raney) 801 (i).
--- FUEL AND LIGHT FOR: M. for Ret. (Mr. MfcCraney

795 (i).
- - GARDENING AND GROUNDS, AMOUNTS PAID : M. fa

Stmnt. (Mr. McGraney) 796 (i).
RIDEAU RIVER FLOODS: Ques. (Mr. Mackintosh) 1076 (ii)
RIEL, LOUIS, CASE OF, AUTHORITY TO EXERCISE MERO

(Mr. A myot) 59; PETS. FROM PROVINCIAL GOVTS.

QUe8. (Mr. Taschereau) 634 (i).
---- COMMUNICATIONS PROM QUEBEIC GOVT. re EXECUTION

Ques. (Mr. Oasgrain) 426 (i).
DEPUTATION TO: Qees. (Mr. Edgar) 785 (i).

-- EXECUTION OF: Res. (Mr. Landry, Montmagny
censnring Govt., 59; order called, 62; (M.) 68; Amt
(Sir Rector Langevin) previons Ques,, 73; Deb. (Mr
Amyot) 77; (Mr. Royal) 93; (Mr. Gigault) 96; (Mr
Wallace, York) 99; (Mr. Cameron, EHuron) 104; Mr
Curran) 125: (Mr. Coursol) 134; (Mr. Wood, Brockville
136; (Mr. Langelier) 139; (Mr. Rykert) 150; (Mr
Béchard) 169; (Mr. Laurier) 174; (Sir 4dolphe Caron)
195; (hir. Desjardins) 206; (Mr. Laundry, Kent) 213
(Mr. Guay) 223; (Mr. Mackintosh) 227; (Mr. Blake)
237 ; (Mr. Thompson) 267 ; (Mr. Mills) 291 ; (Mr. Orton
301; (Mr. Casgrain) 307; (Mr. Costigan) 309; (Mr.
Casey) 315; (Mr. Kaulbach) 323; Mr. Sproule) 325
(Mr. Girouard) 332; Mr. Desaulniers, Maskinongé) 338;
(Mr. Masue) 341; (Mr. Burns) 341; (Mr. Chapleau)
342; (Mr. Bergeron) 358; (Mr. Tassé) 364; (Mr. Mit-

chell) 366; (Mr. Labrosse) 366; (Messrs. McMullen,
Lister, Cameron [Middlesex] and Landry, Montmagny)
3867 ().

- - EXICUTION OF: M. to make Res. Order of the Day

(Sir Hector Langevin) 119 (i).
MEDICAL COMMISSION: Ques. and M. for Ret. (Mr.

Coursol) 31 ; Commis8ion, Reps., Ques. (Mr. Amyot)
68; M. for Cor. (Mr. Landry, Montmagny) 844 (ii).

- 0.0. ORDERINO EXECUTION : QUeS. (Mr. Amyot)

59 (i).
- PETS. FOR COMMUTATION OF SENTENCE: Ques. (Mr.

Laurier) 35; M. for copies*, 58 (i).
-- PETS. FOR HANGING: Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 266 (i).

PETS. FROM ORANGE LODGE1 BESPECTING: Ques. (Mr.

Taylor) 196 (i).
PETS. PRAYING FOR CLEMENCY, &C.: Que&. (Mr.

Vanasse) 120 (i).
..-- RECOMMENDATION TO MERCY BY JURY: Ques. (Mr.

D.aaulniers, Maskinongf) 62 (i).
REPS. oF DRs. VALADE AND LAVELL Que@. (Mr.

Amyot) 120 (i).
-- REPS., &C., IN FAVOR OF MERoy: Qaes. (Mr. Amyot)

266 (i).
REr. op TRIAL: Ques. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 34 (i).
RESPITES GRANTED, 0.0. re EKECUTION AND LETTERS,

&C., MEDIOAL COMuISSION: M. for Copies (Mr. Amyot)

59 (i).
1l

r RIEL, Louis, RESPITES GRANTED: M. for copies of 0.0.

(Mr. Amyot) 43; MOTIVES FoR: Ques (Mr. Amyot) 59
) (i).

-SANITARY CoMMISBION, RE:PS., ka.: M.- for copies

r (Mfr. Landry, Vtontmagny) 693 (t).
-- TRIAL 0F, DOCUMENTS RISPECTINO: M. for copies

__TRIAL 0F, 1Nt3TRUCTIONS SENT TO MRa. JUSTICE1

iRcWiÂRsoN: MI. for copy, &c. (Mr. A4myot) 59 (i).
-TRIAL OF, SHORTRAND NOTES, &U.:.M. for copies

(Mr. Cameron, Huron) 57 (i).
RiviÈau x LIÈVREiS: Ques. (31r. Wright) 426 (i).

RIVI:ÈRE Du LoUe AND EiDMONSTON «Ry.. Ques. (Mfr. Cock.

ROADSANI) BRIDGES: inl Coin. of Sap., 1270, 1745, 1755 (ii).
ROBINSON TaiEATY, IMDANS UNDER: M. for Cor. (Mr. Daw.

son) 62 (i).
ROCHEC, MATTHEW, op' LINGÂN, ŽJ.S., TFIÂNSFER OP: Reg.

prop. for Sel. Coin. (Mr. Blake) 1173 ; further con.
sideration of prop. IRes., 1325 (hi).

Rock Lake, Souris and Brandon Ry. 00.'.
inoorp. B. No. 63 (Mr. Small). 1* 301; 2'l,
368 (i); wthdn., 1309 (ii).

ROCKY Mo-UNTAiN' RNas, ISSUE 0F SCRrP TO: QUeS.

(Mr. Ives) 543 (i).
ROPER, S. C. D., EMPLOYMENT 0F BY GOVT. : QUeS. (Mr.

Cook) 670 (i).
ROYAL MILITARY COLLEGE: in Com. Of SUp, 1303 (il).
RUBBER IBELTING: onoU. in Ways and M0ans, j719 (û).

RULES 0F THE lOU11SE: prop. Amt. (Mfr. D)awson) 8i(ii).
ST. ANDREW'S RAPIDS IMPROVEMENTS: Ques. (Mfr. Rosa)

495 (i).
-- TO LACHUTE ]RY. SUBSIDT: prop. Bos. (Mr. Pope)

1551; in Coin., 1616 (ii).

ST. CATHARINES MILLINO CO., LAW COSTA ' in Coin. of Sup-
1768 (ii).

ST. CHARLEcS BRANCE,> 1.0C. R. : in Coin. of Sap., 145 1 (i i).

ST. EUSTÂCRE TO ST. PLACIDE RY. Co028 SUBSIDT:, prop. IRes.

(MIr. Pope) 1551; in Coin., 1624 (il).
ST. FELIX TO LAKE MÂSrNoNoÉ RY. SUBSIDY: prop. 110s.

(Mr. Pope) 1551 ; in Corn., 1614 (ii).

St. Gabriel Levee and Ry. Co.'s lnoorp. B. No.
118 (Mr. Curran). l0* and 20*, 876; in Coin. and
30*, 1153 (ii). (49 «Fié., c. 85 )

ST. JOHiN BRaIDGEC AND EXTENSION RY. CO.: M. for Ret,*

(Mir. Welon) 66 (i).
ST. JOHiN, N.B., CITY AND COUNTY ELECTOuAL DISTICT:

Return 0f Member eleot, 1 (j).

ST. JOHiN, N.B., CITY ELECTORÂL DISTRICT: «VaanCy Snd
Return of Member eleot, 1 (i).

ST. JOUHN, N.B, RY. STATION BUILDING IN, COST, &0. : M. for
Ret.* (Mr. Weldon) 58 (i).

ST. JOHS'S, QUEz., Ry. WHAarF: Qixes. (Mr. B6chard) 897 (ii).

St. Lawrence and Atlantic Junction Ry. Co.'.s
incorp. B. No. 58 (5fr. Colby). 1*, 226 ; 20*, 342;
in Com. and 30*, 757 (i). (49 Vc., c. 78.)
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St. Lawrence River Navgn. Repeal B. No. 46
(Mr. Langelier). 1°, 119 (i).

ST. LAWRENCE RIVER, OVERFLOW: QueS. (Mr. Curran)
865 (ii).

ST. MAURICE FAUCHERiDE, ON PARLIAMENTARY PROCEDURE:
in Com. of Sup., 1740, 1763 (ii).

ST. PATRICK'S DAY, ADJNMT. FOR: M. (Sir Hector Lan-
gevin) 185 (i).

ST. PETER'S HARBOR, P. E. I.: QueS. (Mr. Mclntyre)
1514 (ii).

Ste. Ursule, &c., Ry. See " MASKINONG! AND NIPISSING,'

ST. VINCENT DE PAUL PENITENTIARY: in COm. Of SUp.,

1692 (ii).

Sable and Spanish Boom and Slide Co. of Algo-
ma B. No. 36 (Mr. Sutherland, Oxford). 1°*, 92;
2°*, 119; order for Com. read, 494; in Com, 782;
30*, 783 (i). (49 Vic.,.c. 108.)

SALARIES, &C., OF STAFF OF C. P. R.: in Com. of Sup.,
1450 (ii).

Saskatchewan Land and Homestead Co.'s B. No.
42 (Mr. Orton). 1°*, 93; 2°*, 119; in COm. and
30*, 757 (i). (49 Vic., c. 101.)

SAVING8 BANKS AND P. 0. SAVINaS BANKS, AMOUNT HELD BY

GOVT. IN: M. for Ret.* (Mr. McMullen) 438; Ques.
(Mr. Mulock) 495, 634 (i).

SAw LoGS AND LUMBEa, FREE EXPJRT: QueS. (Mr. Is)

634 (i). See "Lous"
SOATTERIE FOG-WIIISTL E SUPERINTENDENT'; M for Cor. (Mr.

Kirh) 786 (i).
School Savings Bank incorp. B. No. 75 (Mr.

.Mossue). 1°*, 426; 2'*, 474 (i); in Com. and 30*,

1085 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 67.)
SCIENTIFIC INSTITUTIONS: in Com. of Sup., 1377 (ii).
SoIENTIFIO TREATISE IN DEPTL. REPORT: in Com. of Sup.,

883 (ii).
SCOTT ACT ENFOROEMENT: Qes. (Mr. McMullen) 438 (i).

OUTRAOES IN ORANGEVILLE AND CLANDEBOYE: Ques.
(Mr. McCraney) 1661 (ii).

ScRIP TO HALF-BREEDS WHO TOOK PART IN REBEL LION: Ques.
(Mr. Laurier) 1075 (ii).

ScYTHE8: oonc. in Ways and Means, 1721 (ii).
SEA FISHERIES PROTEOTION: Ques. (Mr. Davies) 494 (i).
SECRETARY OF STATE:

CAN. TEKP. ACT, CoNVICTIONS UNDER: M. for Ret. (1Mr. ifel4'len)
912 (ii).

-- in 0om. of Sup., 1658 (ii).
--- LEGISLATION REUPEOTING: Que.. (Mr, Orion) 912 (i).

-- RTURN 0F FINES COLLECTD': QuBS. (M-T. Staire) 1172 (ii).

CHINUE IMMIGRATION ACT AMT. See B. 106.

CHINEsEs, LiGISLATION RESPECTING: Que.. (lEr. Blake) 62 (i).
C. 0. BOARD OF EXAMINERS: in COm. Of Sup., 841 (ii).
CLAIMS (LAND) DoMISSION, N. W., REP.: Ques. (Mr. fulock) 1421.
COMMISSIONS TO PUBIc OFFICERS. See B. 110.
COPYRIGHT, LAWs RELATING TO: M. for Bel. Com. (1fr. Edgar) 377,

382 (i).
FACTORY LEGISLATION: Ques. (Mr. Mulock) 634 (i).
FRANCHISE ACT, WORKING OF: Cor. presented (Mr. Ckapleau) 1482.
-- IN CON. OF SUP., 524 (i); 880, 1097 (ii).
JOINT STOCK 00.'., PRINTING BLUI-BOOX: Ques. (1(r. Bernier) 186(i).

SECRETARY OF STATE-Continued.
LIqUOR LIcENSE ACT, 1883, COMMISSIONERS AND INSPECTORS' EMOLU-

MENTS : Ques. (Mr. Shake8peare) 266 (i).
-- COSTS INOURRED BY 0Dom.: h. for Ret.* (Mr. Qameron,

Huron) 438 (i).
- - REPUND oF FEEs: Que. (Mr. Skakespeare) 266 (ii).

LIQUOR MANUFACTUREL IN CAN., EXPORTS, IMPORTS AND LÂBOR

EMPLOYED: Ms. for Stmnts.* (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 912.
NATURALISATION AoT A Mr. : Ques. (Mr. Landerkin) 709 (i).
NEWSPAPER SUBSCRIPTIONS AND CAB-HIRE : in Oom. OfSap., 88) (ii)-
ORANGEVILLE AND .CLANDEBOTE, OUTRAGES UNJER SCOTT ACT : QUes.

(Mr. tcGCraney) 1661 (i).
QUEEN v8. RIEL, PRINTING BLUE-BOOK: Ques. (Mr. Bernier) 186 (i).

PRINTING AND 8TATIONERY BUREAU. See B. 132.
RETURNS, EXPENSE IN PRODUCING: on M. for Rot. (Kr. Landry,

Kent) 386 (i).
SCOTT AOT ENFORCEMENT: Que8. (Mr. McMullen) 438 (1).
Su1. Or STATE, DIPT. OF: in Com. of Sap., 524 (), 1679; cOntin-

gencie8, 880 (ii).

Seduction, &C. See " CRIMINAL LAW &MT."

SEIZURES, CUSTOMS, AT WINNIPEG: M. for Ret.* (Mr.
(Paterson, Brant) 392 (i). See " CUSTOM."

SEIZURES BY MOUNTED POLICE OR EXPEDITIONARY FORDE IN

N.W.T.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Casey) 438 (i).
SETTLERS IN MAN. AND N.W.T.: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 42 (i).
SETTLER8 IN SAUGEEN PENINSULA : Remarks (M. Allen

and others) 1538 (ii).

SETTLERS ON SERVICE IN N. W. AND HOMESTEADS:Q QeS.

(Mr. Cameron, Euron) 426 (i).
SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES. See " COMMITTEES."
SELKIRK, WHARF AT: Quos. (Mr. RoFs) 495 (i).
SENATE, CONSTITUTION OP: Res. (Mr. Mlls) in Amt. to

Com. of Sup., 1272; (explanation) 1286; Deb. (Sir
John A. Macdonald) 1275; (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 1277;
(Mr. Foster) 1280; (Mr. Davies) 1281; (Mr. McNeill)
1284; (Mr. Jamieson) 1285; (Mr. Casey) 1286; (Mr.
Wood, Brochville) 1288; (Mr. Fishtr) 1289; (WMssrs.
Amyot and Laurier) 1291 ; (Me8SrS. Fairbank and
Armstrong) 1292 ; (Messrs. Weldon and Dupont) 1294;
neg. (Y. 57, N. 89) 1295 (ii).

SENATE, SALARIES, &c.: in COm. of Sup., 1089 (ii).
SERVICES OF M.P.'S., &C., IN CONNECTION WITH REBELLION,

AMOUNTS PAID: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Mc.Mullen) 392 (i).
SHORT LINE, MONTREAL AND SALISBURY: QUeS. (Mr. Kirk)

1240 ; M. for copy of contract, 1309 (ii).
-- MONTREAL, ST. JOHN, AND HALIFAX, SUBsIDY: M.

for copies of 0.0., &c.* (Mr. Laurier) 65 (i).
- IN N.S.: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Tupper) 444 (i).

Shuswap and Okanagan Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. No.
33 (Mr. Homer). 1°*, 92; 20*, 240; in Com. and 3°*,
614 (i); Son. Amts. cone. in, 1171 (ii). (49 Flic., c. 82.)

Sisters Faithful Companions of Jesus incorp.
B. No. 32 (Mr. Royal). 1°*, 92; 2°*, 240; in Com.
and 30*, 473. (49 Vic, c. 111.)

SIx NATION INDIANS, MINUTES Or COUNCIL : M. for opie6*

(Mr. Paterson, Brant) 58 (i).
SLIDES AND BOOMS, AMOUNTS OWING ON A000UNOT OP M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Casgrain) 1195 (ii).
SLIDES AND BooMs: in Com. of Sap., 1270, 1547 (ii).
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IN DEX.
SMIT, R., oP QUEBEC, WOOD PURCHASES FRoM : Ques. (Mr.

Lesage) 544 (i).
SMIT1, SENATOR FPANK, AND CIROULAR TO CATHoLIOS:

QUos. (Mr. Tassé) 1379 (ii).
SPEECHEs FRoM THE THRoNE : Opening of Parlt., 1(i); Pro-

rogation, 1777 (ii).
SPEECHES IN PMMRLT.: Res. (Mr. Charlton) limiting, 789 (i).
SPIRITS AND STRONG WATERS: cono. in Ways and Means,

769 (i).
SQUAw ISLAND, FISHING PRIVILEQES, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Cook)

784 (i).
STAFF PAYMASTERS, NAMEis, &c., IN N. W. T. : M. for .Rot.*

(Mr. Casey) 438 (i).
STAMPS, COST OF OBTAINING: in Com. of Sup., 1543 (ii).
STANSTEAD, SHEFFORD AND CIAMBLY RY. CO.'s WHARF:

Ques. (Uir. Béchard) 1096 (ii).
STATHER, R., TRANSFER FROM DORCHESTER PEN. To KINGS-

TON: Ques. (Mr. Weldon) 68 ; (M. for Rot,) 37 I (i).
Statutes of Can., Revised, B. No. 9 (Kr. ThoMpson.)

1°, 38; 2°* and in Com., 513; ref. to Sel. Com., 555
(i); in Com., 1224; 30*, 1229 (ii). (49 Vic, c. 4.)

STATUTES, RÉvIsED: M. to add name to Com. (Mr. Thomp-
son) 599 (i),

Steamboat Inspection Act further A.mt. B.
No. 103 (Mr. Poster). Ros. prop. and 1°* of B., 710
(1) ; 2° and in Com., 1086 ; 30*, 1144 (ii). (49 Vic.,
c. 34.)

STEAMSHIP SUBVENTIONS, &o.: in Com. of Snp., 1370 (ii).
Stellarton Branch Ry. See " I.C.R."
STEPHENSON, RUFUs, INSPECTOR OF COLONISATION Co.'S,

REP. oF : M. for copy* (Ur. Edgar) 53 (i).
STEREOTYPES AND ELECTROTYPES : cone. in Ways and Means,

1721 (ii).
STEWIAoKE AND MUsQUODOBOLT RY. SUBSIDY : prop. Res.

(Mr. Pope) 1551; in Com., 1624; remarks (Mr. Vail)
on intrdn. of B., 1636 (ii).

STIPENDIARY MAGISTRATE AT CALGARY: Ques. (Mr. Burpee)
427 (i).

STONEY MOUNTAIN PENIYMTTIARY, PRISONERY' HEALTH : QUOes.
(Mr. Desjardtns) 117À (ii).

SToVE BOLTS AND NUT8: cono. in Ways and Means, 1721 (ii)
Straits of Canso Ry. See " CAPE BEToN."
STRATHLORNE, NS., POBTMASTERL, DISMIssAL OP: M. for Cor.

&c. (Mr. Cameron, Inveswu) 69 (i).
STAW BOBaD: COnO. iU Wys and Means, 1719 (ûi).
Subsidies (land) to Rys. authorisation B. No.

147 (MrT. White, Cardwdl). Res. prop., 1551; in Com.,
1630; Res. conc. in, 1639; 1* of B., 1640; 2° and in
Com.,1709 ; 30*, 1714 (ii). (49 Pic , c. 11.)

Subsidies (land) to certain Ry. Co.'s Act Amt.
B. No. 117 (àir. White, Cardwell.). 10, 876; 2°¥ and
in Com., 973; M. for 3°, 1015; 3°*, 1017 (ii). (49 Vic.,
c. 12.)

Subsidies (money) to Rys. Authorisation B. No.
146 (Mr. Pope). es. prop., 1561; M. for Com., 1595;

in Com., 1596, 1610; Res. cone. in, 1635; 1°lof B.,
1636; 2° and in Com., 1704; 5°*, 1709 (ii). (49 Vic.,
c. 10).

SUBSIDIES TO RYS.: M. for Rets. (Mr. Charlton) 391,; Ques.
(Mr. Charlton) 68 (i); Remarks (Mr. Blake) 1514 (ii).

SUBsIDY TO N.S., READJUSTMENT: M for Ret. (Mr. Kirk)
449; Amt. (Mr. Cameron, Invernesa) 451; nog. (Y. 16,
N. 82) 456 (i).

Substitutes for Butter. See " OLEOMARGARINE."

SUGARs: conc. in Ways and Means, 773, 1587, 1722 (ii).
SUGAR DUTIES PAID AT HALIFAX AND MONTREAL : Ques. (Mr.

Stairs) 898 (ii).
SUGAR IN BOND IN MONTREAL: Ques. (Mr. Robertson, Shel

' burne) 783 (i), 843 (ii).
"SULT N," STEAM Tua, AWARD OF DOM. ARBITRATcaRS: M.

for copy (Mr. Mitchell) 904 (ii).

Summary Proceedings before Justices, &c., B.
No. 84 (A) from the Son. (Mr. Thomps'n) 10*, 519;
20, 67 1 ; in Com,, 715 (i), 805 ; 30*, 913 (ii). (49 Vic.,
c. 49.)

SUPERANNUATION, NAMES, DATE AND AMOUNT PAID UNDER
LIST: M. for Ret.* (Mir. McMullen) 58 (i).

-- See " CIVIL SERVICE."

SUPPLY:
[Only subjects wbich caused remark or diseatssion noted

under this head.]
AMTS. or REMARxs to Ms. for Com. : (Amt ) Indian Administration

in the N.W. (Mr. Cameron, iluron) 718 (Î); (Armt.) Exting-
uishment of the Indian Title and Half-breed grievances (Mr.
Laurier) 809 ; (Amt ) Home Rule for Ireland (Mr. Blake)
1022; (Amt,) Timber and Coal Licenses, &c., in the N.W.
(Mr. Chirlton) 1030; (Remarks) Seizure of schooner David
J. Adama (Mr. Metcheli) 1254 ; (Amt.) N. W. Disturbance,
General Amnesty (Mr. Laurier) 1257; (Amt.) Constitution
of the Senate (Mr. Mils) 1272 ; (Remarks) Custome Seizures
at Montreal (Mr. Gault) 1369, (Mr. Holton) 1684; (Amt.)
Flour and Goal Duties (Mr. Mitchell) 1425 ; (Rumarks) Inch
Arran ulotel (Mr. Davies) 1533; (Remarks) Settlers in Sau-
geen Peninsula (Mr. Allen) 1538 ; (Remarks) Reports on R. W.
Rebellion (Mr. Casey) 1640; (Amt.) Public Expenditure (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 1646; (Amt.> Administration of the N.
W. (Mr. Msils) 1729 (ii).

MasS. from His Ex., transmitting Estimates for 1886-87, 368 (i)
Mess. from Bis Ex. transmitting Suppl. Estimates for 1885-
86, 1550 ; Mess. from His Ex., transmitting Suppl. Estimates
for 1886-87, 1633 (ii).

Ras. (Mr. Mc Lelan) for Com., 30 ; in 0Jom., 519, 748 (i), 841, 1075,
1089, 1153, 1261, 1295, 1370, 1385, 1448, 1541, 1649, 1692, 1740
(ii).

OÔMMITTEE:
Administration of Justice:

General Vote, 886 (ii).
Gaol and Lunatie Asytum at Rogina,; 1717 (ii).

Adulteration of Food. See "lColloetion of Revenues."
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics:

Colonial and Indian Exhibiti.>n, 1095; suppl.,
1741 (ii).

Criminal Statistics, 1091 (ii).
Dominion Exhibition, 1091 (ii).
General Vote, 1090 (ii).
Health Statisties, 1094 (ii).
Model Farm, 1659 (ii).
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INDEX.

SUPPLY-Continued.
COMITTEE-Continued.

Canals. See "Railways and Canals."
Charges of Management:

Assistant Financial Inspector, 520 (i).
Auditors and Receivers General: Halifax, Victoria

and Winnipeg, 521 (i).
Civil Government:

Agriculture, Dept. of, b91 (i); suppl., 1698; contin-
gencies, 870, 885 (ii).

Auditor General's Office, 689 (i).
Civil Service Board of Hxaminers, 841.
Contingencies, Departmental:

Depts. generally, 868, 877 (ii).
Post Office and Finance Depts., 841 (ii).
Travelling expenses and cab-hire, 870, 878 (ii).

Customs, Dept. of, 690 (i); contingencies, 870, 874.
Finonce, Dept of, and Treasury Board, 689 (i);

contingencies, 870 (ii).
Fisheries, Dept. of, 691 (i) ; suppl., 1698 (ii).
Governor General's Secretary's Office, 522 (i), 898;

contingencies, 868 (ii).
Indian Affairs, Dept. of, 688 (i).
Inland Revenue, Dept. of, 689 (i) ; contingencies,

881 (ii).
Interior. Dept. of, 524 (ii); contingencies, 870,

881 (ài); (Geological Survey Branch) 1343,
1649 (ii).

Justice, Dept. of, 523 (i); suppl., 1698; contingen-
cies, 870, 877 (ii).

Marine, Dept of, 691 (i) ; contingencies, 881, 886.
Militia and Defence, Dept. of, 523 (i) ; contingen-

cies, 870, 877 (i).
Postmaster General's Dept., 690 (i); contingencies,

883 (ii).
Privy Council Office, 522 (i), 842 ; suppl., 1697;

contingencies, 870 (ii).
Public Works, Dept. of, 691 (i); contingencies, 870,

881 (i).
Railways and Canais, Dept. of, 691 (i).
Secretary of State, Dept. of, 524 (i) ; suppl., 1697;

contingencies, 870, 880 (ii).
Collection of Revenues:

Adulteration of Food, 1547(ii),
Culling Timber, 1544 (ii).
Customs, 1454; sappl. (pelarisecopic test) 1763 (i).
Dominion Lands, 1550 (ûi).
B1i0se, 1543 (ii).
Poqt Office, 1547 (i).
Preventive Service, 1544 (ii).
Publie Works-Repairs and Working Expenses:

Slide and Boom Dues, colioction, 1547 (ii).
Railways-Repairs and Working Expenses:

Intercolonial, 1659 (ii).
Stamps, cost of obtaining, 1543 (ii).
Weights and Measures and Gas, 1544 (ii).
Canals-Repairs and Working Expenses,

conc., 1771 (ii).
1659;

SUPPLY-Oontinued.
ComUTTEE-Continued.

Culling Pimber. See "Collection of Revenues."
Oustoms. Se "Collection of Revenues."
Dominion Lands. See ".Collection of Revenues."
Dominion Steamers. See "Ocean and River Service."
Excise. See " Collection of Revenues."
FisJeries:

Cod Liver Oil, &c., encouragement of production,
1757 (ii).

General Vote, 1541 (ii).
Police Vessels for Protection, 1757(ii).

Geological Survey :
General Vote, 1543, 1649 (ii).

G-overnment Steamers. See "Ocean and River Service."
Immigration:

Contingencies, Canadian Agencies, 1392.
General Vote, 1385 (ii).

Indians:
British Columbia, 1652; suppl., 1182 (ii).
Manitoba and North-West, 1653; suppl., 1745 (ii).
New Brunswick, 1651 (ii).
Nova Scotia, 1651 (ii).
Ont., Que. and Maritime Provs., grant to Supple-

ment Fund, 1650; suppl., 1758 (i).
Justice, Administration of. See "Administration."
Legislation:

House of Commons:
Contingencies, 1089 (il).
Salaries, per Clerk's estimate, 1089; Sergeant-

at-arms estimate, 1089 (il).
Kiscellaneous:

Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, salary, 1090 (ii).
Faucher de St. Maurice, Parliamentary Pro.

cedure, 1740, 1763 (ii).
Franchise Act, expenses under, 1698; suppl.,

1747 (ii).
Library of Parliament, salaries, &c., 1153 (ii).
Morgan's "Annual Register;»1740 -ii).
Printing, miscellaneous, 1762 (Hi).
Printing, paper and bookbinding, 1090 (ii).

Senate :
Salaries and contingenoiesa 1089 (ii).

Lighthouse and Coast Service:
Buoys and Beacons, below Montreal, mauitenance,

1377 (ii).
Lighthouse and Fog Alarms completion, &c.,

1376 (ii).
Lights, Fogwhistles, Buoys and fBeacons, mainte-

nance, &c., 1375 (ii).
Salaries, &c., Lighthomse keeper, 1375 (ii).

AMail Subsidies and Steamskip Subventions:
Canada and Antwerp, 1371 (ii).
Canada and Germany, 1756 (i).
Canso and Port Hood, 1371 (ii).
France and Quebec, 1870 (ii).
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INDEX.
SUPPLY-Contiued.

CoumEMT-Continued.
Mail Subsdies and Steamsip Cnentions-Continued.

Liverpool or London and St. John, N.B., or Hali-
fax, N.S., 1371 (ii).

N.B. and P.E.I. to Great Britain and continental
ports, 1756 (ii).

Militia :
A, B and C Batteries, Schools, &c., pay and main-

tenance, 1308, 1547; cono., 1771 (ii).
Ammunition, clothing, &c., 1302 (ii).
Cavalry and Infantry Schools, pay and mainten.

ance, 1308, 1547; cone., 1771 (il).
Clothing, 1302 (il).
Citadel, Quebec, drainage, 1742 (ii).
Contingencies, 1307 ; suppl., 1743 ; cono., 1771.
Dominion Artillery Association, 1307 (ii).
Dominion Rifle Association, 1307 (ii).
Drill Instruction and pay, &c., 1306 (ii).
Military Brancb and Dist. Staff, salaries, 1295 (ii).
Military Properties, construction and repairs,

1309; conc., 1771 (ii).
Miscellaneowa:

Canada Temp. Act, putting in force, 1658 (ii).
Commercial Agencies, 1659 (ii).
Crow, L. J., payment for services, 1763 (ii).
Expenses of Govt in N.W.T., 1657 (Hi).
Fabre, Mr., salary and contingencies, 1658 (i).
Forged Bond, payment for, 1763 (ii).
Hudson Bay Expedition, 1658 (ii).
Lacombe, Father, payment to, 1774 (ii).
Model Farm, 1659 (il).
Printing, Miscellaneous, 1763 (ii).
Rebellion, payments on account of, 1764 (ii).
St. Catharines Milling Co., law costs, 1768 (ii).

North West Mounted Police.:
General Vote, 1656; suppl., 1745 (ii).

Ocean and River Service ;
Allan Mail Contract, termination of, 1771 (ii).
Govt. Steamers, maintenance, &c., 1372 (i).
Obstructions in Nav. Waters, removal, 1374 (ii).
Rewards for Saving Life, 1372 (ii).
Winter Mail Service, P. E. I., 1375 (ii).
Wrecks and Qasualties, investigation into, 1374.

Observatories. See "Scientific Institutions."
Penitentiarie:

British Columbia, 896 (ii).
Dorchester, 893 (il).
Kingston, 891 (ii).
Manitoba, 893 (ii).
St. Vincent de Paul, 1692 (ii).

Pensions:
Veterans of 1812, 1153 (ii).
N. W. Rebellion, on account of, 1154; suppl.,

1742; conc., 1770 (ii).
Po*t Office. See "Collection of Revenues."

SUPPLY-Ontimnud.
ComMirrn--Continued.

Public Wors*-Capital:
Public Buildings:

Ottawa, additional public building, 1154 (ii).
Public Works:

Cape Tormentine Harbor, 1158 (ii).
Esquimalt Graving Dock, 1156 ; suppl., 1753 (ii).
Port Arthur Harbor, 1157 (ii).
Military Works in R C., 1752 (ii).

Public Works-Income :
Dredging, 1269 (ii).
Harbors and Rivers:

British Columbia, 1269 (ii).
Manitoba, 1269 (ii).
Maritime Provinces-Repairs and Improvements

generally, 1264 (ii).
New Brunswick, 1263 (ii).
N. W.T. (North Saskatchewan River) 1269 (ii).
Nova Scotia, 1261; suppl., 1754 (ii).
Ontario, 1266; suppl., 1755 (ii).
Prince Edward Island, 1262 (i).
Quebec, 1264; suppl., 1755 (ii).

Public Buildings:
Buildings, generally, 1166 (ii).
British Columbia, 1166 (ii).
Kingston Penitentiary, 1164; suppl., 1745 (i).
Manitoba, 1165; suppl., [745, 1752 (ii).
New Brunswick, 1162 (ii).
North-West Territories, 1166; suppl., 1745,

1754 (ii).
Nova Scotia, 1158 (ii).
Ontario, 1163; suppl., 1745, 1753 (il).
Prince Edward Island, 1160 (ii).
Quebec, 1162; suppl., 1753 (ii).
Ropairs, Furniture, Hleating, &-., 1261; suppl.,

174> (ii).
Telegraph, 1755 (ii).
Roads and Bridges, 1270; suppl., 1745, 1755 (ii).
Slides and Booms, 1270 (ii).

Quarantine :
Cattle Quarantine, Quebec, 1417 (ii).
General Vote, 1417 (ii).

Railways* and Canals-Capital:
Canadian Pacific Railway:

Expenditure in B. C., 1448; suppi., 1744 (ii).
Port Arthur to Red River, 1449, 1693 (ii).
Salaries and Expensea of Staff, 1450 (ii).
Subsidy, 1448 (ii).

Intercolonial Railway:
Claima arising out of construction, 1752 (ii).
Miscellaneous Works, 1451 (ii).
St. Charles Branch, 1451 (ii).
Stellarton and Pictou Extension, 1452 (ii).

Canals:
Caillon, 1745 (i).
Cornwall, 1452 (ii).

For Repairs and Working expenhe, seI "Oollection of Revenues."
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INDEX.

SUPPLY-Contnued.
CoMmTTE-Continued.

Railways and Canals*-Capital-Continued.
Canals-Centinued.

Galops Canal, enlargement, 1453 (ii).
Grenville, 1453 (ii).
Lachine, 1452 (ii).
Murray, 1453 (i).
Tay, 1453 (il).
Trent River Nav. and Locks, 1752 (ii).
Welland, 1453 (ii).
Williamsburg, 1452 (ii).

Railways and Canals-bncome:
Canals :

Miseellaneous, 1453, 1752 (ii).
Rideau Canal and Gananoque River, 1453 (ii).
Welland Canal, 1453 (ii).

Scientific Institutions :
Meteorologicaul Service, 1377 (ii).
Observations, Toronto, Kingston and Montreal,

1377.
Statistics. See "Arts," &c.
Steamship Subventions. See 'lMail Subsidies."
Weights and Measures and Gas. See IlCollection of

Revenues."
CONCURRENCE:

A, B, and C Batteries, Infantry Schools, &c., 1771 (ii).
Ooen and River Service, 1771 (ii).
Pensions on account of Rebellion in N. W., 1770 (ii).
Lacombe, Father, payment to, 1774 (ii).
Maintenance and Repairs-Canals, 1771 (ii).
Military Properties, Contingencies, &e., 1771 (ii)

Supply B. No. 145 (Mr. McLelan). Res in Com., conc.
in, 1°*,y 2°* and 3°¥ of B., 17175 (ii). (49 Tic., c. 1.)

Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction B.No. 13
(Mr. Landry, Montmagny). 1°, 41 (i).

Supreme and Exchequer Court Act Amt. B.
No. 21 (Mr. Edgar). 1°, 60 (i).

SUPREME COURT, EXTRA REPORTER: in Com of Sup., 890 (ii).
SUPREME COURT JUDOMENTS: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Barker)

802 (i).

Supreme Court of Judicature, Ont., Law Amt.
B. No. 125 (Mr. Thurapson). Res. prop., 877; in Com.
and 1°1 of B., 973; 2°* and in Com., 120 1 ; 30*, 1223
(ii). (49 Vic., c. 6.)

SURVEY OF RAILWAY ROUTES INI C. B.: Ques. (Mr. Camp-

bell., Vic.) 266 (i).
TARIFF, THE. See "WAYs AND MEANS."

TAY CANAL: in Com. of Sup., 1453 (ii).

Tecumseh Ins. Co. of Can. incorp. B. No. 26
(Mr. Macmillan, Middlesex). 1°*, 67; 29*, 119; in
Com. and 30*, 614 (i). (49 Vic., c. 93.)

TELEGRAPHING AND EXTRA CLERKs, CONTINGENCIES : in

Com. of Sap., 881, 1755 (ii).
TELEGRAPHS: in Com. of Sup., 1155 (ii).

TEMPERANCE COLONISATION Co. : Remarks (Mr. Mu'oek)
1633 (ii).

TEMPORARY LOANS BY GOVT. : M. for Ret. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) 56 (i).

TERMs oF UNION WITH P.E. I.: Ques. (Mr. McIntyre) 692;
suppl. Ans, (Mr. Chapleau) 710 (i).

TtTE DU POINTE BARRACIs: Ques. (Mr. G-unn) 1240 (ii).

THoMPsoN, HoN. J. S. D. : returned as Member elect for
Antigonish, 1 (i).

THoMPsoN, MR., M. P. (Haldimand) DECEAsE oF: Remarks
(Messrs. Blake and Langevin) 802 (i).

TRUNDER BAY COLONISATION Ry. Co.'s SuBsiDr: prop. Res.

(Mr. Pope) 1551; in Com., 1613 (ii).

TIMBER ISLAND, LAKE ONT., SALE OFP: Ques. (Mr. Platt)
784 (i).

TIMBER, LAND AND COAL LEAsEs IN N. W. T.: Res. (Mr.
Charlton) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1030; Deb. (Mr.
White, Cardwell) 1041; (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 1047;
(Mr. Taylor) 1055; (Mr. Cameron, Inverness) 1057;
(Mr. Besson) 1057; (Mr. Lister) 1059; (Messrs. Foster
and Landry, Kent) 1062; (Mr. Mackintosh) 1063 ; (Mr.
Desjardins) 1066; (Mr. Cook) 1067; (Mr. Sproule) 1070;
(Mr. Dawson) 1072; (Mr. Orton) 1072 ; (Sir Richard
Cartwright and Mes srs. Tupper and Haggart) 1073 ; (Mr.
Tyrwhitt) 1074; neg. (Y 43; N. 99) 1074 (ii).

TIMBER LICENSES IN DISPUTED TERRITORY: Ques. (Mr.
Wallace, York) 41 (i).

TIMBER LIMITS IN THE N. W., APPLICATIONS FOR : Remarks
(Mr. Cameron, Huron) on M. for Com. on Ways
and Means, 1574 (ii).

TIMBER LIMITs: Refutation of charges. See " ORDER," &C.

TIMBER SALES ON GEoRGIAN BAY ISLAND: Ques. (Mr. Lan-
derkin) 898 (ii).

Toronto Board of Trade Acts Amt. B. No. 85
(E) from the Sen. (wr. Small). 1°*, 519; 2°* 614;

in Com. and 30*, <404 (i). (49 Vic., c. 56.)

TRADE AND NAVIGATION RETS.: presented (Mr. Bowell) 31

TRANSPORT AND SUPPLY OFFICEàS IN N.W.T., NAMES, &C. :

M. for Ret.* (Mr. Casey) 437 (i).

TRANSPORTATION CONTRACT^Rs IN N.W.T.: M. for Ret. (Mr.

C'asey) 427 (i).
TRAVELLING ExPiNsEs: in Com. of Sup., 873, 885, 877 (ii).
- - OF MEMBERS oP GOVT., &o. : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Somer-

ville, Brant) 57 (i).

TRAVIS, JUDGE: in Com. of Sup , 886 (ii).
-- Referred to in Com. on B. 133, 1461 (U).

TREASON-FELoNY TRIALS AT REGINA, &C.; fr for Cor., &c.,

(Mr. Mills) 696 (i).

TREATIES :
COOxERCIAL TREATIEs, NEGOTIATIONS: Ques. (Mr. -Egar) 844 (ii).

FLAG TREATT BETWEEN U S. ÂND SPAIN: M for Cor. (Mr. Vail)
700 (i).

TREATY or 1818-CO-OPERATION OF NEWFOUiDLAND : QueS. (Mr.

Davied) 494 (i).
WASEINGTON TREATY, U.S V ESELS FIIHING UNDER. M. for Ret.*

(U1r. Mitchell) 392 ().
WEST INDIEs, TRADE RELATIONS WITH : Que. (Mr. Coursol) 785 (i).

0 For Repaire and Working Expenses, see "Collectionof Revenues?. TRENT RIVER NAVIGATION : in Com. of Sup., 1752 (ii).
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INDEX.
TRENT VALLEY CANAL, FEES PAID TO POISETTE AND RoaER:

Ques. (Mr. Landerkin) 843 (ii).
TRENT VALLEY CANAL : M. for Rot. (Mr. ook) 898 (ii).
---- Enquiry for Rot. (Mr. Cook) 1343 (ii).

PAYMENT FOR RIGHT OF WAY: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin)
843 (ii).

TRESTON, JAMES AND OTHERS, RECEIPT, OF PET.: Ques. (Mr.
Laurier) 785 (i).

TRURo TO NEWPORT Ry. SUESIDY: prop. Res., 1551; in
Com., 1617 (ii).

TUBINO, WROUGFIT IRON .conc. in Ways and Means, 770 (i).
TUPPER, SIR CHARLES, TRAVELLING EXPENSES: M. for Ret.*

(Mr. Somerville, Brant) 57 (i).
Union Bank of Halifax Capital Stock Reduction

B. No. 52 (Mir. Stairs). l*, 149; 2°n, 265; in Com.
and 3*, 704 (i). (49 Vic., c. 60.)

Union Bank of Lower Canada Capital Stock
Reduction B. No. 41 (Mr. Bossé). 10*, 93; 20*,
119; in Com. and 3*, 704 (i). (49 Vic., c. 58.)

UNION COLLAR CLOTH PAPER: ConC. in Ways and Means,

1720 (ii).

Union Suspension Bridge B. No. 72 (Sir Bector
Langevin). 1', 393; 20 and in Com , 518; 39*, 604 (i).

(49 Vie., c. 31.)
UNITED STATES FISHING VESSELS AND INSHoRE FISHERIES:

M. for ]Ret.* (Mr. Mitchell) 392 (i).
YAoANCIEs: Announcement (Mr. Speaker) 1; Members

introduoed, 1.

VALIN, MR., M.P., GRANTS oF LAND TO IN N.W.: M. for
Rot. (Mr. Casgrain) 31 (i).

VANCOUVER ISLAND RY. RESRVES SQUATTERS PRE-EMPTION

RECORvS : Ques. (Mr. Gordon) 369 (i).

VETERANS OF 1812: in Com. of Sup., 1153 (ii).

Victoria and Sault St. Marie Junction Ry. Co.'s
incorp. B. No. 95 (Mr. Dawson). l°* 630; 20*,
757 (i); in Com. and i°*, 1153 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 80.)

VOLUNTEERS WHO SERVED IN THE N.W.T., PENSIONS: Ques.
(Sir Rich rd Cartwright) 1198 (ii).

VOTERS' LISTs, PRINTING OF, CONTRACTS, &c.: M. for Stmnts.
(Mr. Casey) 418 (i).

WAR CLAIMS COMMISSION, N.W., REP.; Ques. (Mr. Mulock)
1421 (ii).

WARD, MR. HI. A.: Returned as Member elect for East
Durham, 1 (i).

WATER AND RIVER POLICE: in Com. of Sup., 1374 (ii).

WAYS A ND MEANS: Res. for Com. (Mr. McLelan) 30;
on M. for Com., the BUDGET SPEECH, 393; Reply (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 412 ; prop. Res. in Com., 426; deb.
on 1° of Res. (Mr. Wh te, Cardwell) 460; Mr. Pater
son, Brant) 470; (Mr. Wood, Westmoreland) 480; (Mr.
McMullen) 484; (Mir. McLelan) 486 (i) ; M. for Com.,
1573; Amt. (Mr. Cameron,Huron) timber limit8,1574(il).

WAYS AND MEANS-Continued.
TARIFF CHANGEs: (almonds) 748 (i); (baking powder) it (j), 1584

(ii) ; (bolts, nuts, &c.) 1584 (ii); (blueing) 749 (i); (carriage
hardware) 1719 (ii); (cement) 772 (i); (cocoanut, desiccated)
1584 (ii); (cologne) 770 (i); (cordage, manila and sisal) 1584
(ii); (cotton) 769 (i) ; (cotton wire) 1721 ; (earthenware) 1719
(ii) (fancy goods) 749 ; (feathers) 749 (i) ; (leit) 1721 (ii); (fruit,
dried) 750; (fruit, green) 750; (gas pipes, iron) 755; (Geneva
gin) 769; (gimps) 755; (gloves and mitts) 756; (grease) 780;
(haircloth) 756 (i); (bandkerchiefo) 1722 (ii); (harneau) 756;
(iron sand, putty) 780 ; (laces, braid, &c.) 757; (lead) 757 (i);
(log) 1587, 1725 (ii) ; (nail plate, iron or steel) 1722 ; (oil cloth)
1719 (ii) ; (oleomargarine) 758 (i); (paper hanginge) 1587, 1720,
(ii) ; (peaches) 755 ; (philosophical instruments, globes) 781 (i) ;
(rubber belting) 1719; (scythes) 1721 ; (stereotypes and electro-

types) 1721 ; (stores, bolts and nuts) 1721 ; (straw board) 1719
(ii) ; (sugar) 773 (i), 1724 (ii) ; (syrups)779; (tubing) 770 (1) ;
(union collar cloth paper) 1720 (ii) ; (whips) 700; (wire) 770 ;
(wire fencing) 772; (writing desks) 749; (yeast cakes) 772 (i).

Weights and Measures Act further Amt. B. No.
109 (Mr. Costigan). Res. prop., in Com. and 1°* of B.,
747 (i); 2° and in Com., 957; 3°*, 1015 (;i). (49 Vie.,
c. 4.)

WEIGHTS AND MEASURES AND GAS : in Com. of Sup., 1544 (ii).
WEST INDIES, TRADE RELATIONS WITII: Ques. (Mr. Gault)

785 (i).
WESTINGHOUSE BRAKE, AMOUNT PAID FOR APPLYING TO I. O.

R.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Vail) 393 (j).
Western Canada Loan and Savings Co. B. No.

112 (M.) from the Sen. (Mr. Beaty). 1°*, 805; 2°*, 856;
in Com. and 30*, 1085 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 105.)

WESTERN COUNTIES RT.: Remarks (Mr. Blake and others)
on intrdn. of B. 146, 1636 (ii).

West Ontario Pacific Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. No.
27 (Mr. Macmillan, Middlesex). 10*, 67; 2e, 240;
in Com. and 30*, 614 (i). (49 Vic., c. 70.)

WELLAND CANAL : in Com. of Sup., 1453 (ii).
WHARF AT SELKIRK: Ques. (Mr. Ross) 495 (i).
WHITE FISH FRY AT F1sH HATCHERIES: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Gordon) 788 (i).
WHITE, HON. THos.: Returned as Member elect for Card-

well, 1 (i).
WHIPS: conc. in Ways and Mean, 770 (j).
WINDSOR BRANCH Ry. SETTLEMENT: Que8. (Mr. Kinney)

1240 (ii).
WINDSOR, ONT., HARBOR MASTER AT: QueS. (Mr. Lister) 785
Winnipeg and Hudson Bay Ry. and Steamship

Co.'s Act Amt. B. No. 119 (Mu. Royal). 19, 912;
20, 1085; in Com. and 30*, 1386 (ii). (49 ic., c. 73.)

Winnipeg and North Pacific Ry. Co.'s incorp,
B. No. 71 (Mr. Eaggàrt). 1°*, 426; 2"Y, 494 (i); in
Coin. and 30*, 1153 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 84.)

WINNIPEG DRILL SHED: in Com. Of Sup., 1165 (ii).
WINTER MAIL SERVICE, P.E.I.: in Com. of Sup., 1375 (ii).
WIRE FENoING, & conc. in Ways and Means, 772 (i).
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INDEX.

WIm FENCING IROM LÉVIS TO RIVIIRE Du Loup: Que.
(Mr. Gaudet) 544 (i).

WIaz, IRrN OR STEEL, &a.: con. in Ways and Means,
770-772 (i).

WILLIAMSBURG CANAL: in Com. of Sap., 1453 (ii).
WOOD MOUNTAIN AND QU'APPEL LE RY. CO.'S LAND SUBSIDY:

prop. Res. (Mr. White, Cardwell) 1552; in Qom., 1632
(ii).

WOoD M. C., EXPLANATION, Mr. CARLING: in Com. of Sup.,
885 (ii).

WOODRUPF, J. A., AMOUNTS PAID TO: Ques. (Mr. Somerville,
Brant) 68 (i).

WREKS AND CASUALTIES: in Com. of Sup., 1374 (ii).
WRITING DSESK: conc. in Ways and Means, 749 (i).

WURTELE, HON. J. S. C., APPOINTMENT Ouf, AS JUDGE: Que&
(Mr. Langelier) 865, 912, 1342 (ii).

YAMASKA To RIVER ST. JOHN RY. : prop. Res. (Mr. Pope)
1551; in 0om., 1624 (Ii).

Yarmouth Bank B. No. 69 (Mr. Kinney). 10*, 393;
20*, 474 (i); in Com. and 30*, 1085 (ii). (49 Vic., c.
63.)

Yarmouth Steamship Co.'s incorp. B. No. 91
(Kr. Kinney). 1°*, 599; 2°*, 704 (i); in Com. and
30*, 1085 (ii). (49 Vic., c. 95.)

YEAST CAKES, &0. : conc. in Ways and Means, 772 (i).

YUKON RIVER EXPLORATIONS AND ESTABLISHMENT OF CUS-
TOM HOUSE: Ques. (Mr. .Ro0) 266 (i).
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